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(1) ROXEZBAFEBICHRLAZ W,

There are always two types of cases pouring into criminal courts,
The first set of cases, epitomized by homicides, are cases that the
system has little choice but to forcefully address. A Pérson is accused
f)f a serious crime. The public demands justice. Rather than leaving
justice to informal resolution among civilians, government officials
funnel widespread concern and outrage into a formal judicial process
for determining guilt and imposing punishinent. That process is fairly
characterized as “the criminal justice system.”

The second set of cases, epitomized by drug offenses, is different.
In this catggory pf cases, the government makes a policy decision to
discourage certain behavior through the criminal law. If the behavior
continues undeterred, that policy decision generates a new flow of
cases into the courts. ‘The number of those cases and the intensity of
enforcement depend on additional policy choices, not merely the
prevalence of the underlying crimes. And while these cases go through
the same adjudicative process as homicides, prosecution and punish-
ment is about enforcing the law, not justice. This process can fairly be
described as “the criminal legal system.”

KXWEB #B#(CBRL. UTOEBSDEMEEBLLUTHENDFET,  Cambrid
i i i - i 15 by Cambridge
From Mass Incarceration Nation. Jeffrey Bellin. pp.24 25._ Cc_)pyrlght © _20
University Press and Assessment. Reproduced with permission of the Licensor through PLSClear

(2) ROXE% HAFRCR L X v,

The trigger based on which the discussion on the attribution of legal personality to Al
emerged is that the powers that have been conferred to Al allow it to act autonomously or
distantly from any human control. This situation raised concerns regarding the adequacy
and application of current liability rules but those concerns have been extended to also
capture future hypothetical cases in which Al would act and exist fully autonomously, which
would then challenge almost every sphere of law.:**-*“There are already a few studies
dealing with the rationale of attributing legal personhood to Al that distinguish between: (i)
treating Al similarly to corporations or legal entities, namely as artificial entities capable of
owning assets and transacting in their own name; and (ii) treating Al as persons, similarly
 to natural persons or individuals, in the futuristic scenario in which Al can indeed exist fully -

autonomously without principals or legal owners and act in its own name.
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