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  ABSTRACT 
As artificial intelligence (AI) continues to pervade various sectors worldwide, its 

implications and the need for a regulatory framework become increasingly paramount. This 

paper presents a comprehensive review encompassing the current landscape of AI in India, 

alongside a global overview, ethical challenges, implications, and the global debate 

surrounding AI regulation. 

In India, AI adoption is steadily gaining momentum across industries such as healthcare, 

finance, agriculture, and education, driven by government initiatives, burgeoning startups, 

and multinational corporations. However, this growth is accompanied by concerns 

regarding data privacy, algorithmic bias, job displacement, and socio-economic 

inequalities. Ethical considerations surrounding AI deployment, including transparency, 

accountability, fairness, and societal impact, underscore the imperative for regulatory 

intervention. 

Globally, nations are grappling with the complexities of regulating AI, balancing 

innovation with safeguarding against potential harms. While some advocate for a laissez-

faire approach, citing the need to foster innovation and avoid stifling technological 

progress, others argue for robust regulatory frameworks to mitigate risks and ensure AI 

operates within ethical boundaries. Initiatives such as the EU's General Data Protection 

Regulation (GDPR) and the OECD's AI Principles represent steps towards establishing 

ethical guidelines and legal frameworks for AI governance. The debate on whether AI 

should be regulated remains contentious, with proponents of regulation emphasizing the 

need to address AI's societal impacts, protect individual rights, and maintain human control 

over technology. Conversely, opponents argue that excessive regulation could impede 

innovation, hinder competitiveness, and stifle AI's potential benefits. Striking a balance 

between innovation and regulation is crucial to harnessing AI's transformative potential 

while mitigating its risks. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

Artificial Intelligence (AI) refers to the development of computer systems that can perform 

tasks that typically require human intelligence. These tasks include learning, reasoning, 

problem-solving, perception, language understanding, and decision-making. AI systems use 

algorithms, statistical models, and computational power to analyze data, extract patterns, and 

adapt their behavior over time. The goal of AI is to create machines that can mimic and simulate 

human cognitive functions, enabling them to perform complex tasks autonomously or with 

minimal human intervention. AI can be categorized into narrow or weak AI, which is designed 

for specific tasks, and general or strong AI, which possesses the ability to perform any 

intellectual task that a human being can. Artificial Intelligence (AI) is not a novel concept of 

the 21st century; its roots extend deep into the annals of history. The journey of AI can be traced 

back to the late 19th century, where early media first grappled with the notion of artificial 

humans, and the fascination with automatons and robots began. This historical timeline, 

spanning from the late 1800s to the present day, offers a glimpse into the groundwork, birth, 

maturation, boom, and occasional setbacks that have characterized the evolution of AI.  

"How significant is the anticipated impact of AI on the workforce, and to what extent can we 

expect automation to replace or reshape various job roles in the foreseeable future? 

Additionally, what factors should be considered when evaluating the potential extent of AI's 

influence on different industries and professions?" Or "How do advancements in AI and 

automation technology pose potential challenges and opportunities for employment within the 

legal field? In what ways might these technologies impact the nature of legal jobs, and to what 

extent could they contribute to job displacement or transformation in the legal profession?" 

Sundar Pichai, the CEO of Google and Alphabet, has emphasized the transformative potential 

of AI while also acknowledging its societal implications. In his own words, Pichai has stated, 

“AI is probably the most important thing humanity has ever worked on. I think of it as 

something more profound than electricity or fire.”3 

Twenty years ago people were predicting that tech would wipe out entire job categories but 

"that hasn't fully played out," Pichai said. He said "it's not exactly clear" to him how AI will 

affect jobs in the future. Sundar Pichai acknowledges that AI might have some unintended 

consequences for the legal profession. However, he believes that more people will become 

lawyers because the fundamental reasons why law exists and legal systems exist are inherent 

human problems that won't disappear. Pichai agrees with experts who suggest that legal services 

 
3 Interview with Sundar Pichai, Google CEO, The Verge, May 12, 2023 

https://www.ijlmh.com/
https://www.ijlmh.com/


 
2585 International Journal of Law Management & Humanities [Vol. 7 Iss 1; 2583] 
 

© 2024. International Journal of Law Management & Humanities   [ISSN 2581-5369] 

jobs, such as paralegals and legal assistants, are likely to be impacted by AI. However, he notes 

that AI won't fully automate legal jobs because human judgment is still essential to meet client 

and employer demands. He sees it more as a productivity boost than complete automation. 

Quoting Pichai: "I think 'governments and legal systems will always have to grapple with the 

same set of problems,'... it's not exactly clear... it's more of a 'productivity boost.” 4 

As we delve into the dynamic landscape of artificial intelligence, its historical evolution and the 

questions it raises about the future of work have become increasingly prominent. Having 

explored the age-old roots of AI and contemplated its potential impact on various sectors, 

including the legal profession, it is evident that we stand at the intersection of technological 

advancement and societal transformation. As we transition to examining the current position of 

AI within the Indian system, it is crucial to navigate the nuanced challenges and opportunities 

that lie ahead. Let us now turn our focus to the present state of AI integration in India, exploring 

how this transformative technology is shaping industries and institutions in the nation. 

II. CURRENT POSITION OF ADOPTING EMERGING TECHNOLOGY IN INDIA 

 In recent years, the intersection of technology and the legal domain has become increasingly 

pronounced, marking a pivotal shift in the traditional contours of the Indian legal system. With 

the rapid advancement of emerging technologies, such as Artificial Intelligence, Blockchain, 

electronic documentation, computarization of district courts and subordinate courts, the legal 

landscape is poised for a transformative journey. This evolution holds promise of enhancing 

efficiency, accessibility, and transparency within the legal framework, ultimately benefiting 

both legal practitioners and the citizens they serve.  

The Government of India has launched the e-Courts Integrated Mission Mode Project in the 

country for computerization of District and subordinate courts with the objective of improving 

access to justice using technology5. The e-Courts project was conceptualized on the basis of the 

National Policy and Action Plan of Information and Technology in the Indian Judiciary 2005 

which is submitted by e-Committtee.6 

In the year 2004, e-Committee is a body constituted by Government of India in pursuance of a 

proposal received from hon’ble CJI to constitute e-committee to assist him in formulating a 

National Policy on Computarization of Indian Judiciary and advice on technology 

 
4 Ibid 
5 Digitalization of Courts, by PIB Delhi, posted on 03 Feb, 2023. Available at: 

https://www.pib.gov.in/PressReleasePage.aspx?PRID=1896034 
6 Supreme Court of India, e-Committee Report: National Policy and Action Plan for Implementation of Information 

and Communication Technology in the Indian Judiciary (1stAug, 2005). 
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communication and management related changes. 

National Policy and Action Plan for Implementation of Information and Communication 

Technology in the Indian Judiciary, this was prepared by e-committee of Supreme Court of 

India which is divided into three parts dealing with National Policy, Action Plan and Project 

Cost Analysis respectively7. Three phases were introduced therein, phase I was between 2011-

2015 and phase II started afterwards, second phase has been proved most significant one as 

various District courts and subordinate courts was computerized. Currently facility is provided 

for litigants to file the plaint electronically through e-filing and also pay court fees or fine online, 

status of case online through various channels created for service delivery. However, for 

adjudication purposes litigant may have to appear in person or through the lawyer in the court. 

High Court of Punjab and Haryana launched its first e-court at Faridabad under phase II to deal 

with Traffic Challan cases, under guidance of e-committee of Supreme Court of India, which 

removes the need of presence in the court. 

The hearing of matrimonial cases through video-conferencing was approved by the Supreme 

Court in the matter of Krishna Veni Nigam v Harish Nigam8, however, the direction was short-

lived and a coordinate bench of the Supreme Court in the case of Santhini v Vijaya Venketesh9 

referred the matter for reconsideration before a larger bench. Recently, the Supreme Court in 

Anjali Brahmawar Chauhan v Navin Chauhan allowed the family court, Gautam Buddha Nagar, 

to conduct the trial of matrimonial cases through video conferencing10.  

In 2018, the Supreme Court allowed the live-streaming of cases of constitutional and national 

importance on the basis of judgement in Swapnil Tripathi case11. The livestreaming of court 

proceeding is a step towards ensuring transparency and openness.  

 Phase III is yet to start and draft of this phase has been finalized and approved by e-committee 

of Supreme Court of India. Following are the significance of phase III i.e. digital and paperless 

courts, elimination of presence in courts during process, expansion of scope of virtual courts 

beyond adjudication of Traffic Violation cases, use of emerging technology such as AI or OCR 

for analysis of case pendency, forecasting future litigation, etc. 

Since 2021, the Supreme Court has been using an AI-controlled tool designed to process 

information and make it available to the judges for decisions. It doesn’t participate in the 

 
7 Supra. 
8 (2017) 4 SCC 150. 
9 (2018) 1 SCC 1. 
10 (2021) SCC Online SC 38. 
11 (2018) 10 SCC 639. 
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decision making process. Another tool i.e. used by Supreme Court of India is SUVAS stands 

for Supreme Court Vidhik Anuvad Software, which translates legal papers from English into 

vernacular languages and vice-versa. In the case of Jaswinder Singh v State of Punjab12 and 

Haryana High Court rejected a bail petition due to allegations from the prosecution that the 

petitioner was involved in a brutal fatal assault. The presiding judge requested input from 

ChatGPT to gain a wider perspective on grant of bail when cruelty is involved. However, it’s 

important to note that this referene to chatGPT doesn’t express an opinion on the cases merits, 

and the trial court will not consider these comments. The reference was solely intended to 

provide a broader understanding of bail jurisprudence when cruelty is a factor. 

III. ETHICAL IMPLICATIONS AND CHALLENGES OF AI13 

In an era where technology permeates every facet of our lives, its integration into the legal 

domain has brought forth a multitude of opportunities and challenges. As the legal field 

embraces the digital age, it becomes imperative to scrutinize the ethical dimensions that arise 

from this technological transformation. The intersection of law and technology raises question 

about privacy, fairness accountability and the fundamental principles that underpin justice. The 

use of AI and other technologies of same nature has huge potential to transform the legal 

profession no doubt but parallel to this it also raises ethical challenges which are as follows: 

A. Informed consent to use14: 

Informed consent is a fundamental ethical principle that ensures individuals are aware of and 

agreed to the risks and benefits associated with a particular activity or treatment. When applied 

to the use of AI in the legal field, it means that clients and stakeholders should be informed 

about the involvement of AI systems in their cases or legal matters. However, there are 

challenges in obtaining informed consent for AI use in legal field. Firstly client may not fully 

understand the complexities and implications of AI technology. Explaining the nuances of AI 

systems, their capabilities, and limitations can be daunting task.  

Secondly, the opacity of AI algorithm can be a barrier to obtaining informed consent. Many AI 

models, especially deep learning models, are often considered “black boxes”, meaning their 

decision making processes are not easily interpretable by humans. This lack of transparency can 

 
12 CRM-M-22496-2022, order dated 27-3-2023. 
13 FUTURE PROSPECTS AND CHALLENGES (2023) OSCOLA. Available at: 

https://www.oscola.org/post/chatgpt-opportunities-and-challenges-for-the-legal-industry-chris-deng-vinsien  

(Accessed on: February 20, 2024). 
14 Cohen IG, Amarasingham R, Shah A, Xie B, Lo B. The legal and ethical concerns that arise from using complex 

predictive analytics in health care. Health Aff (Millwood). 2014 Jul; 33(7):1139-47. 

doi:10.1377/hlthaff.2014.0048. PMID: 25006139. 
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make it difficult to explain to clients how and why certain decisions are being made. Obtaining 

informed consent for the use of AI in the legal field is an ethical challenge due to complexity 

of technology, the opacity of AI algorithms, and the potential for biases.  

B. Lack of Algorithmic Transparency15: 

Algorithmic transparency refers to the ability to understand how a particular algorithm 

functions, the data it relies on, and the reasoning behind its outputs. In the context of AI in the 

legal field, it means knowing how decisions are made and being able to scrutinize and challenge 

those decisions if necessary. The lack of algorithmic transparency in digitalizing the judiciary 

can lead to concerns about fairness, accountability, and potential biases in automated decision-

making processes. It’s important to ensure that algorithms used in the legal system are 

transparent, explainable, and subject to scrutiny to maintain trust and uphold the principles of 

justice, only then we can ensure benefits of emerging technology in the legal field. 

C.  Algorithmic Fairness and Biases16: 

Algorithmic fairness refers to the objective of ensuring that AI systems make decisions and 

predictions without discriminating against individuals or groups based on sensitive attributes 

such as race, gender, ethnicity, religion, or socio-economic status. In legal context, fairness is 

paramount to upholding the principles of justice and equality before law. 

While bias in AI system occurs when the algorithms, due to the data they are trained on, exhibit 

favoritism or prejudice towards certain groups or individuals. This can lead to unfair outcomes, 

as the AI may inadvertently perpetuate existing societal biases present in the training data.  

In the legal field, the impact of algorithmic bias can be profound. For example, if an AI system 

used for sentencing recommendations is biased against particular racial or ethnic group, it can 

lead to disproportionately harsh or lenient sentences. This undermine the fundamental principle 

of equal treatment under law. Conclusively, ensuring algorithmic fairness and addressing biases 

in system is crucial for maintaining the integrity of the legal system. It requires a concerted 

efforts from legal professionals, technologists, and policymakers to develop and implement 

practices that uphold the principles of justice and equality in the age of AI.  

D.  Data Privacy and Confidentiality17: 

Data privacy and confidentiality are paramount concerns when digitalizing judiciary or the legal 

 
15 JAMA Dermatol. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2022 Aug 16.Published in final edited form as: JAMA 

Dermatol.2021 Nov 1; 157(11): 1362–1369.  doi: 10.1001/jamadermatol.2021.3129 
16 Solon Barocas and Andrew D Selbst. 2016. Big data’s disparate impact. Calif. L. Rev. 104 (2016), 671. 
17 Murdoch, B. Privacy and artificial intelligence: challenges for protecting health information in a new era. BMC 

Med Ethics 22, 122 (2021). https://doi.org/10.1186/s12910-021-00687-3 
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system as a whole. These concepts pertains to safeguarding sensitive information and ensuring 

that it is not accessed, used, or disclosed without proper authorization. 

Data privacy involves the protection of personal information and the rights of individuals 

regarding the collection, use, and sharing of their data. In the legal context, this encompasses 

various types of sensitive information, including personal identification details, financial 

records, medical history, and legal documents. When digitalizing the legal system, there is a 

risk of unauthorized access or breaches that could lead to exposure of sensitive information. 

This could have serious implications for individual’s privacy rights and may erode trust in the 

legal system. 

Confidentiality is a fundamental principle in the legal profession, ensuring that the 

communications between lawyers and their clients remain privileged and protected. This extend 

to all forms of communications, including written documents, emails and verbal discussions. In 

a digitalized legal system, maintaining confidentiality becomes a complex challenge. Electronic 

communications and document storage systems must be highly secure to prevent unauthorized 

access. Additionally, the use of collaborative tools and cloud based platforms requires robust 

encryption and access controls. 

E.  Legal Personhood Issues18:  

Legal personhood issues in the context of AI refers to the debate surrounding whether AI entities 

should be granted legal rights and responsibilities similar to those of human beings or traditional 

corporate entities. This concept raises complex ethical questions and has significant implication 

for the legal system. If AI systems were granted legal personhood, questions arise regarding 

their ability to make autonomous decisions and bear responsibility for their actions. This 

challenges the traditional notion of agency tied to human beings. Assigning the legal 

personhood to AI introduces the question of who should be held accountable for the actions or 

decisions made by the AI system. Should it be the AI itself, its creators, or the entities utilizing 

it? 

Granting legal personhood to AI entities would entail recognizing certain rights, such as the 

right to own property or enter into contracts. Conversely this could also impose legal duties and 

responsibilities on AI.  

AI system lack the capacity for moral reasoning and ethical judgement that humans possess. 

This raises concerns about whether they can truly understand and uphold legal and ethical 

 
18 Rafael Dean Brown (2021) Property ownership and the legal personhood of artificial intelligence, Information 

& Communications Technology Law, 30:2, 208-234, DOI: 10.1080/13600834.2020.1861714 
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principles. If AI were considered legal persons, they would require legal protection from harm 

or exploitations. This could necessitate the establishment of regulatory frameworks to ensure 

their well-being and rights.  As technology advances, the capabilities and capacities of AI 

entities may grow beyond what was initially envisioned. This could further complicate the 

determination of their legal status and rights. 

Striking a balance between harnessing the benefits of AI and upholding the integrity and values 

of the legal system will require thoughtful considerations, thorough debate, and potentially the 

development of new legal frameworks to address these complexities. 

F.  Intellectual Property Rights Violations19: 

This concern arises due to the potential for AI technologies to inadvertently or deliberately 

infringe upon existing intellectual property rights. AI system particularly those employing 

natural language processing, have the capability to generate written content, including articles, 

reports and even code. If not properly programmed and monitored, these systems may 

inadvertently reproduce copyrighted material without proper attribution or authorization.  

AI tools are increasingly used for patent searches and analysis. While they can greatly enhance 

efficiency, there is a risk of unintentional infringement if the AI system fails to identify and 

properly evaluate existing patents. 

AI systems, particularly those designed for brand management, May inadvertently recommend 

names, logos, or slogans that closely resemble existing trademarks. This could potentially lead 

to trademark infringement issues.  

These challenges can be addressed by ensuring that training data used for AI models is carefully 

curated to avoid including copyrighted materials without proper authorization, establishing 

clear policies for use of AI tools and technologies, including guidelines for respecting 

intellectual property rights, implementing human oversight in conjunction with AI system to 

ensure that generated content and recommendations comply with IPR laws. 

G.  Lack of Accountability20: 

Lack of accountability in the application of AI in the legal field presents a significant hurdle. 

This issue arises from the inherent complexity of AI algorithms, making it challenging to trace 

the responsibility for decisions back to a specific entity. When system operate as a “black 

boxes,” it becomes difficult to discern the reasoning behind their conclusion. This opacity can 

 
19 Mittelstadt, B., Allo, P., Taddeo, M., Wachter, S. and Floridi, L., 2016. The ethics of algorithms: Mapping the 

debate. Big Data & Society, 3(2), p.2053951716679679. 
20Ibid. 
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lead to reduced human oversight, potentially allowing critical legal determinations to be made 

without adequate scrutiny. Moreover, if the data used to train these systems contains biasness, 

those biasness can be perpetuated in their decisions, resulting in unfair outcomes. Determining 

liability in cases of error or malpractice involving AI becomes a complex task, as it raises 

questions about who should be held liable-the developer, the user, or both. Additionally, 

existing legal frameworks may not be equipped to handle the nuances of AI accountability, and 

the rapid evolution of technology may outpace the development of appropriate regulations. 

Addressing these challenges requires a comprehensive approach that encompasses transparent 

model development, rigorous testing, ongoing monitoring, and the establishment of clear legal 

guidelines for emerging technologies such as AI’s role in the legal domain. 

IV. IMPACT OF AI ON URBAN AND RURAL POPULATION: DIGITAL DIVIDE21 

The digitalization of judiciary and integration of technology in the legal field have heralded a 

new era of efficiency and accessibility. While these advancements hold great promise in 

streamlining legal processes, it is crucial to consider their impact on all segments of society, 

including the rural population. Rural communities often face unique challenges in accessing 

legal services, and the introduction of digital technologies has the potential to both alleviate 

some of these barriers and introduce new complexities, examining how it may enhance access 

to justice while also addressing the potential challenges and disparities that could arise. By 

scrutinizing these dynamics, we can work towards a more inclusive and equitable legal system 

that serves the diverse needs of both urban and rural population alike. In the 21st century, 

Artificial Intelligence (AI) has emerged as a transformative force, shaping the socio-economic 

landscape of nations. However, its impact is not uniform, with a stark contrast evident between 

rural and urban populations. Simultaneously, the digitization of the justice delivery system, a 

critical component of governance, faces challenges in ensuring equitable benefits.  

(A) Access to Infrastructure: 

In urban centers, the digital infrastructure is robust and accessible, fostering a seamless 

connection to the digital world. Contrastingly, rural areas grapple with infrastructural 

challenges, including limited internet connectivity, inadequate power supply, and a scarcity of 

devices. The absence of these fundamental elements becomes a significant hurdle in extending 

the benefits of digitalization to rural India. 

(B) Education Disparities: 

 
21 Soomro, K.A., Kale, U., Curtis, R. et al. Digital divide among higher education faculty. Int J Educ Technol High 

Educ 17, 21 (2020). https://doi.org/10.1186/s41239-020-00191-5 
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The digital divide is intricately linked to educational opportunities. Urban areas often boast 

well-equipped schools with digital resources, facilitating technological literacy from an early 

age. Conversely, rural schools face resource constraints, hindering the development of digital 

skills among students. This educational gap perpetuates the cycle of the digital divide, as those 

in urban areas continue to have a head start in navigating the digital landscape. 

(C) Economic Disparities: 

Digital technologies have become indispensable tools for economic participation. Urban 

centers, with their access to online markets, e-commerce, and digital financial services, are at 

the forefront of economic activities. In rural India, limited access to these platforms restrains 

economic growth and widens the economic gap between urban and rural communities. 

(D) Government Initiatives: 

Recognizing the severity of the digital divide, the Indian government has launched various 

initiatives to bridge this gap. Projects such as BharatNet aim to provide rural areas with high-

speed internet connectivity, while Digital India seeks to transform the nation into a digitally 

empowered society. Despite these efforts, challenges persist, and the effectiveness of these 

initiatives varies across regions. 

(E) Technological Awareness: 

Urban areas benefit from a higher level of technological awareness, with individuals being more 

attuned to the latest advancements and digital tools. In contrast, rural populations often lack the 

exposure and awareness needed to harness the full potential of digital technologies. Bridging 

this awareness gap is crucial for ensuring equitable participation in the digital age. 

The digital divide in India between the rural and urban populations is a complex challenge that 

requires a holistic and concerted effort from all stakeholders. While strides have been made in 

improving connectivity and digital literacy, much work remains to be done. Bridging this gap 

is not merely a technological challenge but also a social imperative. As India moves forward, it 

is essential to ensure that the benefits of the digital age reach every corner of the nation, fostering 

inclusive growth and empowering individuals irrespective of their geographical location. The 

journey toward digital equity demands collaboration, innovation, and a commitment to creating 

a connected and empowered India for all. 

https://www.ijlmh.com/
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V. NEED OF REGULATORY FRAMEWORKS IN INDIAN LEGAL SYSTEM TO REGULATE 

AI22 

The global debate surrounding the regulation of AI is multifaceted and nuanced. On one hand, 

proponents argue that regulation is necessary to ensure the ethical and responsible development, 

deployment, and use of AI technologies. They emphasize the potential risks associated with 

unchecked AI systems, including issues relating to privacy, bias, safety, and accountability. 

Without appropriate regulation in place, there is a concern that AI systems could exacerbate 

existing societal inequalities, perpetuate discrimination, and compromise individual rights and 

freedoms. On the other hand, opponents of regulation argue that overly restrictive measures 

could stifle innovation, hinder technological progress, and impede the beneficial applications 

of AI across various sectors. They advocate for a balanced approach that fosters innovation 

while addressing legitimate concerns about AI’s impact on the society. 

 Currently there is no specific laws in India with regard to regulate AI. In fact IT minister 

Ashwini Vaishnaw recently informed Parliament that Centre is not planning to regulate AI or 

set any specific laws in the country. India’s position on regulating AI has swung between 

extremes – from no regulation to regulation based on a “risk-based, no harm” approach. India 

has recognized the importance of Artificial Intelligence (AI) and its potential impact on various 

sectors, including governance, healthcare, education, and industry. The Indian government has 

shown interest in fostering AI development but has been cautious about enacting specific 

regulations. 

A.  Here are some aspects of India's position on regulating AI23: 

Proactive Approach: 

While India has not enacted comprehensive AI-specific legislation, various government 

agencies and bodies, including NITI Aayog, the Ministry of Commerce and Industry, and the 

Telecom Regulatory Authority of India (TRAI), have emphasized the need for a regulatory 

framework. 

Soft Governance Measures: 

Recommendations from NITI Aayog and other agencies have often suggested a soft governance 

approach, emphasizing the need for guidelines and best practices rather than strict regulations. 

 
22 Regulate AI? Here’s What That Might Mean in the US. (2023). Bloomberg.com. [online] 30 Oct. Available at:  

https://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2023-10-30/ai-regulation-what-biden-s-new-rules-might-mean-in- 

the -us#xj4y7vzkg. 
23 Editorial, “ Vaishnaw: India Planning To Regulate AI Platforms” Times of India, May 17, 2023 
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The government has expressed a desire to act as a facilitator for AI development rather than 

imposing rigid controls. 

Existing Laws and Sectorial Regulations: 

Currently, AI usage in India is indirectly governed through existing laws related to intellectual 

property, cyber-security, and data privacy. The government has considered incorporating AI 

regulations into pending bills, such as the Digital Personal Data Protection Bill, 2022, and the 

Digital India bill. 

Wait-and-See Approach: 

As of the information available until early 2022, there has been a certain degree of caution, with 

the government adopting a 'wait-and-see' approach. This approach allows policymakers to 

observe global developments, understand the implications of AI, and formulate regulations 

based on emerging challenges and best practices. 

Economic Considerations: 

India recognizes the potential economic benefits of AI. There is an understanding that the 

responsible development and deployment of AI technologies could contribute significantly to 

economic growth, job creation, and global competitiveness. 

Concerns about Job Displacement: 

Like many other countries, India has concerns about the potential impact of AI on employment, 

particularly in low-skilled sectors. Balancing the advantages of AI with measures to address job 

displacement is likely to be a consideration in regulatory discussions. 

Global Collaboration: 

India has been open to international collaboration and learning from global best practices. Given 

the global nature of AI challenges, there is potential for India to align its regulatory approach 

with international standards. 

Potential for Regulatory Evolution: 

As AI technologies continue to advance, India's regulatory stance may evolve. The government 

might consider a more proactive approach in the future, especially as AI applications become 

more widespread across various industries. 

The need for AI regulation is increasingly recognized as essential in light of numerous 

shortcomings and incidents that have highlighted the potential dangers of unregulated AI 

systems in the country. Without appropriate regulation, there is a risk of these incidents 
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becoming more frequent and severe, undermining public trust in AI technologies and hindering 

their widespread adoption. Therefore, implementing comprehensive regulations for AI is 

imperative to mitigate risks, protect individual’s rights which is the duty of the state, and foster 

the responsible development and deployment of AI technologies in the society. The debate on 

whether to regulate AI or not is multifaceted and involves various perspectives, reflecting the 

complexity and rapid development of artificial intelligence. 

B. Here are some key reasons behind the ongoing debate: 

Pace of Innovation: 

AI technologies are evolving rapidly, and regulations might struggle to keep up with the pace 

of innovation. Some argue that overly restrictive regulations could stifle technological 

advancements and hinder the development of beneficial applications. 

Potential Benefits vs. Risks: 

 There is a recognition of the potential benefits that AI can bring, such as improved efficiency, 

enhanced decision-making, and economic growth. However, there are also concerns about the 

risks associated with AI, including job displacement, ethical considerations, bias, and privacy 

issues. 

Ethical and Moral Considerations: 

The development and use of AI raise ethical and moral questions. Debates often center on the 

issues like algorithmic bias, accountability for AI decisions, the impact on human dignity, and 

the potential misuse of AI in areas such as surveillance or autonomous weaponry. 

Industry Self-Regulation: 

Some argue that the industry should regulate itself through best practices, ethical guidelines, 

and voluntary standards. This approach emphasizes the importance of allowing innovation to 

flourish without imposing restrictive government regulations. 

Global Competitiveness: 

Concerns about global competitiveness play a role in the debate. Some argue that overly 

stringent regulations in one country may put it at a disadvantage compared to others with more 

permissive regulatory environments. 

Lack of Consensus on Standards: 

There is a lack of global consensus on AI standards and regulations. Different countries may 

have varying approaches and priorities, making it challenging to establish unified international 
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regulations. 

Unintended Consequences: 

Regulations can have unintended consequences, and there is a fear that overly restrictive 

measures might hinder the development of beneficial AI applications, particularly in fields like 

healthcare, education, and scientific research. 

Public Awareness and Understanding: 

The general public may have limited awareness and understanding of AI, leading to challenges 

in formulating regulations that effectively address concerns while supporting innovation. 

Adaptability of Existing Laws: 

Some argue that existing laws and regulations, such as those related to privacy, consumer 

protection, and anti-discrimination, May already cover many aspects of AI use. The question 

then becomes whether new, specialized AI regulations are necessary. 

Balancing Regulation with Innovation: 

Striking the right balance between regulating AI to address potential harms and allowing 

innovation to flourish is a central challenge. Policymakers need to find ways to ensure 

responsible AI development without stifling progress. 

The debate reflects a delicate balance between fostering innovation and addressing the ethical, 

societal, and economic challenges posed by AI. It underscores the need for thoughtful and 

adaptive regulatory frameworks that consider the rapidly evolving nature of AI technologies.  

These are the crucial points that shows current status of Artificial Intelligence (AI) regulation 

in India and emphasizes the need for the development of a comprehensive regulatory 

framework. It contrasts India's approach, where the government has expressed hesitancy in 

enacting specific legislation for AI, with other countries like the European Union, the USA, and 

Singapore, which have taken steps to regulate AI development. 

C. Indian Perspective24: 

The Indian government, as of April 2023, has not shown interest in enacting legislation to 

regulate AI. 

Various agencies, including NITI AYOG, the Ministry of Commerce and Industry, and the 

Telecom Regulatory Authority of India, have recommended the establishment of a regulatory 

 
24 Editorial, “ Government Not Considering Regulating AI Growth” The Times Of India, April 5,2023 

https://www.ijlmh.com/
https://www.ijlmh.com/


 
2597 International Journal of Law Management & Humanities [Vol. 7 Iss 1; 2583] 
 

© 2024. International Journal of Law Management & Humanities   [ISSN 2581-5369] 

framework for AI. 

The current regulation indirectly governs AI through existing statutes on intellectual property, 

cyber-security, and data privacy. 

Pending bills such as the Digital Personal Data Protection Bill, 2022, and the Digital India bill 

aim to regulate AI through sectorial laws. 

D. EU AI Act25: 

The European Union has enacted the EU Artificial Intelligence Act, which aims to strengthen 

Europe's position in AI and ensure that AI respects European values and rules. 

The legislation classifies AI systems into four tiers based on the level of risk, with 

corresponding checks and balances for each tier. 

The Act mandates transparency obligations, disclosure of data usage, and accountability for 

high-risk AI systems. 

It focuses on a human-centric approach to increase trust in AI but has drawbacks, including a 

broad definition of AI and potential bureaucratic hurdles for MSMEs. 

E. The Way Forward for India: 

Indian government needs to adopt a proactive stance on AI regulation. 

There is a recognition of the potential economic benefits of AI, with an estimated $500 billion 

addition to India's GDP by 2025. 

The regulatory framework should address concerns such as data privacy, algorithmic bias, and 

accountability. 

Unlike the European regulation, there is a call for regulations to also focus on the downstream 

use of AI, ensuring separate accountability for users. 

A comprehensive and clear regulatory framework that considers the evolving nature of AI and 

avoids excessive bureaucracy. 

VI. CONCLUSION 

Regulating AI through comprehensive laws is considered essential for several reasons, 

recognizing the unique challenges and potential risks associated with the development and 

deployment of artificial intelligence. Here are some key reasons for the need to regulate AI 

 
25 EU AI Act: first regulation on artificial intelligence, available at, https://artificialintelligenceact.eu/ ( Visited on 

Feb 18, 2024) 
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through comprehensive laws: 

Ethical Concerns: AI systems can impact human lives in various ways, from decision-making 

processes to employment and privacy. Comprehensive laws help ensure that AI applications 

adhere to ethical standards, protecting fundamental rights such as non-discrimination, freedom 

of expression, human dignity, and privacy. 

Accountability and Liability: Clear regulations establish accountability and liability 

frameworks. In the event of AI-related harms or errors, comprehensive laws help determine 

responsibility, whether it's the developers, operators, or users of AI systems. This encourages 

responsible AI development and usage. 

Privacy Protection: AI often involves the collection and analysis of vast amounts of personal 

data. Robust regulations ensure that AI applications comply with privacy standards, preventing 

unauthorized access, use, or disclosure of sensitive information. 

Algorithmic Bias and Fairness: AI systems can inadvertently perpetuate biases present in 

training data, leading to unfair or discriminatory outcomes. Comprehensive laws address issues 

related to algorithmic bias, requiring developers to mitigate biases and promote fairness in AI 

systems. 

Transparency and Explain ability: Regulations can mandate transparency and explain ability 

in AI systems, ensuring that users and stakeholders can understand how AI decisions are made. 

This fosters trust and accountability, particularly in high-stakes applications such as healthcare, 

finance, and criminal justice. 

Consumer Protection: Comprehensive laws protect consumers from deceptive or harmful AI 

practices. This includes ensuring that AI-driven products and services meet safety standards and 

do not engage in misleading advertising or fraudulent activities. 

National Security: AI has implications for national security, especially in critical sectors such 

as defense and infrastructure. Regulations can help safeguard national interests by setting 

guidelines for responsible AI development and usage in these areas. 

Global Standards and Competitiveness: Implementing comprehensive AI regulations aligns 

a country with global standards, fostering international collaboration and ensuring 

interoperability. It also enhances the competitiveness of businesses in the global market by 

providing a clear regulatory framework. 

Job Displacement and Workforce Impact: As AI technologies advance, there may be 

concerns about job displacement and impacts on the workforce. Regulations can address these 

https://www.ijlmh.com/
https://www.ijlmh.com/


 
2599 International Journal of Law Management & Humanities [Vol. 7 Iss 1; 2583] 
 

© 2024. International Journal of Law Management & Humanities   [ISSN 2581-5369] 

issues by encouraging policies that support reskilling, up skilling, and the responsible 

integration of AI into the workforce. 

Public Trust and Acceptance: Clear and comprehensive regulations contribute to building 

public trust in AI technologies. When individuals are confident that AI is governed by ethical 

and legal standards, they are more likely to accept and adopt these technologies. 

In summary, comprehensive laws and regulations are essential to harness the benefits of AI 

while mitigating potential risks, ensuring responsible development, and safeguarding the rights 

and well-being of individuals and society as a whole. 

Although AI might have some unintended consequences for the profession AI will make the 

law profession better, and the question of getting rid of lawyers is just an imagination26. 

Recently Supreme Court of India has signed MoU with IIT Madras for collaborating on using 

Artificial Intelligence and emerging technology for transcription tools, summarization of page 

transcripts, translation tools, and exclusive streaming platforms for court trials, process 

automation and large language models. As per CJI technology is not a matter of choice anymore 

and is very much part of legal system27. 

In conclusion, the ethical challenges surrounding the digitalization of judiciary and the 

integration of emerging technologies like AI in the legal domain are of paramount importance. 

Issues such as preserving individual rights, ensuring transparency, and maintaining 

accountability must be carefully considered. Striking the right balance between leveraging 

technological advancements for efficiency and upholding the principles of fairness and justice 

is imperative. It is incumbent upon legal institutions, policymakers, and technologist to work 

collaboratively in establishing robust ethical frameworks that guide the responsible 

implementation of these technologies. By doing so, we can harness the potential of digitalization 

and emerging technology to enhance the legal system, ultimately leading to a more equitable 

and effective administration of justice.  

***** 

 
26 Interview with Sundar Pichai, Google CEO, The Verge, May 12, 2023 
27 Live Law, available at: https://www.livelaw.in/tags/iit-madras (Visited on Feb 18, 2024) 
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