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LAWYERS BEHAVING BADLY IN THE AGE OF AI

10) Fivehouse v. U.S. Department of Defense (E.D.N.C. 2026)

AUSA Rudy Renfer files response to Plaintiff’s motion, in which he 
includes numerous fabricated quotations & misstatements of case 
holdings. Court points this out, and Renfer asks to file a “finalized” 
version. He does, and it still contains fabricated quotations. Judge 
Robert Numbers sets show cause hearing, at which he showcases 
Renfer’s AI errors in a slide deck. Judge sets a hearing to show cause 
why entire U.S. Attorney’s office shouldn’t be held responsible. Renfer 
announces that he is resigning, only to find out that he’s already fired.



9) Cartagena v. Dixon et al. (S.D.N.Y. Mar. 10, 2026)

 N.Y. federal court directs attorney Blackburn to explain the multiple 
false citations and misrepresentations of the law in the brief he filed. 
Blackburn blames his use of Lexis+AI. LexisNexis provides a letter to 
court showing Blackburn never had a subscription. Court notes that 
this isn’t Blackburn’s first rodeo, having been previously sanctioned 
by a federal judge in Pennsylvania and a N.Y. state court for AI 
hallucinated cases.

 Result: a public admonition, since “warnings and sanctions by the 
courts, as well as CLE courses, did not have an appreciable impact on 
Blackburn.”



8) Flycatcher Corp. Ltd. v. Affable Avenue LLC et al. (S.D.N.Y. Feb. 5, 
2026)

 Federal judge enters default judgment against client of attorney 
Steven Feldman after Feldman’s repeated instances of citing AI-
hallucinated fake cases in his filings. At one point, Feldman even filed 
an apology notable for its “florid prose” and “obscure historical 
references” that the court concluded was written using AI. At show 
cause hearing, court decried Feldman’s “approach to legal research 
that was redolent of Rube Goldberg,” and said he “has not, and 
apparently cannot, learn from his mistakes.”



7) In re Eric Chibueze Nwaubani (4th Cir. Mar. 11, 2026)

 Fourth Circuit publicly admonishes attorney for repeatedly citing 
nonexistent cases in his opening and reply briefs of employment 
discrimination appeal. Nwaubani denied misusing AI but provided no 
explanation for the repeated fabrications. Noting that “there is no 
shortcut around the rules,” and that Nwaubani’s lack of candor and 
failure to review his briefs “impede(s) the administration of justice,” 
the Court of Appeals publicly admonished him.



6) Whiting v. City of Athens, Tennessee (6th Cir. Mar. 13, 2026)

 Sixth Circuit sanctions Plaintiff’s lawyers Van Irion and Russ Egli for 
repeated citations of fake cases and their failure to respond to show 
cause orders – except to frivolously claim that the show cause orders 
were “void,” “motivated by harassment,” and “reflected illegal ex 
parte communications.” Noting that the lawyers’ conduct “have 
brought the profession into disrepute,” and “sullied the reputation of 
the bar,” Court orders Irion and Egli to each pay a sanction of 
$15,000, plus reimburse appellees’ attorneys fees and double their 
court costs. Court also refers them for further disciplinary action.



5) Fletcher v. Experian Information Solutions, Inc. (5th Cir. Feb. 18, 
2026)

 Fifth Circuit sanctions attorney Heather Hersch $2,500 for filing brief 
“riddled with fabricated quotations and assertions” in FCRA case and 
admonishes her for her lack of candor and “conduct unbecoming a 
member of the bar.” Court calls attorney misuse of AI, despite 
numerous news stories, CLE presentations, scholarly articles, and 
judicial entreaties “a problem that is getting worse – not better.”



4) Some law firms just don’t learn.

➢ In Huynh v. Redis Labs (California state court), Gordon Rees faces 
sanctions for again submitting a brief with AI hallucinations.

➢ This follows the firm being sanctioned in August 2025 in Jackson 
Hospital & Clinic, Inc. bankruptcy case for “pervasive, inaccurate, 
misleading, and fabricated citations” that resulted in having to pay 
opposing counsel’s fee and an assurance by the firm that it had 
revised its AI policies.

➢ It also followed a December 2025 reprimand in federal court in 
Villalobos-Gutierrez v. Pol, in which the same Gordon Rees partner 
was directed not to file any documents with AI hallucinations.



3) Noland v. Land of the Free (Cal. App. Sept. 2025)

➢ California appellate court sanctions attorney Amir Mostafavi 
$10,000 for filing brief in employment case that contained 
twenty-one AI-fabricated case citations (out of twenty-three 
cases).

➢ February 2026, California State Bar Court recommends an agreed 
one-year suspension of Mostafavi after finding he “recklessly and 
with gross negligence failed to perform legal services with 
competence.” 



2) Clark Pear LLC v. MVP Realty Associates LLC (M.D. Fla. 2025)

Florida Attorney suspended from federal court practice for one year 
following a finding that he repeatedly filed pleadings with fabricated 
citations (twenty-six fake ones over four filings) and prohibited him 
from taking on new cases. 



1)ByoPlanet International, LLC v. Johansson & Gilstrap (S.D. Fla. Aug. 
2025)

➢ Court imposes the largest sanction yet – nearly $86,000 – for repeated, 
systemic, and bad faith misuse of AI, despite multiple warnings, motions 
to dismiss, and explicit notice that citations were false.

➢ Court called it “repeated, abusive, bad-faith conduct that cannot be 
recognized as legitimate legal practice and must be deterred.”











AI and the Legal Profession: 
Practice and Ethics







ABA Model Rule 1.1 and Comment 8.

Rule 1.1.: A lawyer shall provide 
competent representation to a client. 
Competent representation requires the 
legal knowledge, skill, thoroughness and 
preparation reasonably necessary for the 
representation.

Comment 8 to Rule 1.1: To maintain the 
requisite knowledge and skill, a lawyer 
should keep abreast of changes in the 
law and its practice, including the 
benefits and risks associated with 
relevant technology, engage in continuing 
study and education and comply with all 
continuing legal education requirements 
to which the lawyer is subject.

































Recent 
Conflicting 

Judicial 
Rulings on AI 
and Chatbots

U.S. v. Heppner (SDNY – Rakoff);  Warner v. Gilbarco (E.D. Mich., Mag. Patti)

• Different Outcomes:

• Heppner – Information shared by client with chatbot and then communicated by 
client to lawyer not protected by the attorney-client privilege.

• Warner – Pro Se litigant’s communications with chatbot warranted work product 
protection.

• Key Differences:

• Status of the Litigant: 

• In Heppner, the defendant had a lawyer but acted independently, which defeated 
his work product claim because the AI use did not reflect his lawyer's mental 
processes

• In Warner, the plaintiff was representing herself, meaning her own mental 
processes and AI prompts qualified for work product protection

.

• View of AI Platforms: 

• Heppner: court viewed the AI platform as a third party whose data policies destroy 
confidentiality

• Warner: court explicitly defined AI programs as mere "tools," the use of which does 
not constitute a disclosure to an adversary that would waive work product 
protections
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