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Robot Judges: How Many Possibilities and Impossibilities Are There
SHENG Xuequn ZOU Yue
( Southwest University of Political Science and Law Chongqing 401120 China)

Abstract: Intelligent robots can do a lot of things in the judicial field which will bring important changes
to judicial practice such as relationship restructure team reorganization and process reconstruction. Mean—
while it also brings severe challenges to legal concepts legal systems and legal culture. We can use “robot
judges” to improve the efficiency of trial but we can’t always save manpower and material resources at least
until the establishment of a unified and perfect rule of law big data system. We should actively use intelligent
robots to establish a modern rule of law system improving the ability of the rule of law and be vigilant against
the new judicial injustice which is too dependent on cold data and machine intelligence. We should cultivate a
large number of new judges who are good at using Al and also sticking to the human nature humanity and the
spirit of the rule of law when we introduce “robot judges”. At least in a long period of time technology and
algorithms are difficult to find a proper combination of logical rationality and practical rationality. The emotions
needed for a fair trial cannot enter the robot’ s decision-making system in a timely and accurate manner. The
rational use of the discretionary power is the wisdom difficult for the robot to obtain. The legal personnel with
rich experience of practice humanity and spirit of rule of law can explain and apply law provisions more accu—
rately than machines loaded with procedures and big data. The final verdict of the human lawsuit cannot be giv—
en to an intelligent robot.
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