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Adoption of ChatGPT in Legal Sphere Sparks Debate Among Law Schools Over Its Role in Admissions
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In a rapidly evolving landscape of legal education, the integration of artificial intelligence has sparked a division among law schools, particularly in their admissions
procedures. While the adoption of ChatGPT, an Al tool, by legal professionals has become increasingly commonplace for tasks like legal research and brief writing,
its role in law school admissions has triggered a debate about its benefits and drawbacks.

The University of Michigan Law School recently made headlines by announcing its decision to prohibit the use of ChatGPT in law school applications. However, this
move contrasts with the approach taken by Arizona State University (ASU) Law School, which embraced the Al tool. ASU declared that applicants could employ
ChatGPT for crafting personal statements, similar to the essays required for undergraduate applications.

Gary Marchant, the director of ASU’s Center for Law, Science and Innovation, explained the university's stance, stating that the acceptance of ChatGPT acknowledges
the tool's increasing usage among students and professionals. Marchant stressed that allowing supervised use of the tool aligns with its real-world application in
legal practice.

See also: Why Corporate Attorneys Are Opting to Use ChatGPT In-House Instead of Paying Law Firms

Legal experts and educators have recognized the significance of incorporating Al tools like ChatGPT into legal education. Many argue that preparing future lawyers
with Al skills is essential, given the tool's growing prominence in the legal profession. However, a clear consensus has yet to be reached, with concerns about
standardized policies and a lack of comprehensive understanding about Al's various dimensions.
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While some institutions are cautious about fully endorsing the use of Al in admissions, others have adopted a middle-ground approach. Northwestern Law School, for
example, refrains from enforcing a strict rule regarding ChatGPT or other external aids during applications. Instead, the school emphasizes the importance of
accurate and truthful applicant statements.

Scott Spivey, an expert who advises numerous law schools and prospective students, suggests that many institutions will likely maintain a neutral stance in the near
term. As the Al landscape evolves rapidly, institutions may need more time to determine the most suitable policies for Al integration.

David Hawkins, Chief Education and Policy Officer at the National Association for College Admission Counseling (NACAC), suggests that institutions should align Al
policies with their mission statements and student recruitment goals. Crafting policies that resonate with an institution's values and comprehending Al's implications
are key considerations.
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Despite the varied approaches, some experts caution against over-reliance on Al tools like ChatGPT in application processes. Michigan's decision to ban ChatGPT
stems from concerns that it may result in generic and unoriginal submissions. The tool's nature of not being tailored specifically to an applicant's unique qualities
could potentially lead to subpar final application materials.

This ongoing debate surrounding ChatGPT's role in law school admissions is far from settled. Experts and university officials anticipate continued discussions and
developments in this arena. As different institutions grapple with the potential advantages and pitfalls of Al integration, it remains clear that a nuanced approach is
necessary, one that adapts to the ever-evolving landscape of Al in legal education.
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