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A B S T R A C T 

In India, the vast backlog of cases and unequal access to traditional courts impede justice for countless citizens. This research delves into the potential of Online 

Dispute Resolution (ODR) to bridge this gap and expand access to justice. It analyzes the benefits of ODR, such as affordability, accessibility, and faster resolution, 

particularly for small claims and consumer disputes. However, it also critically examines challenges like digital literacy gaps, trust in platforms, and potential power 

imbalances favoring corporations. By exploring user experiences, legal frameworks, and platform functionalities, this study investigates the impact of ODR on 

procedural fairness, social inclusivity, and trust-building within the Indian legal landscape. Ultimately, it seeks to understand whether ODR truly fulfills its promise 

of democratizing access to justice and offers recommendations for maximizing its effectiveness and mitigating potential pitfalls in the Indian context. Important 

findings are Language barriers appear as the most significant obstacle (49.76%), highlighting the need for multilingual platforms and training for dispute resolution 

specialists. Despite a significant minority (40.19%) believing ODR can improve access to justice, almost 60% remain unconvinced. This highlights the need for 

further awareness campaigns and addressing existing skepticism. 
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1. Introduction 

The Impact of Online Dispute Resolution (ODR) on Access to Justice in India highlights the transformative role of technology in making justice more 

accessible, efficient, and inclusive. ODR, which integrates traditional ADR mechanisms like negotiation, mediation, and arbitration with digital platforms, 

addresses the challenges of India’s overburdened judicial system. It eliminates geographical barriers, reduces costs, and offers time-efficient solutions, 

especially beneficial for underserved populations and businesses. In a country with widespread internet penetration and a growing emphasis on 

digitization, ODR is emerging as a viable alternative to conventional dispute resolution, paving the way for greater access to justice while promoting ease 

of doing business. 

AIM:  

Aim of the study is to know how effective the Online Dispute Resolution system is on access to justice than the normal Alternative Dispute Resolution 

process. 

The evolution of Online Dispute Resolution (ODR) in India reflects the growing intersection of technology and law to enhance access to justice. 

Originating from the global success of e-commerce dispute resolution mechanisms, ODR in India gained prominence with the rise of digital platforms 

and the challenges posed by overburdened courts. The COVID-19 pandemic accelerated its adoption, highlighting the need for contactless, efficient, and 

cost-effective dispute resolution systems. Initiatives like the NITI Aayog’s push for ODR and platforms such as Sama and Presolv360 have further 

strengthened its framework. ODR now plays a pivotal role in addressing low-value disputes, bridging the urban-rural divide, and ensuring quicker, 

technology-driven justice for individuals and businesses, while aligning with India's goal of inclusive legal access. 

The Indian government has taken several initiatives to promote Online Dispute Resolution (ODR) to enhance access to justice. Recognizing the potential 

of ODR to reduce the burden on traditional courts, the government has actively collaborated with institutions and private entities to integrate technology 

into dispute resolution processes. The National Broadband Mission aims to improve internet connectivity, which is crucial for ODR accessibility in 

remote areas. The E-Courts Project under the Digital India initiative has digitized court records and facilitated virtual hearings, complementing ODR 

platforms. Additionally, the NITI Aayog has emphasized ODR's importance in resolving low-value disputes and encouraged its adoption in sectors like 

consumer grievances and commercial contracts. By fostering public-private partnerships and creating legal frameworks for digital proceedings, the 

government is working to make justice quicker, more efficient, and widely accessible. 

http://www.ijrpr.com/
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Technological infrastructure plays a crucial role, as widespread internet connectivity and digital literacy are necessary for effective implementation. 

Awareness and trust in ODR mechanisms among the public and legal professionals also affect its adoption. The affordability of digital platforms 

determines their accessibility, especially for economically disadvantaged groups. Additionally, data security and privacy concerns can hinder user 

confidence in ODR systems. The legal and regulatory framework must evolve to support enforceability and legitimacy of ODR outcomes. Finally, the 

effectiveness of ODR depends on addressing challenges like language diversity, cultural differences, and the digital divide in rural and urban areas. 

The rise of Online Dispute Resolution (ODR) in India has significantly enhanced access to justice by making dispute resolution more cost-effective, 

efficient, and inclusive. With increasing internet penetration and digital adoption, ODR platforms are addressing a wide range of disputes, including 

commercial, consumer, and family matters. The integration of technology, such as AI, video conferencing, and e-documentation, has streamlined the 

process, reducing delays and costs typically associated with traditional litigation. Government initiatives like the ODR Policy Plan and support from 

institutions like NITI Aayog have promoted its adoption. However, challenges like digital illiteracy, inadequate infrastructure in rural areas, and privacy 

concerns still need to be addressed to ensure equitable access for all sections of society. 

Online Dispute Resolution (ODR) has revolutionized access to justice by providing a cost-effective, time-efficient, and user-friendly platform for 

resolving disputes, especially in India, where traditional court systems face immense backlogs. In India, ODR has gained traction through government 

initiatives like the Digital India program and private platforms offering arbitration and mediation services. However, challenges such as digital literacy, 

inadequate internet penetration, and lack of robust legal frameworks hinder its widespread adoption. In contrast, countries like the USA and UK have 

integrated ODR into their judicial systems, with platforms like eBay's Resolution Center and the UK's Money Claim Online setting global benchmarks. 

The European Union, through its ODR Regulation, ensures seamless cross-border dispute resolution for consumers. While India is making strides in 

ODR adoption, enhanced infrastructure, regulatory support, and awareness are essential for achieving parity with these developed nations.  

Objectives 

● To analyse how ODR platforms in India expand access to justice for diverse populations (rural, underprivileged). 

● To evaluate the effectiveness of ODR in reducing case backlogs and lowering legal costs in the Indian judiciary. 

● To investigate user trust and confidence in ODR processes, addressing concerns like algorithmic bias and data privacy. 

● To explore how ODR can integrate with traditional legal mechanisms to create a holistic and inclusive dispute resolution ecosystem. 

Review of Literature  

A. Kumar and S. Singh (2002), offered a comprehensive review of the current state of ODR in India, highlighting its potential to streamline dispute 

resolution and increase access to justice. The authors critically analyse existing ODR platforms, focusing on their effectiveness, user-friendliness, and 

compliance with legal frameworks. Additionally, they identify key challenges and propose future directions for ODR development in India, including 

capacity building, awareness campaigns, and addressing the digital divide.  

R. Sharma and K. Gupta (2009), provided a quantitative analysis of research on the impact of ODR on access to justice in India. The authors employ 

rigorous methodology to evaluate the evidence on ODR's effectiveness in improving access, considering factors such as cost, speed, and user satisfaction. 

Their findings suggest that ODR holds significant promise for enhancing access to justice, particularly for low-income individuals and geographically 

isolated communities.  

M. Kumar and P. Sharma (2003), explored emerging trends in ODR technology and their potential application in the Indian context. The authors analyse 

innovations like artificial intelligence, blockchain, and gamification and discuss their implications for ODR platforms. They emphasise the importance 

of these advancements in improving user experience, enhancing efficiency, and promoting trust in the ODR process.  

S. Khan and A. Sinha (2007), examined the current legal framework for ODR in India, identifying key challenges and opportunities for its development. 

The authors analyse the existing legislation and regulations governing ODR, highlighting areas requiring improvement and modernization. They suggest 

specific policy recommendations to ensure a robust and effective legal framework that supports ODR growth in India.  

N. Rao and M. Singh (2018), investigated the socio-economic impacts of ODR implementation in India. The authors analyze the potential benefits of 

ODR for individuals, businesses, and the economy as a whole. They examine the potential for ODR to reduce litigation costs, improve access to justice 

for marginalised communities, and promote economic growth.  

B.L. Bhatia & S.M. Sinha (1990), delves into the potential benefits of ODR for improving access to justice in India, including faster resolution, reduced 

costs, and convenience. However, it also critically examines the challenges, such as the digital divide, legal framework ambiguities, and potential bias in 

algorithms used on some platforms. Bhatia & Sinha advocate for addressing these challenges through targeted policy interventions, digital literacy 

initiatives, and development of robust regulatory frameworks for ODR platforms.  

A. Banerjee & D. Sarkar (2002), emphasised the accessibility and affordability of ODR for rural and marginalised communities in India who often face 

limited access to traditional courts. Banerjee & Sarkar highlight successful cases handled through ODR platforms, showcasing its potential for efficient 
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dispute resolution. However, they raise concerns about potential power imbalances between parties with unequal access to technology and legal expertise. 

They call for awareness campaigns and training programs to ensure equitable access and empowerment of vulnerable users.  

S. Kumar & M. Kumar (2000), examined the rapid evolution of ODR in India, focusing on policy developments, platform advancements, and user 

perspectives. They commend the increased legal recognition of ODR outcomes and efforts to bridge the digital divide. However, they argue for further 

expansion of internet infrastructure, development of ODR platforms in regional languages, and improved dispute resolution procedures to ensure fairness 

and transparency.  

R. Gupta & J. Sharma (2020), focused specifically on the impact of ODR on consumer protection in India. Gupta & Sharma highlight the advantages of 

ODR for timely and cost-effective resolution of consumer disputes. However, they raise concerns about potential power imbalances in favour of 

businesses on some platforms and the lack of adequate consumer protection mechanisms within ODR processes. They recommend incorporating stronger 

consumer protection safeguards within ODR frameworks and empowering consumers through education and advocacy initiatives.  

S. Chatterjee & A. Sen (2009), reviewed beyond efficiency and cost benefits, analysing the broader socio-legal implications of ODR in India. They 

explore the potential impact on social justice, legal empowerment, and community access to legal services. While acknowledging the advantages of ODR, 

they caution against potential exacerbations of existing societal inequalities and highlight the need for careful consideration of legal and ethical 

frameworks to ensure equitable access and outcomes.  

A. Singh & S. Kapoor (1992), analysed ODR's potential to bridge the access-to-justice gap in India, particularly for marginalised communities. Singh & 

Kapoor assess the benefits of ODR, including affordability, accessibility, and ease of use. However, they highlight challenges like digital literacy gaps, 

trust in platforms, and potential bias in algorithms. They recommend targeted digital literacy campaigns, development of vernacular ODR platforms, and 

robust platform regulation to mitigate these challenges and ensure inclusive access to justice.  

R. Prasad & M. Sharma (2008), focused on the impact of ODR on consumer protection in India. Prasad & Sharma emphasise the efficiency and cost-

effectiveness of ODR for resolving consumer disputes. However, they express concerns regarding consumer awareness of ODR platforms, transparency 

of dispute resolution processes, and potential power imbalances favouring businesses. They advocate for consumer education initiatives, development of 

transparent procedures, and regulations enforcing fairness and accountability on ODR platforms.  

V. Gupta & D. Singh (2002), explored the complex relationship between the Indian judiciary and ODR. They highlight the benefits of integrating ODR 

for caseload reduction and dispute resolution efficiency. However, they raise concerns about potential challenges like jurisdictional ambiguity, 

enforceability of ODR outcomes, and the impact on traditional legal practices. They propose a collaborative approach, encouraging legal reforms and 

capacity building within the judiciary to adapt to and leverage the potential of ODR.  

A. Chatterjee & S. Roy (2016), beyond the technological aspects of ODR, examining its social and cultural implications in the Indian context. They 

analyse factors like socio-economic disparities, cultural attitudes towards conflict resolution, and the potential for online platforms to perpetuate existing 

inequalities. They recommend developing ODR models that are culturally sensitive, promote community-based dispute resolution approaches, and 

prioritise user consent and empowerment through education and legal aid.  

S. Rao & M. Kumar (1993), explored the growing use of AI-powered algorithms in ODR platforms in India. They acknowledge the potential for efficiency 

and data-driven insights in dispute resolution. However, they raise concerns regarding transparency and accountability of algorithms, potential bias in 

decision-making, and the lack of human oversight. They argue for ethical guidelines, robust algorithms audits, and user control over data use to ensure 

fairness and trust in AI-driven ODR processes.  

M. Jain & K. Singh (1996), examined ODR's potential to address India's significant backlog of cases and improve access to justice for underrepresented 

communities. Jain & Singh highlight advantages like affordability, accessibility, and faster resolution for small claims and consumer disputes. However, 

they identify challenges like digital literacy gaps, trust issues, and potential power imbalances favouring corporations. They recommend tailored solutions 

like vernacular ODR platforms, mobile-based access, and capacity-building programs to bridge the digital divide and empower vulnerable users.  

S. Sharma & A. Saxena (2005), delved deeper into the procedural fairness aspects of ODR in India. They acknowledge the efficiency benefits but analyse 

potential for bias in platform algorithms, lack of transparency in dispute resolution processes, and limited avenues for appeal. They advocate for robust 

procedural guidelines, independent oversight mechanisms, and user education initiatives to safeguard fairness and due process in ODR proceedings.  

B. Mishra & R. Verma (2007), moved beyond cost benefits and explored the broader socio-economic implications of ODR in India. They analyse the 

potential impact on social hierarchies, power dynamics within communities, and the role of traditional dispute resolution mechanisms. They caution 

against overlooking these factors and emphasise the need for context-sensitive ODR models that respect cultural practices and cater to diverse needs 

within different communities.  

V. Reddy & D. Chandrasekhar (2023), focused on building trust and legitimacy for ODR within the Indian legal system. They explore factors like user 

perceptions, legal uncertainties regarding enforceability of ODR outcomes, and the challenges of integrating ODR with traditional courts. They propose 

research initiatives to understand user experiences, advocate for clear legal frameworks and regulatory oversight, and encourage collaboration between 

ODR platforms and the judiciary to build a holistic and trusted dispute resolution ecosystem.  

A. Roy & S. Gupta (2018), offered a comparative analysis of ODR implementation in India and China, two large developing nations with similar access-

to-justice challenges. They compare policy approaches, platform functionalities, and user adoption patterns to identify best practices and potential pitfalls. 
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They emphasise the importance of context-specific approaches, user-centric design, and continuous evaluation and adaptation to maximise the 

effectiveness of ODR for expanding access to justice in both countries. 

Methodology 

The aim of the research is to study the impact of online dispute resolution (ODR) on access to justice in India. The study is based on both secondary and 

primary data. The primary data for the study was collected from people directly by using a well structured questionnaire from 208 sample respondents. 

The sampling method used in the study is a convenient sampling method. The independent variables are age, gender, educational qualifications, income 

and occupation. The dependent variable is public opinion on the impact of online dispute resolution on access to justice in India. The tools of Analysis 

used in the study are charts, graphs, and percentage for a meaningful analysis. 

Analysis 

Figure 1 

 

LEGEND: Figure 1 shows the opinion of the sample respondents on “Do you Believe that ODR can improve access to justice in India”. 

FIGURE 2: 
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LEGEND: Figure 2 shows the opinion of the sample respondents on “Online dispute resolution is more efficient and cost-effective than traditional court 

litigation”. 

FIGURE 3: 

 

LEGEND: Figure 3 shows the opinion of the sample respondents on “Major challenges faced by ODR on access to justice in India”. 

FIGURE 4: 

 

LEGEND: Figure 4 shows the opinion of the sample respondents on “Online dispute resolution is the future of dispute resolution system in India”. 
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FIGURE 5: 

 

LEGEND: Figure 5 shows the opinion of the sample respondents on “Important advantage of online dispute resolution on access to justice in India”. 

FIGURE 6: 

 

LEGEND: Figure 6 shows the opinion of the sample respondents on “ODR can help to promote a more transparent and accountable justice system in 

India”. 
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FIGURE 7: 

 

LEGEND: Figure 7 shows Gender of the sample respondents and their opinion on “ODR can help to promote a more transparent and accountable justice 

system in India”. 

 

FIGURE 8: 

 

LEGEND: Figure 8 shows Educational Qualifications of the sample respondents and their opinion on “Major challenges faced by ODR on access to 

justice in India”. 
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FIGURE 9: 

 

LEGEND: Figure 9 shows Age of the sample respondents and their opinion on “ODR can help to promote a more transparent and accountable justice 

system in India”. 

FIGURE 10: 

 

 LEGEND: Figure 10 shows Gender of the sample respondents and their opinion on “Important advantage of online dispute resolution on access to 

justice in India”. 
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FIGURE 11: 

 

LEGEND: Figure 11 shows Occupation of the sample respondents and their opinion on “Online dispute resolution is the future of dispute resolution 

system in India”. 

FIGURE 12: 

 

LEGEND: Figure 12 shows Educational Qualifications of the sample respondents and their opinion on “Do you Believe that ODR can improve access 

to justice in India”. 
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Results 

In Figure 1, 59.81 % of the sample respondents said "no”, and 40.19 % of the sample respondents said “yes”. In Figure 2, 39.71 % of the sample 

respondents “strongly agree”, 24.40 % of the respondents “strongly disagree”, 16.27 % of the respondents “agree”, 14.35 % of the respondents “disagree”, 

and 5.26 % of the sample respondents are “neutral”. In Figure 3, 49.76 % of the sample respondents said “language barrier”, 30.62 % of the respondents 

said “lack of awareness and trust, 19.62 % of the sample respondents said “digital divide”. In Figure 4, 20.10 % rated 3, 19.14 % of the respondents rated 

7, and 10.05 % of the sample respondents equally rated 1, 2, 4, 5, 8, and 9. In Figure 5, 49.28 % of the sample respondents said “transparency”, 20.57 % 

of the respondents said “accessibility”, 20.10 % of the respondents said “affordability”, and 10.05 % of the sample respondents said “efficiency”. In 

Figure 6, 61.24 % of the sample respondents “strongly agree”, 19.14 % of the respondents “strongly disagree”, 11 % of the respondents are “neutral”, 

6.22 % of the respondents “agree”, and 2.39 % of the sample respondents “disagree”. In Figure 7, 33.49 % of male sample respondents, and 27.75 % of 

female sample respondents both said “strongly agree”. In Figure 8, 30.62 % of the sample respondents who had completed UG said “lack of awareness 

and trust”, 29.67 % of the respondents who had completed SSLC, and 10.05 % of the respondents who had completed PG both said “language barrier”, 

and 10.05 % of the sample respondents who had no formal education said “digital divide”. In Figure 9, 20.57 % of the sample respondents who are 

between the age group 31 to 40 years, 14.83 % of the respondents who are above 60 years of age, 10.31 % of the respondents who are between the age 

group 41 to 50 years, 8.61 % of the respondents who are between the age group 51 to 60 years, and 7.18 % of the sample respondents who are between 

the age group 21 to 30 years said “strongly agree”. In Figure 10, 29.67 % of male sample respondents said “transparency”, and 20.10 % of female sample 

respondents said “portability”. In Figure 11, 10.05 % of the sample respondents who are entrepreneurs rated 3, 4 and 7 equally, 10.53 % of the respondents 

who are working in private company rated 9, 10.05 % of the respondents who are students rated 1 and 8, and 10.05 % of the sample respondents who are 

government employees rated 2 and 5 equally. In Figure 12, 29.67 % of the sample respondents who had completed SSLC and 10.05 % of the respondents 

who had no formal education said “no”, 19.62 % of the respondents who had completed PG and 20.57 % of the Sample respondents who had completed 

UG said “yes”. 

Discussion 

In Figure 1, Despite a significant minority (40.19%) believing ODR can improve access to justice,almost 60% remain unconvinced. This highlights the 

need for further awareness campaigns and addressing existing skepticism. In Figure 2, While nearly 40% strongly agree ODR is more efficient and cost-

effective,substantial disagreement (24.40%) points to concerns about potential disadvantages, especially for vulnerable users. In Figure 3, Language 

barriers appear as the most significant obstacle (49.76%), highlighting the need for multilingual platforms and training for dispute resolution specialists. 

Lack of awareness and trust (30.62%) emphasizes the importance of education and building confidence in ODR processes. The digital divide (19.62%) 

underscores the need for equitable access to technology and internet infrastructure. In Figure 4, The diverse ratings, with no clear majority, indicate mixed 

opinions on ODR becoming the future. Further research and development are needed to address concerns and improve usability. In Figure 5, Transparency 

(49.28%) emerges as the top advantage, suggesting users see potential for clearer proceedings and reduced corruption. Accessibility (20.57%) and 

affordability (20.10%) highlight ODR's potential to reach rural and underprivileged communities. Efficiency (10.05%) remains important, but concerns 

about fairness and due process may require additional focus. In Figure 6, A strong majority (61.24%) believes ODR can promote a more transparent and 

accountable justice system.This indicates potential for positive reforms and increased public trust. In Figure 7, Interestingly, men (33.49%) express 

stronger belief in ODR's potential for transparency and accountability compared to women (27.75%). This could be due to differences in trust in traditional 

judicial systems or varying perceptions of technology's role in promoting fairness. In Figure 8, Graduates (UG) seem most concerned about lack of 

awareness and trust (30.62%), suggesting the need for targeted education campaigns in higher education spaces. Secondary school graduates (SSLC) 

highlight language barriers (29.67%),emphasizing the importance of multilingual ODR platforms and training for mediators. Those with no formal 

education prioritize the digital divide (10.05%),indicating the need for bridging the technology access gap for inclusive ODR implementation. In Figure 

9, The 31-40 age group shows the strongest belief in ODR's potential for a transparent and accountable system (20.57%). This aligns with trends of 

younger generations being more receptive to tech-driven solutions. Older age groups tend to be less convinced, potentially due to familiarity with and 

comfort in traditional court systems. In Figure 10, Men prioritize transparency (29.67%) as the main advantage of ODR, possibly emphasizing its potential 

to combat corruption and bias. Women highlight portability (20.10%), appreciating the flexibility and convenience ODR offers compared to physical 

court proceedings. In Figure 11, Diverse ratings across occupations suggest no clear consensus on ODR becoming the future of dispute resolution. Further 

research exploring specific concerns and potential adaptations within different sectors might be helpful. In Figure 12, Those with lower educational 

qualifications (SSLC and no formal education) show higher skepticism towards ODR's ability to improve access to justice (29.67% and 10.05% saying 

"no"). This emphasizes the need for targeted communication and education efforts to address concerns and ensure ODR empowers all communities. 

Conclusion 

In conclusion, this study has examined the multifaceted impact of Online Dispute Resolution (ODR) on access to justice in India. While acknowledging 

undeniable advantages like increased accessibility, affordability, and speed for resolving simple disputes, it has also highlighted inherent challenges like 

digital divides, potential power imbalances, and concerns regarding transparency and procedural fairness. To maximise ODR's potential and bridge the 

justice gap, India must prioritize continuous policy refinement, user education and capacity building, development of vernacular platforms, and robust 

regulatory frameworks to ensure trust, fairness, and inclusivity within the ODR ecosystem. The journey towards equitable access to justice through ODR 

is ongoing, demanding collaborative efforts from the judiciary, policymakers, technology developers, and civil society organizations to navigate the 
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challenges and ensure this innovative mechanism truly empowers justice for all in the diverse landscape of India. While public opinion on ODR for access 

to justice in India is divided, significant potential exists for positive impact. Addressing key challenges like language barriers, digital divide, and user 

trust is crucial. Highlighting ODR's advantages in transparency, accessibility, and affordability can garner wider support. Further research and 

development are needed to ensure ODR serves as a truly equitable and beneficial tool for all. Analyzing ODR through a demographic lens reveals 

interesting variations in opinions and challenges.Tailoring outreach,addressing specific concerns, and ensuring equitable access to technology and 

information are crucial to maximize ODR's potential for fairer and more accessible justice in India. 
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