82  HAUHMAFYE 517 8% 1 5 GRAEE 30 5)

< UHR—>

O Y H VSRS = L—
747 ALAA R

Agmon Law
Founder & Director

Jonathan Agmon

FiELOM T, KEMEEET L (LLM) 2 H LAl A Tige (TgAll) OF
AREIMLTLTWET, patid. gAl 20 LU TS m 2/ L. BB 2704 L.
XFEEZLVE2—LTWET, ZHICKY, gAl ~DBRIREIFITORRZD | gALIL, 7
RENTZ RIS U CHIZE %2 AR T 272 OIEH S D HEEE TRIT 272, RIEHEIC
RUNHLTY, 207D, ERENTEIZENEE LELWNE I AT 2 Z & IEH
HTd, SHIC, gAlIXLLM (E@EFEET L) NEWEE, BHOREBICEZL T
RUVMEBI A H Y £3, gAl~DIKEREE > TWDHZ L2 E 2, 202449 H 23 H,
VTR VIR BT TR 2 — W — 2 1 5 gAY — VO ICEET 5 54 K (LA
T AR #8ITLE LI, ZOHA FTHE, FHpro—HF—Zxt LT, gAllZdH
KETY—=ATHY, FHEFHICHT 2 RENLTLITRHEICHED Z L 2EE LT
E7, TOHA FTIE, gAlOFEAICET 2 BRRT 7o —F ZHff LoD, T
HEHOMERF L, gAl TEMREINTZa v T UV OHEEHERERELZITIRETHD &
BUE L TWES, E7z, fIfl, B ZRE, B 0ROV TR, ERTRDDL
NIAEHIR AR L CTRAET RETHH L LTNET, 61T, ZTOHA RTIE, A1
MEE (IP) ZUHE LIE#ET D2 EOBEEMEICOVWTHERRENTE Y, MY 2 IREER
O, BEBROBROENEE, HEFHE TAFLEXFLMOFRE THEMAT L Z
LD EREENTWET, ZOHA RTIE, BB BHIFTORRHEIC A Z
ADEHOFMEFEFE L, HA X AZHER L TEA SN TWD Z L2/ T 5L M
CoMERZRR L CWET, fo#HFTTHR6ND X912, HA FTIE. A FiZiE
Dlianga, BT —Y—oxt LT, BHEMRAN, BHFNc X2 FHOH T, #k
WGy E T R BEME AT B S i 2 E OB B S S W B D 2 &
HIEH L COET, dAlOFIMICET ETKRAET DL 51RO, ZOTA Fid
YH RNV ORI —F =2 & > CEERE 20 3,

A RELIZHHETELES 0
https : //www.judiciary.gov.sg/docs/default=source/circulars/2024/registrar%27s_circular
no 1 2024 supreme court.pdf?sfvrsn=996ec0d1 1 (FRER < 24 8F59EHT)




Journal of Towa Institute of Intellectual Property Vol.17, No.l 83

< Singapore >

Singapore High Court Issues Generative Al Guide

Agmon Law
Founder & Director

Jonathan Agmon

The use of generative artificial intelligence (“gAI”) using large language models
(“LLMs”) has been increasing among attorneys. Attorneys use gAl to prepare briefs, research
case law and review documents. This leads to overreliance on gAl which tends to be inaccurate
because it predicts the words to generate an answer in response to the context provided in the
prompt. It is therefore difficult to assess if the answer generated is factually true. Moreover, gAl
does not tend to be up to date where it is trained on LLMs which are older. In view of the
increasing reliance on gAl, on 23 September 2024, the Singapore High Court issued its Guide on
the Use of gAl Tools by Court Users (“Guide”). The Guide warns court users that gAl is just a
tool and the ultimate responsibility for any submission remains with the filer. The Guide keeps a
natural approach to the use of gAl but specifies that Court filers should perform fact check and
proof reading of any gAl generated content. That they should verify any reference to case law,
legislation, textbooks, and article, using industry acceptable sources. The Guide further states the
importance of respecting and protecting intellectual property (IP), including the proper use of
attribution, avoiding the disclosure of confidential information and the prohibition of using
documents obtained through court proceedings in any other proceedings. The Guide reserves the
right for the Court to order a court user to identify if gAl was used and to verify that any use of
gAl was done in compliance with the Guide. As we have seen with other courts, the Guide also
notes that failure to follow the Guide may lead to sanctions against court users, including the
order of costs, the court disregarding documents filed, disciplinary action and or actions
associated with IP enforcement. As we become more and more reliant on the use of gAl, this
Guide is therefore an important signpost for court users in Singapore.

For the full Guide see here :
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