Responses for ISO Recommendation for AI subscription services 
Claude – 4 votes for Claude - Also Claude can generate word docs (which expensive legora can’t.). And it produces great tables and color memos.  And it’s only $20 per month no contract. 
-----------------------------------------
Use Claude or Chat GPT
_________________________________
AI generated – 
We like claude, paxton for legal research etc and co counsel 
Current market landscape for legal AI tools suitable for a solo or small-firm practitioner in New York.
When evaluating these tools, you must prioritize **Data Privacy**—specifically ensuring the vendor has a "No-Training" policy (they do not use your uploads to improve their models) and provides SOC 2 Type II compliance.
### Top 5 Legal AI Recommendations for Solo/Small Firms

| Tool | Best For | Security/Privacy Note |
|---|---|---|
| **1. Paxton AI** | Research, Drafting & Analysis | Built for legal; "No-training" policy; handles U.S. case law/regs. |
| **2. Clio Duo** | Firm/Task Management | Integrated into Clio; uses firm data securely; best for administrative workflows. |
| **3. Lexis+ AI** | Research & Verification | High reliability due to Shepard’s; "Vault" feature for secure uploads. |
| **4. Spellbook** | Contract Drafting | Integrates into Microsoft Word; focused on redlining/clause analysis. |
| **5. Claude (Team/Enterprise)** | General Document Review | Requires strict "No-training" setting in console; best for "raw" analysis. |
### Detailed Analysis
#### 1. Paxton AI
 * **Benefits:** Tailored for the solo/small firm. Provides an all-in-one assistant for research, document analysis, and drafting. It accesses verified U.S. case law.
 * **Burdens:** Does not integrate with practice management software (e.g., Clio).
 * **Cost:** Subscription-based, transparent pricing compared to "enterprise-only" platforms.

#### 2. Clio Duo
 * **Benefits:** If you are already on the Clio ecosystem, this is the most seamless option. It uses your existing case data to summarize, draft, and track tasks.
 * **Burdens:** Limited to the Clio platform; not a dedicated research or complex drafting tool.
 * **Cost:** Available as an add-on to Clio subscriptions.

#### 3. Lexis+ AI
 * **Benefits:** The gold standard for citation verification. It anchors answers in the LexisNexis database, drastically reducing the risk of "hallucinations" common in standalone models.
 * **Burdens:** Premium pricing; tailored for research rather than internal document lifecycle management.
 * **Cost:** High-tier enterprise/firm pricing.

#### 4. Spellbook
 * **Benefits:** Excellent for transactional lawyers. It functions inside Microsoft Word, allowing you to draft and review contracts without leaving your editor.
 * **Burdens:** Specialized scope; won't assist with litigation strategy or deposition research.
 * **Cost:** Custom pricing based on seat count.

#### 5. Claude (Enterprise/Team)
 * **Benefits:** Offers one of the largest context windows for long document review. If you set the "Data Sharing" setting to **OFF**, it remains a high-powered, confidential tool for document analysis.
 * **Burdens:** Lacks "legal-native" verification. You must independently verify every cite.
 * **Cost:** Relatively inexpensive per-seat monthly subscription.
### Strategic Guidance for Data Security

Before uploading any client documents, you must verify the following:

 1. **"No-Training" Guarantee:** Confirm the vendor will not use your uploaded data to train their models.
 2. **Privilege Preservation:** Understand that disclosing privileged communications to third-party AI can potentially constitute a waiver of attorney-client privilege. Always strip PII (Personally Identifiable Information) where possible.
 3. **SOC 2 Compliance:** Only utilize tools that meet the **SOC 2 Type II** standard, which confirms that the vendor's security controls are audited and effective.


### Verification Card: Security/Ethical Obligations
| Authority | Status | Citation | Supported Proposition |
|---|---|---|---|
| **Duty of Confidentiality** | Verified | NYS Bar Ethics Op. 1269 | Attorney must take reasonable steps to prevent unauthorized access to client data. |
| **Data Privacy Standards** | Verified | AICPA SOC 2 | SOC 2 Type II is the benchmark for cloud-based service provider security. |
| **Privilege Waiver** | Verified | Fed. R. Evid. 502 | Disclosure of privileged info to 3rd party can waive privilege (unless specific protections apply). |
 * **Confirmation 1:** NYS Bar Ethics Opinion 1269 confirms the ethical burden of technological competence.
 * **Confirmation 2:** AICPA standards confirm SOC 2 as the industry requirement for enterprise-grade security.
 * **Confirmation 3:** Federal Rule of Evidence 502 governs the waiver of privilege, necessitating the "No-Training" protocol.

**Note:** I cannot perform legal advice regarding your specific professional liability insurance, but I strongly suggest checking with your malpractice carrier to see if they provide guidance or "approved" AI tools for their insureds.


