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This paper asks how Al writing assistants can assist federal In future work, | will explore tradeoffs in rule writing by con-
rule writers. Draft rules must ground authority in statute, re- initiate action ducting a walkthrough and audit of a federal government-

flect current science, and persuade diverse audiences. Draft- @ procured, open-source policy plattorm GAMECHANGER.
ing such rules demands what Frank Pasquale calls meta- *E*'*ﬂ*ﬁ*@*ﬂ*f*’*“ The tool, suggested for use Iin policy drafting, draws on a

expertise: the ability to arbitrate among competing expert lomaking EE::zf' !3:;32 E?E?L:ih E*Eiﬁt Ffr:rf::*ﬂ 537:: :’%;EF‘“ f'fggﬁt il BERT-based model for open-ended question-asking [2]. By
domains [10], in this case, between legal precision, scien- -l o S— 00 o investigating their implementation, | aim to surface opportu-
fific accuracy, and persuasiveness. | argue that designing for _' nities for improving Al writing assistants in policy settings.
this meta-expertise is key to building systems that support e

rule writers’ expert judgment. Source: GAO. | GAO-20413T Q= Rosworse

Th|S paper S\/ﬂtheSiZGS HCl SChOlarShip on |€ga|, SCienﬁﬁC, Figure 1. The figure shows the three stages of rulemaking: initiating a rulemaking, drafting the rule, and revising the rule
. o) e . . . . . based on public input. HCI scholarship to date has focused on the final step, specifically processing public comments.

and persuasive writing assistance, drawing on its insights to

outline the task of rule writing. | argue that rule writing’s

pblended tasks come with tradeoffs that have consequences Balancing legal precision, scientific validity, and persuasive
for model accuracy and user trust in Al systems. clarity affects both user-interface and recommendation de-
ClSlO Nns. Figure 2. The user interface of the GAMECHANGER platform.

Rule Drafting as a Site of HAI Study

popular site of study is the public comment period in rule- vvndnlg in la(ejrsuaswetvvmngﬁ : wel SO mggw Al should surface sources, balance recommendations across

making, with scholarship for detecting fake comments [12], MOCEL Legal QOCUMENTS arc OTLEN UnCical 1O Tedders. domains, and signal their relevance. By attending to this

machine-assisted comment sorting [11], and measuring pub- when should the tool preference rule clarity over desien space [5], | aim to develop Al systems that
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ic input’s influence [1]. Legal literature tends to be opti- precision in Iangugge. Smphfymg SVhtaX Can IMmprove meaningfully support expert judgment.

mistic about tech’s role in rulemaking [7], but rarely tests ac- readabllity but strip necessary scientific or technical Reforences

tual tools or designs empirically [4]. We know little about jargon.

Nnow rule writers collaborate, share drafts, or manage revi- : . _
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