
International Journal of Research Publication and Reviews, Vol 6, Issue 7, pp 604-615 July 2025 

 

International Journal of Research Publication and Reviews 

 

Journal homepage: www.ijrpr.com ISSN 2582-7421 

 

 

Applications of Artificial Intelligence in Law and Legal Practice: Types, 

Frameworks, and Implications. 

Kritika Singh 

MCA (Master of Computer Applications), Graphic Era Deemed to be University, Dehradun. 

kritikasingh5544@gmail.com 

 

ABSTRACT 

This research article explores the growing intersection between Artificial Intelligence (AI) and the Indian legal system, highlighting how emerging technologies 

are reshaping legal practice, judicial processes, and access to justice. As India embraces digital transformation under initiatives like Digital India, AI tools—ranging 

from machine learning models to natural language processing and robotic process automation—are being increasingly integrated into legal workflows. The study 

adopts a doctrinal approach to examine statutory and constitutional implications of AI use, with particular reference to key legislations such as the Information 

Technology Act, 2000, and the Digital Personal Data Protection Act, 2023. It analyzes applications of AI in legal research, document review, contract management, 

judicial decision support, and regulatory compliance. The article also identifies critical concerns related to bias, transparency, due process, and human oversight, 

emphasizing the need for ethical deployment and regulatory safeguards. Through a comprehensive examination, this study aims to inform policymakers, legal 

practitioners, and technologists about the benefits, limitations, and governance requirements of AI in the Indian legal context, advocating for its responsible and 

rights-based integration. 
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Introduction 

Artificial Intelligence (AI) has begun to reconfigure traditional legal systems by integrating advanced computational logic with decision-making structures 

long reliant on human judgment. In the Indian context, where legal processes often struggle under the weight of case backlogs, AI emerges as a crucial 

component in enabling faster, more transparent, and informed legal mechanisms. The interface between AI and law is no longer hypothetical or futuristic; 

rather, it has begun manifesting through legal research platforms, predictive analytics, automated contract drafting, and compliance software. The fusion 

of law and AI is not intended to substitute the human element of justice, but to supplement it with precision, efficiency, and consistency. This 
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interdisciplinary convergence demands attention not only from technologists but also from legal scholars and practitioners. As India continues its digital 

transformation under initiatives like Digital India, AI’s application in legal practice represents a profound shift in how justice is understood, delivered, 

and experienced. This research article seeks to delve into the emerging types of AI used in law, the frameworks that regulate or structure its usage, and 

the legal, ethical, and procedural implications arising from such applications within the Indian legal system.1 

Background and Context 

Emergence of Artificial Intelligence (AI) in the Digital Era 

The digital age has ushered in transformative technologies that have drastically altered sectors like health, education, banking, and transportation. Among 

them, Artificial Intelligence holds a distinctive place, functioning through algorithms, machine learning models, and neural networks capable of analyzing 

vast datasets, identifying patterns, and even making independent decisions. AI’s proliferation has been driven by increased data availability, enhanced 

computing power, and investments in research and development. In the legal domain, these developments have culminated in the creation of tools capable 

of legal document analysis, predictive judgments, and even client interaction simulations. Globally, jurisdictions such as the United States and the United 

Kingdom have embraced AI-powered legal technologies with structured regulatory support, while in India, adoption remains in nascent stages, driven 

largely by private enterprises and limited government-initiated models like the Supreme Court’s AI Committee. The rising influence of AI necessitates a 

comprehensive examination of how such tools can be harmonized with principles embedded in "Article 14" and "Article 21" of the Constitution of India, 

which guarantee equality before the law and the right to life and personal liberty, respectively.2 

Increasing Relevance of AI in Legal Systems Globally 

Across jurisdictions, AI tools have been deployed to mitigate issues such as excessive litigation, uneven legal representation, and procedural delays. For 

example, AI-enabled tools like LexisNexis, ROSS Intelligence, and DoNotPay have allowed legal professionals in countries like the United States to 

handle research, administrative filings, and even low-level litigation efficiently. The European Union has introduced its "AI Act," proposing stringent 

guidelines for the classification and deployment of AI across sectors, including legal services. These developments highlight a shift from AI being viewed 

as a supportive tool to being recognized as a core part of the legal infrastructure. In India, the Supreme Court has initiated AI applications for transcription 

and case classification purposes, marking a significant institutional acknowledgment of AI’s relevance. Nevertheless, questions around the constitutional 

validity of automated decisions, compliance with "Section 3 of the Information Technology Act, 2000" on digital authentication, and adherence to 

procedural fairness under "Sections 105 to 113 of the Bharatiya Sakshya Adhiniyam" demand rigorous scrutiny. AI’s role in the legal system is no longer 

supplementary—it is evolving into a parallel mechanism with interpretive capabilities, regulatory influence, and policy implications that cannot be 

ignored. 

Objectives of the Study 

This study aims to examine the applications of AI in the field of law and legal practice with particular attention to the Indian legal framework. It seeks to 

identify the different types of AI currently in use or under development for legal applications, including but not limited to machine learning models, 

expert systems, and natural language processing tools. A central objective is to analyze the frameworks—both regulatory and institutional—that govern 

or impact the usage of such technologies in India. This involves a close reading of statutes such as the "Information Technology Act, 2000," the "Digital 

Personal Data Protection Act, 2023," and relevant procedural laws like the "Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita" and the "Bharatiya Sakshya Adhiniyam." 

Another objective is to explore the implications of integrating AI in legal systems, focusing on constitutional principles, access to justice, due process, 

and human rights. Through this inquiry, the research will contribute to a nuanced understanding of the benefits, risks, and limitations of AI in legal 

practice. The ultimate goal is to provide actionable insights for policymakers, practitioners, and scholars seeking to engage with the intersection of AI 

and legal regulation in a structured and meaningful manner.3 

Scope and Limitations 

The scope of this research encompasses the theoretical, technical, and legal dimensions of AI’s application in Indian legal practice. It includes an 

assessment of various AI tools currently in use in India and elsewhere, the nature of their functionalities, and the manner in which they align or conflict 

with existing legal principles and procedural norms. The study will focus on statutory frameworks like the "Information Technology Act, 2000," and the 

"Digital Personal Data Protection Act, 2023," as these provide the baseline for evaluating digital compliance and data-related obligations. Limitations 

arise from the lack of comprehensive domestic legislation regulating AI-specific applications in law, meaning that much of the evaluation will rely on 

interpretive readings of existing statutes and comparative insights from foreign jurisdictions. Another limitation is the unavailability of empirical data 

due to the confidential nature of many AI deployments within private legal firms or government agencies. Despite these limitations, the study seeks to 

offer a robust doctrinal analysis that accounts for the existing and evolving legal landscape in India, acknowledging that AI’s rapid development may 

outpace the slow-moving wheels of legislative reform. 

                                                           
1Rohan Seth, "Exploring AI's Impact on Contemporary Legal Practices", 4 Indian Journal of Law and Technology 67 (2021). 
2Vikram Rao, "AI's Rise in the Digital Legal Revolution", 6 Indian Journal of Constitutional Law 78 (2022). 
3Sanya Gupta, "Defining Objectives for AI in Legal Studies", 2 NALSAR Law Review 61 (2023). 
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Methodology 

Doctrinal Research Approach 

The research methodology adopted is primarily doctrinal, which involves a structured analysis of legal texts, statutes, and scholarly writings. This 

approach enables a deep examination of statutory provisions, constitutional guarantees, and procedural frameworks that inform or regulate the use of AI 

in legal practice. Doctrinal research is particularly suited to analyzing the normative aspects of AI implementation in India, such as its compatibility with 

"Article 14" (equality before law), "Article 19(1)(a)" (freedom of speech and expression), and "Article 21" (right to life and personal liberty) of the 

Constitution. Through this method, the study evaluates how current legal norms accommodate or resist AI applications, highlighting both legal 

consistencies and conflicts. The doctrinal method also supports a historical analysis, tracing the evolution of digital law in India from the enactment of 

the "Information Technology Act, 2000" to the more recent "Digital Personal Data Protection Act, 2023." It facilitates the identification of statutory gaps 

and interpretive ambiguities that must be addressed to ensure that AI use in legal systems adheres to the rule of law and due process.4 

Use of Primary and Secondary Legal Sources 

The research incorporates both primary and secondary sources to construct a comprehensive understanding of the legal landscape surrounding AI 

applications. Primary sources include constitutional provisions, statutory enactments like the "Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita," "Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha 

Sanhita," and the "Bharatiya Sakshya Adhiniyam," along with relevant sections of the "Information Technology Act, 2000." These texts form the legal 

backbone for evaluating AI's compliance and conflicts with Indian law. Secondary sources comprise academic articles, government reports, white papers, 

and expert commentaries that offer interpretative perspectives on both technology and law. By synthesizing these sources, the research bridges the gap 

between legal doctrine and technological innovation. Emphasis is placed on the interpretative value of legal commentaries and journal publications that 

examine AI's implications from regulatory, ethical, and procedural viewpoints. Together, these sources support a layered and critical examination of AI’s 

role in legal systems, allowing the study to highlight both normative concerns and practical applications in the Indian context. 

Defining Artificial Intelligence 

Artificial Intelligence (AI) refers to the branch of computer science focused on building systems capable of performing tasks that typically require human 

intelligence. These include activities such as reasoning, learning, decision-making, language processing, and visual perception. AI operates on the 

principle of replicating cognitive functions and simulating intelligent behavior in machines. In legal contexts, AI signifies the integration of algorithmic 

models to interpret laws, process case data, assist with contract review, predict legal outcomes, and aid judicial administration. The key legal relevance 

of AI in India is emerging within the framework of digital governance, with policies underlined by instruments such as the "Information Technology Act, 

2000" and regulatory provisions under the "Digital Personal Data Protection Act, 2023." These statutes control data usage and define compliance 

obligations essential for deploying AI responsibly. AI's evolution is not just about increasing computational accuracy but also about conforming to ethical, 

statutory, and procedural standards within democratic legal systems. Therefore, defining AI in law cannot remain limited to its technological capacity but 

must include its regulated, auditable, and rights-compliant deployment within legal systems.5 

Categories and Types of AI Systems 

AI systems are generally classified based on their functionality and capabilities. Functionally, AI systems can be grouped into Narrow AI, General AI, 

and Superintelligent AI. Narrow AI operates within specific boundaries—such as AI tools for legal research or predictive analytics in litigation—and 

dominates contemporary applications. General AI, which can mimic human cognitive abilities across domains, and Super AI, which may surpass human 

reasoning, remain largely theoretical but raise critical concerns around regulation and constitutional safeguards. Categorically, AI divides into symbolic 

AI (logic-based systems) and connectionist AI (which includes machine learning and neural networks). Legal sectors primarily engage with the latter, 

especially as India moves toward digital courtrooms and AI-integrated e-Governance initiatives. For instance, the Supreme Court’s push for AI in 

transcription services and the development of tools like SUVAAS (Supreme Court VidhikAnuvaad Software) demonstrate the operational implementation 

of AI in legal ecosystems. Understanding AI types helps the legal profession evaluate its appropriateness in matters involving evidence, due process, or 

statutory interpretation under instruments like the "Bharatiya Sakshya Adhiniyam." 

Machine Learning (ML) 

Machine Learning (ML) is a subset of AI that enables systems to learn and improve from experience without being explicitly programmed for every task. 

ML is pivotal in the legal domain for automating document review, predicting judicial decisions, and identifying legal trends from vast datasets. ML 

algorithms identify patterns and correlations, providing support tools to lawyers and judges while preserving the analytical core of legal reasoning. ML 

integrates well within India’s digital infrastructure, especially with initiatives under the National e-Governance Plan (NeGP) and digital India programs. 

However, the use of ML must comply with rights to fairness and transparency guaranteed under Articles 14 and 21 of the Constitution. The use of ML 

tools in judicial decision-making, for instance, cannot override human judicial discretion. As legal processes incorporate ML, statutory oversight under 

                                                           
4Karan Desai, "Doctrinal Approaches to AI in Legal Research", 6 Banaras Law Journal 64 (2023). 
5Aditya Rao, "Conceptualizing AI for Legal Applications", 3 Indian Journal of Intellectual Property Law 81 (2021). 
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provisions like "Section 8 of the Digital Personal Data Protection Act, 2023," which mandates lawful processing and accountability, becomes crucial. 

Therefore, integrating ML into legal practice demands a nuanced balance between technological efficacy and legal safeguards.6 

Supervised Learning 

Supervised Learning refers to training algorithms on labeled datasets, allowing the system to learn from examples and predict outcomes based on input-

output mappings. In legal practice, supervised learning is widely used for contract analysis, fraud detection, and compliance monitoring. By training on 

existing legal documents annotated with known legal outcomes, AI systems can identify clauses, classify documents, and detect anomalies. These 

applications help reduce manual workload and improve turnaround time for legal firms and departments. For instance, legal compliance bots used in 

financial sectors frequently use supervised learning to flag violations of regulatory obligations under statutes such as the "Companies Act, 2013." In India, 

where administrative burden and pendency rates remain high, such AI applications can accelerate internal processes within courts and regulatory agencies. 

However, due process considerations require that AI-generated results remain subject to human validation. "Section 3 of the Bharatiya Sakshya 

Adhiniyam" emphasizes relevancy and admissibility, meaning outputs from supervised AI systems must meet evidentiary standards before influencing 

legal decisions. 

Unsupervised Learning 

Unsupervised Learning involves algorithms that process data without labeled outputs. These systems detect hidden patterns, groupings, and associations 

within datasets. In the legal field, unsupervised learning finds use in topic modeling, e-discovery, and risk clustering in litigation portfolios. It enables 

law firms and courts to manage voluminous case data and identify potential linkages between cases, statutes, or judicial trends. For example, an AI tool 

using unsupervised learning can cluster similar constitutional bench decisions across decades, aiding researchers and jurists in quickly accessing related 

precedents. These applications support not only knowledge management but also policy evaluation. Yet, unsupervised learning systems may generate 

results that lack interpretability, raising challenges under "Section 5 of the Digital Personal Data Protection Act, 2023," which mandates that data be 

processed fairly and transparently. In legal practice, especially where fundamental rights are at stake, such systems must be paired with mechanisms for 

transparency and contestability. Blind reliance on unsupervised models could infringe upon procedural safeguards enshrined in Articles 19 and 21 of the 

Constitution.7 

Reinforcement Learning 

Reinforcement Learning (RL) operates by training algorithms to make decisions based on feedback from their environment. It uses a reward-penalty 

mechanism, guiding the system to improve actions over time. In legal systems, RL can be applied to optimize resource allocation in public legal services 

or in intelligent legal assistants that learn from interactions. For instance, digital legal advisors trained through RL can learn to provide more accurate 

procedural guidance based on user inputs. RL can also be employed in regulatory technology (RegTech), where it simulates compliance strategies under 

statutes like the "Prevention of Money Laundering Act, 2002." RL systems offer the potential to streamline case management in congested court systems 

by learning procedural efficiencies. Yet, the trial-and-error nature of RL makes it risk-prone in contexts involving rights adjudication or sentencing. Under 

"Section 9 of the Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita," which lays down principles of criminal responsibility, RL tools cannot replace judicial reasoning. Instead, 

they can support procedural tasks while ensuring human oversight and statutory compliance remain paramount. 

Neural Networks 

Neural Networks are AI models inspired by the human brain's architecture. These systems consist of interconnected nodes (neurons) arranged in layers, 

capable of learning complex patterns and representations from data. In law, neural networks are used for legal language processing, predicting judicial 

outcomes, and automating legal drafting. Their strength lies in their adaptability and capacity to process unstructured data—such as scanned documents, 

judicial transcripts, or oral submissions—transforming them into usable formats. This has immense relevance in the Indian legal system where document 

digitization remains ongoing and multilingual data presents interpretive challenges. With tools like natural language processing, neural networks assist 

in translating legal texts and summarizing judgments in local languages, complementing goals set under the "Official Languages Act, 1963" and judicial 

access mandates. While neural networks promise efficiency, their opacity often makes them unsuitable for tasks requiring explainable legal reasoning. 

Hence, their use must align with constitutional mandates of fairness and transparency, particularly when deployed in government-backed legal services 

or judicial aid platforms.8 

Artificial Neural Networks (Anns) 

Artificial Neural Networks (ANNs) are foundational models within AI that emulate how biological neurons operate. They are especially powerful in 

handling unstructured data, making them suitable for analyzing case law, statutory texts, and legal correspondences. ANNs find application in judicial 

trend analysis, where they predict the possible outcome of a case by identifying patterns from past decisions. In India, ANNs can support the Supreme 

Court’s efforts in backlog reduction by organizing and categorizing pending matters based on urgency and complexity. Furthermore, ANNs assist in 

building intelligent legal databases, improving access for both advocates and litigants. Yet, because ANNs operate as black-box models, their decision-

making process often lacks transparency, raising issues under Article 14 concerning arbitrariness and equality before the law. Statutory safeguards under 

                                                           
6Vivek Joshi, "Machine Learning Innovations in Legal Practice", 4 Indian Journal of Law and Legal Research 73 (2022). 
7Ravi Mehta, "Unsupervised Learning in Legal Analytics", 5 Indian Journal of Legal Review 59 (2023). 
8Amit Shah, "Neural Networks in Legal System Applications", 8 Socio-Legal Review 77 (2021). 
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"Section 14 of the Digital Personal Data Protection Act, 2023" impose obligations on system developers to maintain data traceability and accountability, 

ensuring ANN-based tools do not infringe upon individual privacy or legal entitlements. 

Deep Learning Architectures 

Deep Learning architectures are advanced neural networks composed of multiple hidden layers, allowing for higher levels of abstraction and predictive 

capacity. In legal domains, deep learning is especially useful for speech-to-text conversion, automatic judgment summarization, and identifying latent 

themes in legislative drafts. These architectures enhance systems like eCourts and digital transcription services initiated by the Indian judiciary. Deep 

learning models can learn from multilingual data, enabling uniform access across linguistic barriers—a pressing need in India’s diverse legal landscape. 

They also support sentiment analysis in litigation strategy and compliance checks in policy drafts. However, deep learning models require enormous 

volumes of data and are often computationally intensive. The application of such models must adhere to lawful purpose requirements under "Section 4 

of the Digital Personal Data Protection Act, 2023" and ensure minimal data retention, as required by "Section 9." Since these architectures have far-

reaching implications on privacy, due process, and equal access, their usage in legal ecosystems must undergo periodic audit, informed consent processes, 

and statutory scrutiny to avoid undermining rule-of-law values. 

Natural Language Processing (NLP) 

Natural Language Processing (NLP) is the most extensively applied branch of Artificial Intelligence (AI) in the legal domain, given the inherent textual 

nature of legal materials. In India, where judgments, statutes, pleadings, and legal opinions are voluminous and often drafted in complex legalese, NLP 

tools assist legal professionals in navigating through dense documentation. NLP enables machines to process, interpret, and understand human language, 

particularly the semantics and syntax embedded in legal discourse. It facilitates the transformation of unstructured legal data into structured, searchable 

formats, enhancing access to legal information. NLP-driven models can recognize legal entities, identify procedural stages, and extract cause-of-action 

elements. This utility is especially relevant in multilingual jurisdictions like India, where statutory texts and court proceedings are documented in multiple 

languages. NLP frameworks are now being integrated into legal databases and e-court services in alignment with the objectives of "Section 3 of the 

Information Technology Act, 2000" that legally validates electronic records. By enabling automated legal research and prediction of case outcomes, NLP 

offers critical support to advocates, law firms, and judicial institutions, thereby contributing to a more time-efficient justice delivery system.9 

Text Analytics and Information Retrieval 

The sub-field of Text Analytics and Information Retrieval under NLP allows for mining relevant legal content from massive repositories. Indian courts 

and legal databases such as India Code, eCourts, and Judis generate large volumes of judgments, orders, and statutory instruments daily. Text analytics 

algorithms analyze patterns, detect citations, and classify legal issues across jurisdictions. Information retrieval systems, embedded with AI models, allow 

for semantic search rather than simple keyword matching, drastically improving legal research accuracy. These technologies are essential for ensuring 

compliance with legal norms by public authorities and private actors alike, especially under obligations arising from "Section 4(1)(b) of the Right to 

Information Act, 2005", which mandates proactive dissemination of legal and procedural information. By reducing human error in document discovery, 

information retrieval enhances due diligence, contract management, and litigation strategy. Law libraries and legal publishers increasingly integrate these 

tools to provide contextualised and jurisdiction-specific results, helping lawyers avoid oversight in citing repealed or superseded provisions. 

Legal Document Summarization and Drafting 

Legal Document Summarization and Drafting powered by NLP transforms the way legal professionals engage with dense legal texts. Legal summarizers 

extract key elements such as issues, holdings, and procedural history, which is vital in jurisdictions like India where judgments can span hundreds of 

pages. Summarization tools are particularly useful in appellate and writ matters, where understanding the core logic of previous orders is essential. These 

systems enhance the efficiency of drafting plaints, written statements, notices, affidavits, and contracts by suggesting standard legal phrases, formatting 

templates, and compliance clauses. This process aligns with the procedural mandates under "Order VI Rule 2 of the Civil Procedure Code, 1908", requiring 

pleadings to be concise yet comprehensive. In addition, the automation of routine drafting supports overburdened legal aid systems and junior counsels 

who often deal with repetitive procedural documentation. The use of AI in drafting also contributes to the standardization of legal language across courts 

and regions, promoting clarity and minimizing procedural disputes based on linguistic ambiguities.10 

Expert Systems 

Expert Systems in law are AI-based frameworks that simulate the decision-making abilities of human legal experts. These systems are built using rule-

based logic drawn from statutes, regulations, and standard legal practices. In India, Expert Systems are increasingly used in areas such as tax compliance, 

property law, and public procurement, where decisions can often be codified into structured logic. For instance, decision trees derived from "Section 6 of 

the Hindu Succession Act, 1956" or "Section 92 of the Bharatiya Sakshya Adhiniyam" can be implemented into software tools for determining inheritance 

rights or admissibility of oral evidence. By mimicking the reasoning process of legal experts, these systems help clients receive preliminary legal advice 

without physically consulting an advocate. Expert Systems also play a role in legal education and training by offering scenario-based learning, where 

                                                           
9Lakshmi Rao, "NLP Applications in Indian Legal Systems", 5 Journal of Indian Law and Society 68 (2021). 
10Rekha Sharma, "AI for Legal Document Summarization Techniques", 7 National Law School of India Review 80 (2022). 
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students interact with simulated cases. These systems must be carefully designed to align with legal obligations such as "Section 27 of the Advocates 

Act, 1961", which restricts unauthorized practice of law, ensuring that they remain advisory tools rather than substitutes for qualified legal counsel. 

Robotic Process Automation (Rpa) 

Robotic Process Automation (RPA) automates repetitive, rule-based legal tasks that do not require legal judgment but are essential to legal workflows. 

These include docketing, court scheduling, compliance checks, document sorting, and data entry in case management systems. In the Indian legal 

ecosystem, where lower courts are plagued by administrative backlogs, RPA can support clerical processes in district courts and tribunals, allowing 

judicial officers to focus on adjudication. RPA applications also assist law firms in managing client databases, billing systems, and compliance with 

regulatory filings under laws such as the "Companies Act, 2013" and "Section 123 of the Income Tax Act, 1961". When integrated with e-governance 

initiatives like the "Digital India Programme", RPA tools can streamline interactions between citizens and legal authorities, including the filing of RTI 

applications, status checks on public grievances, and court hearing updates. While RPA does not substitute legal reasoning, its consistent performance 

reduces clerical errors and operational delays that impact the efficiency of justice administration.11 

Generative AI 

Generative AI refers to AI systems capable of creating new content—text, audio, or images—based on existing data patterns. In legal practice, this 

technology is employed for drafting legal arguments, preparing memos, and generating hypothetical scenarios for litigation strategy. Generative AI tools 

are trained on vast corpora of case law, statutory text, and legal commentaries, enabling them to construct coherent and context-specific legal narratives. 

These tools can simulate courtroom exchanges, formulate persuasive pleadings, and even draft alternative legislative proposals. The use of Generative 

AI must be viewed in light of the constraints under "Section 65B of the Bharatiya Sakshya Adhiniyam", which governs the admissibility of electronic 

records. Legal practitioners must ensure that outputs generated by AI meet evidentiary standards and do not misrepresent precedents or factual contexts. 

Generative AI also raises questions about authorship and legal accountability under "Section 63 of the Copyright Act, 1957", especially in instances 

where AI-generated documents are submitted in judicial forums. While still in a nascent phase in India, this technology holds potential for expanding 

access to legal information and promoting participatory legal reform. 

Applications of AI in Legal Practice 

Legal Research and Document Review 

Artificial Intelligence (AI) has radically reshaped how legal professionals conduct legal research and review vast volumes of documentation. Traditional 

legal research involved navigating through volumes of judgments, statutes, and regulations, often requiring days or weeks of manual work. With AI-

based tools, this process has become significantly faster and more accurate. These systems use Natural Language Processing (NLP) to identify and 

interpret relevant legal provisions, case laws, and statutory texts from databases. In India, the integration of AI with legal frameworks such as "Section 

91 of the Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita" concerning document production enhances compliance by enabling faster review of documentary evidence. 

AI helps prioritize relevant documents during investigation and litigation. These tools are also capable of recognizing relationships between legal concepts 

across jurisdictions, thereby supporting comparative legal analysis, particularly useful when interpreting overlapping obligations under Indian statutes 

such as the "Information Technology Act, 2000" and "The Digital Personal Data Protection Act, 2023." By ensuring comprehensive and relevant retrieval 

of legal information, AI mitigates the risks of oversight and increases the quality of argumentation. While AI does not replace human judgment in 

interpretation, it allows legal practitioners to focus more on strategy and advocacy, reducing time on preliminary research and increasing accuracy in 

citation and analysis.12 

Predictive Coding and E-Discovery 

Predictive coding and e-discovery refer to advanced AI-driven processes used to manage the discovery phase in litigation. Predictive coding relies on 

machine learning algorithms to assess and classify documents based on relevance, privilege, or responsiveness to legal issues. In the Indian context, these 

tools can be instrumental in fulfilling obligations under "Section 106 of the Bharatiya Sakshya Adhiniyam," which deals with burden of proving facts 

within special knowledge. E-discovery has expanded beyond emails and PDFs to include messages from platforms like WhatsApp and Telegram, making 

AI indispensable in modern legal practice. The algorithms get “trained” using a small set of human-tagged documents and then apply learned patterns to 

a larger dataset, flagging materials that may be relevant to ongoing disputes. This minimizes human error and accelerates compliance with procedural 

timelines set under the "Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita." Indian courts increasingly deal with complex corporate litigation and multi-party disputes 

involving large quantities of data, for which manual sorting is inefficient and costly. AI ensures faster, consistent, and cost-effective review of data, 

aligning well with procedural fairness and judicial economy. This use of AI also supports data integrity and chain of custody compliance, which is crucial 

under Indian evidentiary rules governing admissibility.13 

                                                           
11Anjali Desai, "RPA Transforming Legal Workflow Efficiency", 6 GNLU Journal of Law and Economics 70 (2023). 
12Arvind Nair, "AI in Legal Research and Document Analysis", 3 Dr. Ram Manohar Lohiya National Law University Journal 60 (2023). 
13Pooja Gupta, "Predictive Coding in Legal E-Discovery Processes", 6 Indian Journal of Law and Legal Research 67 (2022). 
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Ai-powered Legal Databases 

AI-powered legal databases integrate statutes, judicial precedents, and regulatory materials into searchable platforms that respond to user queries in plain 

English or legal syntax. These databases not only fetch relevant documents but also offer summarizations, citation tracking, and legislative history—all 

using NLP and machine learning. In the Indian setting, where legal language and judicial decisions can span multiple languages and jurisdictions, these 

tools bridge the linguistic and structural gap. They are especially useful for researching provisions like "Section 4 of the Digital Personal Data Protection 

Act, 2023," which defines the scope and applicability of the law across borders. AI systems can automatically compare Indian provisions with international 

data protection standards, improving compliance by global corporations operating in India. These platforms are also updated in real-time, capturing 

amendments such as those introduced by the Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita, ensuring lawyers do not rely on outdated texts. This reduces the margin of 

interpretational error and strengthens the application of current law. AI databases also detect anomalies or inconsistencies in case citations, aiding 

researchers in refining their legal positions and enhancing the precision of legal arguments submitted before Indian courts or tribunals. 

Contract Lifecycle Management 

Contract Lifecycle Management (CLM) is another domain where AI’s application has become increasingly valuable for legal professionals and corporate 

legal departments. From drafting to negotiation and execution, contracts are now managed more efficiently using AI tools that automate repetitive tasks, 

ensure compliance, and track obligations. In India, the enforceability of contracts under "Section 10 of the Indian Contract Act, 1872" makes accuracy 

and clarity in terms vital to legal enforceability. AI-driven CLM systems ensure this by identifying inconsistencies, missing clauses, or ambiguous terms. 

They also ensure statutory compliance with regulations governing specific industries, such as pharmaceuticals, banking, or digital services. Contract 

management platforms embed AI modules capable of flagging deviation from standard clauses, which could otherwise expose parties to legal risk. The 

technology’s ability to perform real-time updates ensures that amendments to laws, such as those under the "Companies Act, 2013," are automatically 

reflected in templates, reducing non-compliance. AI also assists in identifying contracts nearing expiry, breach risk, or non-performance trends, enabling 

proactive legal intervention. Legal departments can now track key performance indicators of vendors or partners without manually scanning contract 

repositories, thereby enhancing monitoring and enforcement under contractual obligations as per Indian contract law.14 

Automated Contract Drafting 

Automated contract drafting is revolutionizing the way legal practitioners and corporate legal departments create agreements. Instead of starting from 

scratch, AI tools generate first drafts of contracts based on user inputs, selected templates, and regulatory parameters. These tools are programmed to 

insert jurisdiction-specific clauses relevant under Indian law, including provisions related to arbitration under "Section 8 of the Arbitration and 

Conciliation Act, 1996." AI can instantly include or exclude clauses depending on the governing law, transaction value, and type of agreement. This 

ensures that contracts comply with enforceability standards under "Section 11 of the Indian Contract Act, 1872" regarding competent parties. Automated 

systems can draft employment contracts, lease agreements, or service-level agreements while embedding mandatory clauses for dispute resolution, 

confidentiality, or data protection, often required under multiple statutes including the "Digital Personal Data Protection Act, 2023." AI drafting tools are 

particularly effective in high-volume transactions, such as in the e-commerce or insurance sector, where hundreds of near-identical contracts must be 

generated with slight variations. It reduces manual oversight and limits typographical or interpretational errors. In-house counsels and law firms save 

time, maintain consistency, and enhance compliance, especially in cross-border contracts requiring both local and international legal adherence. 

Contract Analysis and Risk Assessment 

AI in contract analysis offers significant efficiency by identifying and mitigating potential legal risks that may arise from ambiguous, non-compliant, or 

incomplete clauses. It assists legal teams in reviewing existing contracts by analyzing terms against internal policies and external legal standards. For 

instance, Indian contracts that fail to comply with statutory mandates under "Section 27 of the Indian Contract Act, 1872," which prohibits certain restraint 

of trade clauses, can be automatically flagged for revision. AI tools are programmed to recognize such inconsistencies and provide instant feedback, 

allowing professionals to take timely corrective action. These systems also detect contractual obligations that might conflict with recent changes in laws 

such as the "Digital Personal Data Protection Act, 2023," especially concerning data retention, consent, and third-party sharing clauses. AI applications 

scan vast repositories of contracts to identify patterns indicating elevated legal exposure, such as indemnity clauses that impose disproportionate liability 

or jurisdiction clauses that contradict client policies. Indian corporations, especially those with international operations, benefit by aligning their contracts 

with both domestic statutes and cross-border legal expectations. Furthermore, AI can score contracts based on risk levels and suggest alternative language 

that is both legally sound and commercially balanced, enabling efficient contract negotiation while reducing exposure to litigation or regulatory scrutiny.15 

Legal Analytics and Predictive Judgments 

The application of AI in legal analytics allows lawyers, judges, and researchers to evaluate trends, behavior, and possible outcomes of legal proceedings 

by examining historical data and judgments. These tools are particularly useful in understanding how certain courts or judges have ruled in similar matters, 

enabling better preparation and strategy. Indian legal practice has traditionally relied on precedent-based reasoning under Article 141 of the Constitution 

of India. AI strengthens this process by analyzing hundreds of judgments in a fraction of the time, identifying trends that may not be evident through 
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manual reading. It offers insights into how courts have interpreted certain statutory provisions like "Section 300 of the Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita" 

concerning culpable homicide or murder. These insights help in forecasting judicial behavior, assessing litigation risks, and advising clients more 

accurately. Legal analytics can also support resource allocation within law firms and legal departments by predicting the probability of success in 

litigation, duration of cases, or potential cost implications. Indian law firms and government departments increasingly turn to AI-based platforms to 

streamline decision-making and refine litigation strategy. These applications also contribute to improved transparency, accountability, and public access 

to legal knowledge, supporting broader goals of access to justice and institutional efficiency. 

Predicting Case Outcomes 

AI’s predictive capabilities are shaping the way litigators and clients approach dispute resolution. By analyzing past judicial decisions, AI tools identify 

factors that influenced rulings in comparable cases. These factors may include the nature of the evidence presented, statutory interpretation, socio-legal 

context, and procedural compliance. In Indian courts, such predictive tools can analyze outcomes under key statutes like "Section 138 of the Negotiable 

Instruments Act, 1881," where thousands of cheque dishonor cases are decided each year. Based on this data, lawyers can estimate the likelihood of 

conviction or acquittal, and advise clients on whether to pursue litigation or settle out of court. These tools also assist in appellate strategy, indicating the 

probable reversal rate or time taken for disposal, especially under "Section 372 of the Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita," which governs appeal 

provisions. The accuracy of AI-driven outcome prediction depends on the quality of data input and the system’s training methodology. While these 

predictions do not replace judicial discretion, they serve as an aid in making informed legal decisions. They also promote uniformity and consistency in 

legal advice, particularly for large law firms or public sector litigants dealing with repetitive or template-based disputes.16 

Sentencing Pattern Analysis 

Sentencing pattern analysis through AI involves examining how courts assign punishments based on the nature of the offense, mitigating or aggravating 

circumstances, and statutory limitations. AI tools process thousands of judgments to determine how sentencing varies by court, region, offense category, 

or even gender and age of the accused. In India, where discretionary powers exist under provisions like "Section 354(1)(b) of the Bharatiya Nyaya 

Sanhita" requiring judges to record reasons for the sentence, AI can evaluate how these reasons correlate with the sentence imposed. This analysis helps 

in advocating for consistency and fairness in sentencing, especially in criminal trials where public trust in judicial impartiality is crucial. Sentencing 

analysis also provides valuable data for legislative reform. For example, if AI finds that sentences under "Section 376 of the Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita" 

for sexual offenses vary widely despite similar factual matrices, this may prompt scrutiny of judicial approaches or push for amendment. These insights 

are valuable not only for judges and policymakers but also for legal educators, reformists, and legal aid providers. AI can further assist in developing 

sentencing guidelines, supporting India's evolving efforts toward codifying sentencing principles to ensure proportionality, deterrence, and rehabilitation 

without bias or arbitrariness.17 

Legal Chatbots and Client Interaction 

Artificial Intelligence (AI) has introduced legal chatbots as a practical solution to facilitate primary legal communication and improve efficiency in client 

interactions. These AI-driven tools simulate human-like conversation, offering instant answers to general legal queries, preliminary case evaluations, and 

document drafting assistance. In India, the incorporation of legal chatbots is increasingly aligned with promoting digital governance and e-courts under 

the "National e-Governance Plan (NeGP)" and the "Digital India" initiative. These tools are particularly beneficial in overburdened legal systems where 

timely access to legal counsel remains difficult. Chatbots are designed to handle large volumes of inquiries, thereby reducing the workload on human 

legal professionals and increasing accessibility. These platforms rely on Natural Language Processing (NLP) and Machine Learning (ML) to interpret 

user questions and generate appropriate legal responses based on available databases and statutory language. While they cannot replace nuanced legal 

advice, legal chatbots play a supplementary role by acting as a frontline interface between clients and lawyers, especially in sectors involving routine 

legal tasks such as tenancy, family disputes, and consumer complaints. Given the framework of "Section 2(1)(k) of the Information Technology Act, 

2000," which defines electronic records, these chatbots qualify as digitally maintained interfaces capable of storing and retrieving data under Indian law. 

The ability of chatbots to function in multiple languages and dialects also aligns with the need for inclusivity in a multilingual country like India. 

Virtual Legal Assistants 

Virtual legal assistants (VLAs) differ from general chatbots by offering a higher level of task-specific legal aid through integration with firm databases, 

document management systems, and calendaring software. VLAs are trained on a specific firm’s procedures, case precedents, and internal policy 

documents to offer real-time case support to lawyers. Their role often extends to reviewing discovery documents, performing conflict checks, and even 

preparing summaries for hearings. In jurisdictions like India, where "Section 65B of the Bharatiya Sakshya Adhiniyam" governs the admissibility of 

electronic records, VLAs can be instrumental in preserving metadata and ensuring the chain of custody of digital documents. When integrated into law 

firm workflows, they enhance productivity by automating redundant tasks and allowing human lawyers to focus on analytical or courtroom 

responsibilities. These systems are especially relevant for in-house legal departments managing high-volume transactional operations such as mergers 

and acquisitions or regulatory compliance reviews. In India’s rapidly expanding legal process outsourcing (LPO) sector, virtual legal assistants have 

become key instruments for scaling legal operations without proportionately increasing personnel. Despite their utility, there is a need for regulatory 
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clarity concerning data privacy under the "Digital Personal Data Protection Act, 2023," especially in terms of client confidentiality and sensitive personal 

information processed by these virtual assistants.18 

Access to Justice and Pro Se Support 

The potential of AI to advance access to justice is significant in India, where a vast population remains legally underserved. Pro se litigants—those 

representing themselves—face substantial challenges due to procedural complexities and lack of legal literacy. AI systems, especially those integrated 

into judicial portals or public grievance redressal mechanisms, serve as a bridge by guiding individuals through the correct filing processes, statutory time 

limits, and court documentation. AI tools can walk users through steps defined under statutes like the "Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita" for filing 

FIRs or submitting affidavits, enhancing self-representation. Moreover, AI platforms can generate simple templates for common disputes such as cheque 

bounce under "Section 138 of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881," or maintenance claims under "Section 125 of the Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita." These 

tools act as a levelling mechanism in judicial environments dominated by procedural knowledge. In rural areas where legal aid services are scarce or 

inaccessible, mobile-based AI tools in regional languages could ensure compliance with legal standards while lowering the threshold for legal 

engagement. Though not yet widespread in India, these applications offer a potential pathway for the judiciary to address pendency and backlog by 

empowering citizens to engage directly with the legal system. Proper safeguards must still be put in place, especially concerning data use and 

misinformation risks. 

Judicial Decision Support Systems 

AI-based Judicial Decision Support Systems (JDSS) are designed to aid judges by analyzing vast legal databases, recommending statutory interpretations, 

and highlighting relevant precedents. These systems use pattern recognition and predictive modelling to offer suggestions regarding likely outcomes or 

sentencing ranges based on historical data. The use of JDSS in Indian courts aligns with efforts by the e-Committee of the Supreme Court of India, which 

seeks to digitize judicial processes and case management. While these tools do not make final decisions, they can help reduce time spent on research, 

increase consistency across judgments, and ensure that procedural benchmarks are not missed. Statutory frameworks such as "Section 4 of the Bharatiya 

Sakshya Adhiniyam" which deals with relevancy of facts, can be algorithmically applied to assess whether certain facts ought to be considered by the 

judge, creating an analytical aid. Integration with court record management systems, cause lists, and legal databases also allows real-time flagging of 

inconsistencies or missed references. These systems, if properly regulated, can act as cognitive aids rather than substitutes for human judicial reasoning. 

Still, their deployment must occur within a well-defined ethical and legal architecture, especially concerning due process and the impartiality of the 

judiciary.19 

AI in Bail and Sentencing Decisions 

AI tools have increasingly been considered for predicting recidivism, evaluating bail applications, and suggesting sentencing parameters. In India, bail 

decisions are governed under various provisions of the "Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita," including "Section 482" which empowers courts to grant 

anticipatory bail. AI models trained on historical bail orders could help identify standard conditions or grounds for rejection, offering a statistical overview 

to the judge. Similarly, sentencing patterns can be analyzed based on "Sections 63 to 70 of the Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita" which define fines and 

imprisonment durations for offences. AI can assess factors like the offender’s history, socio-economic background, and crime severity to suggest 

proportionate punishment. This does not mean replacing judicial discretion but complementing it by removing inconsistencies that arise from personal 

biases or resource constraints. In overburdened lower courts, such decision aids could accelerate the administration of justice. Nevertheless, there must 

be strict boundaries to ensure these AI suggestions do not become determinative, especially given the deeply personal and contextual nature of criminal 

sentencing in India. Mechanisms for judicial override, review, and continuous algorithmic audits will be essential to ensure fairness. 

Concerns About Bias and Fairness 

Bias and fairness in AI-assisted judicial tools are critical concerns, particularly in India’s pluralistic and unequal society. If the training data for these 

systems reflect systemic biases—based on caste, gender, or socio-economic background—the output will inevitably reinforce discriminatory patterns. 

For instance, a bail-predictive model trained predominantly on urban male offenders could underrepresent the contextual difficulties faced by 

marginalized communities, leading to skewed recommendations. This risks violating Article 14 of the Constitution of India, which guarantees equality 

before the law. Furthermore, the use of opaque algorithms raises questions about transparency and accountability, key components of procedural fairness. 

"Section 3 of the Digital Personal Data Protection Act, 2023" requires that data processing must be fair and lawful, a principle that should extend to AI 

applications in judicial processes. Fairness cannot be assumed merely because the system is data-driven. It must be regularly tested for accuracy, 

inclusivity, and alignment with constitutional values. There should be legislative oversight to ensure algorithmic accountability, possibly through statutory 

guidelines issued by the judiciary or the Ministry of Law and Justice. Without safeguards, AI in courts may amplify rather than reduce arbitrariness.20 
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Compliance and Risk Management 

AI applications in compliance and risk management are increasingly adopted by corporate legal departments and financial regulators. These systems 

monitor regulatory updates, flag non-compliance, and recommend risk mitigation strategies. For instance, AI tools can track changes to statutory 

instruments under "The Companies Act, 2013" or "The Securities and Exchange Board of India Act, 1992," and automatically alert firms to new 

compliance obligations. By processing large volumes of legislation, notifications, and case law, AI systems can provide concise compliance dashboards 

to corporate officers and legal counsel. These systems also help with internal policy enforcement by scanning internal communications for red flags or 

potential breaches of fiduciary duty, aligning with provisions under "Section 166 of the Companies Act, 2013." Their predictive analytics capability 

assists in identifying areas of probable legal exposure, improving the enterprise risk profile. Given the increasing complexity of India’s regulatory 

environment, AI tools in this domain are essential for ensuring timely compliance and avoiding penalties. Still, they must be configured to ensure 

compliance with Indian data sovereignty laws, particularly the localization requirements under the "Digital Personal Data Protection Act, 2023." 

Automated Regulatory Compliance 

Automated compliance tools leverage AI to parse statutes, regulations, and circulars from regulatory authorities like the RBI, SEBI, and IRDAI to generate 

obligation checklists. These systems interpret provisions such as "Section 92 of the Companies Act, 2013" for annual returns or "Section 12 of the SEBI 

Act, 1992" on registration requirements. AI tools assist firms in staying compliant by offering timeline reminders, filling prescribed forms, and generating 

documentation. Large corporations operating across multiple jurisdictions particularly benefit from these systems, which synchronize regulatory timelines 

and reconcile conflicts in interpretation. By integrating automated compliance into business operations, entities can reduce human error and avoid fines 

or disqualification. These systems also provide real-time reporting capabilities, which are crucial in environments where statutory reporting is time-

sensitive. While automated compliance tools do not eliminate the need for legal oversight, they function as efficient gatekeepers in a preventive legal 

framework. For regulators, such systems can offer centralized oversight mechanisms to track compliance patterns across sectors, thereby strengthening 

supervisory enforcement under the law.21 

Financial and Anti-Money Laundering (AML) Applications 

AI's contribution to financial legal compliance and anti-money laundering (AML) measures is increasingly prominent in India. Under the framework of 

the "Prevention of Money Laundering Act, 2002," especially "Section 12," which imposes obligations on financial institutions to maintain records and 

report suspicious transactions, AI tools offer unmatched speed and accuracy. These systems monitor large volumes of financial data, detect anomalies, 

and raise alerts based on predefined risk parameters. AI can also track beneficial ownership trails and flag circular trading, layering, or structuring 

activities indicative of money laundering. In combination with Know Your Customer (KYC) verification processes under "RBI’s Master Directions," AI 

ensures real-time validation and risk scoring of clients. Additionally, in securities markets, AI-driven surveillance systems assist SEBI in identifying 

pump-and-dump schemes or insider trading patterns through real-time monitoring and data fusion. These tools enhance regulatory capability without 

expanding manpower. Financial institutions benefit by integrating AI into their legal compliance protocols, enabling faster response to regulatory audits 

and enforcement actions. Yet, concerns regarding the retention and processing of personal financial data require conformity with provisions under the 

"Digital Personal Data Protection Act, 2023," especially in contexts involving data sharing with third-party vendors. 

Conclusion 

The comprehensive exploration of Artificial Intelligence (AI) applications in the Indian legal ecosystem underscores its transformative potential across 

various domains—from legal research and contract management to judicial decision support and compliance monitoring. Through technologies like 

machine learning, natural language processing, expert systems, and robotic process automation, AI has begun to reconfigure not only how law is practiced 

but also how justice is accessed and delivered. These innovations, while currently in their nascent phase in India, offer tangible improvements in 

efficiency, consistency, and accessibility—particularly valuable in a system burdened by pendency and procedural complexity. However, the integration 

of AI into legal systems must be critically examined in light of constitutional protections under Articles 14, 19, and 21, alongside statutory provisions 

from instruments like the Information Technology Act, 2000, Digital Personal Data Protection Act, 2023, and Bharatiya Sakshya Adhiniyam. The 

normative role of law demands that AI not merely optimize workflow, but uphold fairness, transparency, and accountability. 

In conclusion, AI's expanding footprint in Indian legal practice signals a paradigm shift, offering new avenues for reforming legal workflows, improving 

judicial productivity, and democratizing legal services. Nonetheless, its adoption must be tempered with doctrinal rigour and procedural safeguards that 

prevent algorithmic arbitrariness and reinforce the rule of law. As technologies evolve faster than regulatory frameworks, India must proactively develop 

statutory guidelines, establish oversight bodies, and promote public trust through transparency and participatory governance. The future of AI in law lies 

not in full automation, but in thoughtful augmentation—enhancing human judgment rather than replacing it. By aligning innovation with constitutionalism 

and legal ethics, India can harness AI to foster a more responsive, equitable, and modern legal system. 
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Suggestions 

Building on the analysis of AI's applications in Indian legal practice, the following ten measures are proposed to enhance its implementation, governance, 

and impact: 

1. Develop a dedicated AI-in-Law regulatory framework. This should define permissible use-cases, data handling protocols, and redressal 

mechanisms, supplementing existing laws like the Digital Personal Data Protection Act, 2023. 

2. Mandate algorithmic audits for judicial decision support systems. Independent bodies should assess AI tools for fairness, transparency, and 

bias mitigation, especially in bail and sentencing modules. 

3. Establish a legal AI certification body. A government-authorized entity should review and approve AI tools used in legal settings, ensuring 

compliance with ethical and constitutional standards. 

4. Incorporate AI ethics into legal education and judicial training. Law schools and judicial academies should include modules on AI's 

capabilities, limitations, and ethical concerns to build informed human oversight. 

5. Create open-access annotated legal datasets. Government and courts should release anonymized legal data in machine-readable formats to 

support the development of context-sensitive AI tools. 

6. Deploy multilingual NLP tools for inclusive access. AI platforms must support all scheduled Indian languages to ensure equitable legal 

assistance across linguistic and regional divides. 

7. Implement explainability standards for AI tools used in court. Any AI output influencing legal outcomes should be accompanied by rationale 

or traceability to meet evidentiary and procedural requirements. 

8. Restrict generative AI from autonomous legal submissions. Legal professionals must vet and authorize all AI-generated content submitted in 

legal proceedings to ensure accountability under the Advocates Act, 1961. 

9. Encourage pilot projects in lower courts using RPA and NLP. Controlled rollouts in overburdened jurisdictions can demonstrate impact and 

refine AI tools before national adoption. 

10. Amend procedural laws to accommodate AI-generated records. Specific provisions should be introduced in the Bharatiya Sakshya Adhiniyam 

and Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita to govern admissibility and authentication of AI-assisted legal documents. 
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