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QuestionS:

1 ) Do judges in your country utilize artificial intelligence technology

("AI"),andhowso？

We do not utilize generative AI.

a) If not, have judges in your country considered utilizing AI, and, if so,

in whatways？

We have not given detailed consideration to utilizing generative AI by judges.

b)IstheuseofAIinlegalproceedingsregulated？

There is no rule that directly regulates the utiliZation of generative AI.

c)DoestheuseofAIimpactthehandlingofevidence？

Regardless ofwhether or not evidence submitted to the court has been prePared

using generative AI, judges are supposed to examme evidence closely and

evaluate it appropriaflyh

2〕 WhataretheprosandconsofhavingjudgesutilizeAI？

a)WhatarethepossibleeffectsofAIontheadministrationofjustice？

The appropriate Utilization of AI may have a positive impact on the



rationalization and streamlining of administration ofjustice.

b)WhatarethepossibleeffectsofAIonjudicialindependence？

(It depends on the specific circumstances, such as howjudges would utilize AI

and what impact AI would have on their judgmem.We do not have an answer

at this momem.）

ShouldtherebelimitsontheuseofAIbyjudges,and,ifso,towhatextent？3）
ー
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Writtensubmissions-whendothevturnfromaheIptoahindrance？

In Taipei, Taiwan, we decided that in 2024, our Second Smdy Commission will fbcus on how writ-

ten subm issions in civil litigations can mrn fTom a help to a hindrance and whether there are limits

on written submissions in ourvarious jurisdictions. If so, what these limits include.

We have limited the questionnaire to six questions.and expect to 1℃ceive short but cOncise answers.

The questions are as fbllows:

1.Are there limits fbr written submissions in civil litigations in yourjurisdiction in terms of

themaximumlmgth？

! There are no lmits. By exercismg the authOrity to control litigation proceedmgs, the

presidmg judge may give instructions to parties regarding the length of written submissions,

but no penalty would be imposed even when parties do not fbllow the mstrUction.

2.Aretheretimelimitsfbrfiling wri廿ensubmissions？

The presiding judge may speci@' atme limit fbr filmg written submissions (Article l 62

ofthe Code of Civil Procedure).

3.Aretherelimitsintennsofa maximumnumberofadditio薊alsubmissionsinacase？

There are no limits. By exe1℃ismg the authority to control litigation proceedmgs, the

presidmg judge may give instructions to parties regarding the number ofwritten submissions,

but no penalty woUld be imposed even when parties do not fbllow the mstrUction.

4. Are there rules, including penalties .or cost implications, fbr breaches of these requil巴ments？

EVen when parties fail to meet the tme lmit fbr filmg written submissions, no penalty

would be imposed only because ofthis. If a Party fails to meet the time limit fbr filing written

submissions mtentionally or througn gross negligence and the court finds that this will cause

a delay in the conclusion of litigation, the Court may dismiss the allegations or evidence

described in the written submissions (Article l 57, paragraph ( 1 ) of the COde of Civil



』

Procedure). If a party causes a delay in litigation by miling to meet the tme limit fbr filing

written submissions, the court may have that parW bear all or pant of the court costs incurred

due to the delay eVen if tliat party Wms the case (Article 63 of the same Code).

5. Are these limits Or requirements effective in,tenns of reducing the number and length of

wri廿ensubmission”dthetimespentpreparingfbranddetelminingacase？

As these limits are mposed by the presidmg judge at their Own disCretion on a case-by-

case basis, we cannot provide a general answer asto whether these limits are eHective.

6.Whatistheeffectofwrittensubmissionsonanyhearingwhichsubsequentlytakesplace？

Oral argumems shall be prepared m writmg (Article l61, paraggaph (1) of the Code of

Civil Procedure). This is because, when a Party orally enters a statement abruptly on a date

fbr oral argumem, the court and the other party would find it diHicult to understand the

content of the statement, and the Other party would be unable to instantly prepare a

counterargument, in which case proceedmgs could not be conducted smoothly.

7.Commentsor suggestions as to what could otherwise prove to be effective

We have no Particular comments.
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