
 

 

𝗜𝗣 𝗜𝗧𝗲𝗮𝘀𝗲𝗿𝘀 𝟬𝟲𝟲: 

 

𝗖𝗵𝗮𝘁𝗚𝗣𝗧 𝗰𝗿𝗲𝗮𝘁𝗲𝘀 𝗰𝗮𝘀𝗲-𝗹𝗮𝘄 

 

Can’t find that killer authority? Don’t worry, let ChatGPT make one up for you. Fantasy? No. 

Steven A. Schwartz, an experienced New York lawyer, used ChatGPT to conduct some legal 

research, which resulted in non-existence cases being relied upon by him in his written 

submissions to the court. As US District Judge P. Kevin Castel noted in his Order to Show 

Cause “𝑆𝑖𝑥 𝑜𝑓 𝑡ℎ𝑒 𝑠𝑢𝑏𝑚𝑖𝑡𝑡𝑒𝑑 𝑐𝑎𝑠𝑒𝑠 𝑎𝑝𝑝𝑒𝑎𝑟 𝑡𝑜 𝑏𝑒 𝑏𝑜𝑔𝑢𝑠 𝑗𝑢𝑑𝑖𝑐𝑖𝑎𝑙 𝑑𝑒𝑐𝑖𝑠𝑖𝑜𝑛𝑠 𝑤𝑖𝑡ℎ 𝑏𝑜𝑔𝑢𝑠 

𝑞𝑢𝑜𝑡𝑒𝑠 𝑎𝑛𝑑 𝑏𝑜𝑔𝑢𝑠 𝑖𝑛𝑡𝑒𝑟𝑛𝑎𝑙 𝑐𝑖𝑡𝑎𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛𝑠” (𝑅𝑜𝑏𝑒𝑟𝑡𝑜 𝑀𝑎𝑡𝑎 𝑣 𝐴𝑣𝑖𝑎𝑛𝑐𝑎, 𝐼𝑛𝑐. 22-cv-1461 (PKC), 

US District Court, Southern District of New York, 4 May 2023). As the decision continued 

“𝐿𝑒𝑡 𝑃𝑒𝑡𝑒𝑟 𝐿𝑜𝐷𝑢𝑐𝑎, 𝑐𝑜𝑢𝑛𝑠𝑒𝑙 𝑓𝑜𝑟 𝑝𝑙𝑎𝑖𝑛𝑡𝑖𝑓𝑓, 𝑠ℎ𝑜𝑤 𝑐𝑎𝑢𝑠𝑒 𝑖𝑛 𝑝𝑒𝑟𝑠𝑜𝑛 𝑎𝑡 12 𝑛𝑜𝑜𝑛 𝑜𝑛 𝐽𝑢𝑛𝑒 8, 

2023 𝑖𝑛 𝐶𝑜𝑢𝑟𝑡𝑟𝑜𝑜𝑚 11𝐷, 500 𝑃𝑒𝑎𝑟𝑙 𝑆𝑡𝑟𝑒𝑒𝑡, 𝑁𝑒𝑤 𝑌𝑜𝑟𝑘, 𝑁𝑌, 𝑤ℎ𝑦 ℎ𝑒 𝑜𝑢𝑔ℎ𝑡 𝑛𝑜𝑡 𝑏𝑒 

𝑠𝑎𝑛𝑐𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛𝑒𝑑 𝑝𝑢𝑟𝑠𝑢𝑎𝑛𝑡 𝑡𝑜: … , 𝑓𝑜𝑟 (𝐴) 𝑐𝑖𝑡𝑖𝑛𝑔 𝑛𝑜𝑛-𝑒𝑥𝑖𝑠𝑡𝑒𝑛𝑡 𝑐𝑎𝑠𝑒𝑠 𝑡𝑜 𝑡ℎ𝑒 𝐶𝑜𝑢𝑟𝑡 𝑖𝑛 ℎ𝑖𝑠 

𝐴𝑓𝑓𝑖𝑟𝑚𝑎𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛 𝑖𝑛 𝑂𝑝𝑝𝑜𝑠𝑖𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛 … , 𝑎𝑛𝑑 (𝐵) 𝑠𝑢𝑏𝑚𝑖𝑡𝑡𝑖𝑛𝑔 𝑡𝑜 𝑡ℎ𝑒 𝐶𝑜𝑢𝑟𝑡 𝑎𝑛𝑛𝑒𝑥𝑒𝑑 𝑡𝑜 ℎ𝑖𝑠 

𝐴𝑓𝑓𝑖𝑑𝑎𝑣𝑖𝑡 𝑓𝑖𝑙𝑒𝑑 𝐴𝑝𝑟𝑖𝑙 25, 2023 𝑐𝑜𝑝𝑖𝑒𝑠 𝑜𝑓 𝑛𝑜𝑛-𝑒𝑥𝑖𝑠𝑡𝑒𝑛𝑡 𝑗𝑢𝑑𝑖𝑐𝑖𝑎𝑙 𝑜𝑝𝑖𝑛𝑖𝑜𝑛𝑠 ….”  While 

interesting from a professional conduct aspect, this case is also very interesting from an IP 

stance. Not only did ChatGPT apparently create fictional case names and citations, but it also 

created fictional quotes to support the proposition being advanced by counsel. Interesting 

copyright and moral rights questions arise, such as were the quotes original (and if so, who is 

the author), or if copied are there any defences such as fair use, or has there been any false 

attribution or no proper attribution as to authorship at all, or is there any distortion that 

amounts to derogatory treatment? Stay tuned! 


