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PREFATORY PART: THE EARTHQUAKE OF ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE IN THE LEGAL 

TEMPLE 

 

Chapter 1: From the Turing Test to the Turing Judge: Justice in the Age of Algorithms 

The Turing Test, originally conceived by Alan Turing in 1950 as a criterion for machine 

intelligence, asked whether a machine could exhibit conversational behavior indistinguishable 

from that of a human. In the twenty-first century, this philosophical inquiry has mutated into a 

profound jurisprudential crisis. The legal profession, long considered the ultimate bastion of 

human reasoning, rhetoric, and ethical judgment, is now facing its own Turing Test. When an 

algorithm can draft a flawless legal brief, synthesize thousands of case precedents in seconds, 

and predict judicial outcomes with higher accuracy than seasoned practitioners, the very 

definition of legal competence is called into question. The Elrakhawi Doctrine posits that the 

integration of artificial intelligence into legal assessment is not merely a technological upgrade 

but an ontological rupture. It forces us to ask whether the essence of justice resides in the 

mechanical application of rules, which machines can perform, or in the human capacity for 

empathy, moral reasoning, and contextual interpretation, which algorithms inherently lack. This 

chapter establishes the theoretical framework for understanding the collision between 

algorithmic efficiency and the humanistic foundations of the law. 

 

Chapter 2: The Italian Ministry of Justice Declaration 2024 

The theoretical collision between human jurisprudence and artificial intelligence materialized 

into a concrete administrative reality with the Italian Ministry of Justice Declaration of 2024. In 

an unprecedented move to address the backlog of the Italian judicial system and streamline the 

assessment of thousands of candidates for the bar examination, the Ministry authorized the 

deployment of large language models to assist in the grading of written legal essays. This 

declaration marked a watershed moment in the history of legal education and professional 

licensing. It represented the first time a major Western jurisdiction explicitly delegated a core 

evaluative function of professional competence to an algorithmic system. The Elrakhawi 

Doctrine analyzes this declaration not as a mere administrative convenience, but as a profound 

shift in the epistemology of legal validation. By outsourcing the assessment of legal reasoning to 

a machine, the state implicitly redefined legal competence from a deeply human cognitive and 

ethical process to a quantifiable output of pattern recognition and syntactic generation. 

 

Chapter 3: The Concept of Professional Competence: Information or Conscience 
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The deployment of artificial intelligence in legal examinations forces a fundamental re-evaluation 

of what constitutes professional competence. Historically, the legal profession has been built 

upon the premise that a lawyer is not merely a repository of legal information, but a fiduciary 

bound by a conscience, an ethical compass, and a duty to justice. The Elrakhawi Doctrine 

argues that the reliance on algorithmic grading reflects a dangerous reductionism. It conflates 

the possession of legal information with the exercise of legal judgment. Drawing upon the 

philosophy of Emmanuel Levinas, true ethical responsibility arises from the face-to-face 

encounter with the Other, a phenomenological reality that algorithms are fundamentally 

incapable of experiencing. An algorithm can memorize the entire corpus of civil law, but it 

cannot possess the moral courage to challenge an unjust law or the empathy to understand 

human suffering. Furthermore, as Shoshana Zuboff warns in her theory of surveillance 

capitalism, the digitization of this assessment process transforms the intimate cognitive and 

behavioral data of candidates into a raw material for extraction and commodification, 

undermining the autonomy and privacy essential to a free legal profession. 

 

PART ONE: THE EDUCATIONAL CRISIS IN THE AGE OF AI 

 

Chapter 4: The Obsolescence of Traditional Legal Education 

The traditional Master of Laws degree, with its rigid curricula, expensive tuition, and reliance on 

the Socratic method, is facing an existential threat from the rapid ascent of LegalTech. The 

Elrakhawi Doctrine observes that the legal knowledge required for modern practice is evolving 

at a pace that traditional academia cannot match. The integration of artificial intelligence, 

blockchain, and data analytics into legal practice requires a new set of skills that are rarely 

taught in conventional law schools. This chapter examines the structural obsolescence of the 

traditional legal academy and the rise of a new educational paradigm that prioritizes 

technological fluency and practical application over abstract doctrinal analysis. 

 

Chapter 5: LegalTech Platforms Versus Traditional Academia: A Case Study 

To illustrate the shift in legal education, this chapter presents a comparative case study between 

a prestigious traditional European university and a leading digital LegalTech platform. The 

analysis reveals a stark contrast in pedagogical approaches, curriculum design, and graduate 

outcomes. While the traditional university continues to focus on historical jurisprudence, the 

digital platform offers intensive, project-based learning in legal coding, automated document 

review, and predictive litigation analytics. The Elrakhawi Doctrine demonstrates that graduates 

of the digital platform are often better equipped to navigate the complexities of the modern legal 

market. However, the chapter also highlights the limitations of the digital platform, particularly its 

lack of emphasis on the ethical and humanistic dimensions of the law. 

 

Chapter 6: The Accreditation Monopoly and the Need for Reform 

The proliferation of unconventional legal education programs raises critical questions about 

accreditation. Traditional bar associations and legal regulatory bodies have long maintained a 

monopoly over the certification of legal competence, relying on standardized examinations and 

accredited degree programs. The Elrakhawi Doctrine critiques this monopolistic approach, 

arguing that it stifles innovation and fails to account for the diverse skill sets required in the 

2 / 7



modern legal market. The chapter explores the concept of the Certificate of Practice, a new 

form of credentialing that focuses on demonstrated competence in specific technological and 

practical domains rather than the completion of a traditional academic program. 

 

Chapter 7: Micro-Credentials and Lifelong Learning in Digital Justice 

The future of legal education lies in the decentralization and modularization of learning. The 

Elrakhawi Doctrine envisions a landscape where traditional degrees are supplemented by 

micro-credentials. These short, focused certifications validate specific skills, such as proficiency 

in a particular legal software, expertise in data privacy regulations, or competence in algorithmic 

auditing. Micro-credentials offer a flexible and cost-effective way for legal professionals to 

continuously update their skills. This chapter outlines a comprehensive framework for the 

integration of micro-credentials into the legal profession, proposing a system of lifelong learning 

that is responsive to the demands of justice in the age of artificial intelligence. 

 

PART TWO: THE TURING TEST IN ITALY 

 

Chapter 8: Anatomy of the Italian Bar Examination Esame di Avvocato 

The Italian bar examination, the Esame di Avvocato, is one of the most rigorous professional 

licensing exams in the world. It consists of written essays that require candidates to solve 

complex legal cases, demonstrating not only their knowledge of the law but also their ability to 

reason, argue, and apply legal principles to novel situations. The Elrakhawi Doctrine provides a 

detailed anatomical analysis of the exam, highlighting its historical roots and its role in shaping 

the Italian legal profession. The chapter argues that the exam is designed to test the human 

capacity for legal judgment, a capacity that is inherently resistant to algorithmic replication. 

 

Chapter 9: The Algorithmic Grader and the Correction of 10,000 Papers 

Faced with a massive backlog, the Italian Ministry of Justice deployed a large language model 

to assist in the correction of over 10,000 written essays. The Elrakhawi Doctrine examines the 

technical architecture of this algorithmic grader. It distinguishes between general-purpose 

models like GPT-4, bidirectional models like BERT, and domain-specific models like 

LegalBERT. While LegalBERT is trained on legal corpora, it relies on the Transformer 

architecture and its self-attention mechanism, which calculates the statistical weight of word 

relationships without genuine semantic comprehension. Consequently, the algorithm struggled 

with nuanced and creative aspects of legal argumentation, favoring conventional, formulaic 

responses. A cost-benefit analysis reveals that while the algorithm saved immediate 

administrative costs, the long-term costs of regrading, legal challenges, and the degradation of 

professional standards far outweigh the initial efficiency gains. 

 

Chapter 10: The Scandal of Algorithmic Bias 

The deployment of the algorithmic grader quickly descended into a scandal when it was 

revealed that the system exhibited significant biases. The Elrakhawi Doctrine provides a 

forensic analysis of this bias, drawing upon Cathy O'Neil's concept of Weapons of Math 

Destruction, which illustrates how opaque algorithms encode and amplify systemic inequalities. 

The training data, predominantly composed of essays written by candidates from specific socio-
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economic backgrounds, led to the systematic disadvantage of marginalized candidates. This 

mirrors the foundational jurisprudence of State v. Loomis, 881 N.W.2d 749 (Wis. 2016), where 

the use of the COMPAS algorithm in sentencing was heavily criticized for its opaque, proprietary 

nature and its potential to exacerbate racial disparities. The chapter exposes the profound 

injustice of algorithmic bias in high-stakes professional licensing. 

 

Chapter 11: The Administrative Court Annulment and the SyRI Precedent 

The scandal culminated in a landmark administrative ruling in 2024, which annulled the results 

of the bar examination for the affected candidates. The court's reasoning was directly anchored 

in the precedent set by the Hague District Court in the SyRI System Risk Identification case 

(ECLI:NL:RBDHA:2020:187, 2020). In SyRI, the court ruled that the use of opaque algorithmic 

risk profiling by the government violates fundamental human rights, specifically the right to 

respect for private life, due to the lack of transparency and the impossibility of effective judicial 

review. Applying this logic, the administrative court established that delegating the ultimate 

authority to evaluate human competence to a black-box algorithm violates the principles of 

transparency, impartiality, and the right to a reasoned decision, setting a crucial precedent for 

the regulation of artificial intelligence in public administration. 

 

PART THREE: JUDGES AND NOTARIES 

 

Chapter 12: Concorso Magistratura and Artificial Intelligence 

The Concorso Magistratura, the highly competitive examination for entry into the Italian 

judiciary, is another domain where the specter of artificial intelligence looms large. The 

Elrakhawi Doctrine examines proposals to integrate artificial intelligence into the selection of 

judges. Proponents argue that algorithmic tools can help identify candidates with the necessary 

analytical skills. However, the doctrine warns against the reduction of judicial competence to 

quantifiable metrics. A judge is a guardian of justice and a protector of fundamental rights. The 

integration of artificial intelligence into the selection of judges risks prioritizing technical 

proficiency over the moral character, empathy, and wisdom necessary to navigate the 

complexities of human disputes. 

 

Chapter 13: The Notarial Exam Notariato and Digital Fraud 

The notarial profession is currently facing a new and insidious threat: digital fraud facilitated by 

artificial intelligence. The Elrakhawi Doctrine explores the emergence of deepfake technologies, 

synthetic identities, and automated document forgery. The chapter examines the vulnerabilities 

of the current notarial examination and practice, which still relies heavily on traditional methods 

of identity verification. The doctrine argues that the notarial profession must urgently adapt by 

integrating advanced technological tools, such as biometric verification, blockchain-based 

document tracking, and artificial intelligence-driven fraud detection systems, into both the 

examination process and daily practice. 

 

Chapter 14: The Black Box Problem and the Explanation of Decisions 

The integration of artificial intelligence into the legal profession raises the fundamental problem 

of the black box, a concept rigorously analyzed by Frank Pasquale in The Black Box Society. 
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The black box problem refers to the opacity of algorithmic decision-making processes, where 

the internal logic is inaccessible to human users. In the legal context, this opacity is 

unacceptable. Furthermore, large language models are prone to the hallucination problem, 

wherein they confidently generate plausible but entirely fabricated legal citations and 

precedents. If a candidate fails a bar exam based on an algorithmic assessment tainted by 

hallucination or opaque logic, they are denied the right to a reasoned decision. This chapter 

argues that the deployment of black box artificial intelligence in the legal system violates 

fundamental principles of due process and the rule of law. 

 

PART FOUR: THE ELRAKHAWI DOCTRINE IN DIGITAL JUSTICE 

 

Chapter 15: The New Wall of Loopholes in Legal Examinations 

The integration of artificial intelligence into legal examinations has created a new wall of 

loopholes, a complex architecture of technical, legal, and ethical vulnerabilities. The Elrakhawi 

Doctrine systematically dissects these loopholes, from algorithmic bias to black box opacity. 

Beyond the technical flaws, the political economy of legal artificial intelligence reveals a 

troubling dynamic: cash-strapped judicial systems and educational institutions become 

dependent on proprietary technology monopolies. These corporations profit immensely from the 

data extraction and the licensing of their grading systems, creating a perverse incentive 

structure where the efficiency of the vendor is prioritized over the fairness of the assessment. 

The doctrine calls for a comprehensive re-evaluation of the role of artificial intelligence, 

advocating for a framework that prioritizes human oversight and ethical accountability. 

 

Chapter 16: The Principle of Human-in-the-Loop 

To address the vulnerabilities created by the integration of artificial intelligence, the Elrakhawi 

Doctrine proposes the strict application of the principle of Human-in-the-Loop. This principle 

mandates that any algorithmic system used in legal assessment must be subject to meaningful 

human oversight and intervention. The human operator must not merely rubber-stamp the 

algorithmic output, but must actively engage with the system, understand its limitations, and 

possess the authority to override its decisions. The chapter outlines the technical and 

procedural requirements for implementing this principle, arguing that it is the only way to ensure 

that the legal system remains accountable and grounded in human values. 

 

Chapter 17: The Elrakhawi Proposal: The Dual Competence Certificate 

The Elrakhawi Doctrine concludes its analysis with a comprehensive proposal for reform: the 

Dual Competence Certificate. This new credentialing framework recognizes that the modern 

legal professional must possess both traditional legal knowledge and advanced technological 

fluency. The Dual Competence Certificate requires candidates to demonstrate proficiency in 

both doctrinal law and legal technology, including algorithmic auditing, data privacy, and digital 

dispute resolution. The chapter outlines the structure, assessment methods, and accreditation 

process for this certificate, arguing that it provides a holistic and forward-looking approach to 

professional licensing. 
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Chapter 18: Conclusion: The Turing Judge vs. the Last Fortress of Humanity: A Choice for the 

Future of Justice 

The book concludes with a profound reflection on the future of the legal profession. The 

Elrakhawi Doctrine poses the ultimate question: will the legal profession succumb to the allure 

of algorithmic efficiency and produce the Turing Judge, a machine that can perfectly replicate 

the outward behavior of a human jurist but lacks the inner life of moral reasoning? Or will the 

profession resist this reductionist trend and defend the last fortress of humanity, preserving the 

irreducible human elements of justice, mercy, and ethical judgment? The doctrine argues that 

the choice we make in how we integrate artificial intelligence into legal education will determine 

the future of the law itself. It calls upon legal professionals to embrace technological 

advancements while fiercely guarding the humanistic soul of the legal profession. 

 

APPENDICES 

 

Appendix A: Text of the Italian Ministry of Justice Declaration 2024 

This appendix provides the full, annotated text of the Italian Ministry of Justice Declaration of 

2024, which authorized the use of artificial intelligence in the assessment of the bar 

examination. The text includes the administrative rationale, the technical specifications of the 

algorithmic system, and the legal framework governing its deployment. 

 

Appendix B: Global Comparison of Bar Examinations 

This appendix presents a comprehensive comparative analysis of bar examinations and 

professional licensing processes across major jurisdictions, including the United States, the 

United Kingdom, Germany, France, and Japan. The analysis highlights the varying approaches 

to integrating technology and artificial intelligence into legal assessment, providing a global 

context for the Italian experience. 

 

Appendix C: Code of Ethics for the Use of AI in the Evaluation of Legal Professionals 

This appendix introduces the Elrakhawi Code of Ethics for the Use of AI in the Evaluation of 

Legal Professionals. The code establishes a set of binding principles and guidelines for the 

development, deployment, and oversight of artificial intelligence systems in legal education. It 

covers issues such as transparency, fairness, accountability, data privacy, and the preservation 

of human oversight. 

 

Appendix D: Mathematical Formalization of the Elrakhawi Indices 

 

Appendix D1: The Algorithmic Bias Index in Legal Assessment (ABILA) 

ABILA = Sum from k=1 to n of [ W_k * | (S_predicted_k - S_actual_k) / S_actual_k | ] 

Where W_k is the demographic weight of group k, S_predicted_k is the algorithmically predicted 

score, and S_actual_k is the actual score determined by human evaluators. A higher ABILA 

value indicates greater algorithmic bias against specific demographic groups. 

 

Appendix D2: The Legal Reductionism Coefficient (LRC) 

LRC = ( C_syntactic / C_substantive ) - 1 
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Where C_syntactic is the weight given to syntactic and structural features in algorithmic 

evaluation, and C_substantive is the weight given to substantive legal reasoning and ethical 

judgment. A value greater than zero indicates that the algorithm prioritizes form over substance. 

 

Appendix D3: The Dual Competence Metric (DCM) 

DCM = Square root of ( C_legal * C_technological ) 

Where C_legal is the score in traditional legal knowledge, and C_technological is the score in 

legal technology proficiency. This geometric mean ensures that competence in both domains is 

required, preventing specialization in one at the expense of the other. 
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