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Stroble v. California, 343 U.S. 181 (1952)
Chandler v. Fretag, 348 U.S. 3 (1754)
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Hamilton v. Alabama, 368 U.S. 52 (1962)
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Carnley v. Cochran, U.S. (1962)
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Lawlor’'s Method for the Analysis and Prediction
of Judicial Decisions by Means of Computers

Hiroyuki Nose

(Postgraduate Student)
Law School
Hokkaido Universty

In the present paper we discuss mainly Reed C. Lawlor’s
method for the analysis and prediction of judicial decisions by
means of Computers and its application to the United States
Supreme Court decisions in right—to—counsel cases.

The main purpose of this presentation is to introduce Lawlor’s
investigations to our Japanese legal community in order to
make it possible for us to have his pioneering works available,
and to test the applicability of his method to a variety of fields
of law, especially of Japanese law.

We believe that in Japan there is a genuine interest in dev-
elopments in the application of Computer technology and modern
logic to the law, and that this interest is more than merely ac-
ademic.

This presentation, designed for the Japanese reader, first outlines
the current status of studies in the prediction of judicial decis-
ions by means of Computers in the U.S.A., and then partic-
ularizes on Lawlor’s method and his experiments; finally the
development and application of the method are considered.

It is the present writer’s hope that this work will meet the
interest in the application of Computer technology and modern
logic to the law in Japan.

J6#:15(3-131) 589 4 Summary



