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Abstract	  

The main focus of this paper is to explore how artificial intelligence (AI) can be used to support 

the work of legal professionals, firms, courts and ensure a better quality of justice, while 

maintaining and respecting fundamental principles, universal norms and values. It also unpacked 

an ethical framework for use of AI-enabled systems; highlighted challenges, recommendations 

and the ethical values that should guide the use and application of artificial intelligence in 

judicial systems.  
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Introduction 

The legal sector globally is faced with massive workload, volume of information and data (both 

structured and unstructured) daily. This quantum of data that require critical and intensive 

analysis to aid a fair and balance decision-making within the justice system continued to 

occupied a great part of the judiciary time, which impact negatively on their performance and 

timely delivery.  Therefore, use of Information and Communication Technologies (ICT) tools as 

a 21st century enhancer and succor to handle and process mundane tasks within the judiciary 

system will definitely improve efficiency, timely delivery, instant informed decision-making 
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based on sieved facts, enhance advance research process and as a multiplying effects. It would 

also eliminate or reduce tension and stress on the part of the judicial personnel, that could 

directly or indirectly make them psychologically balance at all times, which also promote good 

health of the personnel.  

In this present modern democracy and technology age, we presume that the legal system passes 

judgment and sentences people with absolute fairness and accuracy. To make sure that this is the 

case, we can now leverage on artificial intelligence (AI) for support and enablement. Thanks to 

advances in AI, judges and justices can use exclusive and special AI-enabled tools to help them 

in making succinct decisions with almost 100% accuracy, free of any human bias. 

 AI as an ICT tool has immeasurable expansive potential to be used for judicial, social good and 

achievement of the Sustainable Development Goals number 16 (SDG_16). However, as it is 

being used to solve many of humanity’s most censorious critical social issues, its use is also 

raising concerns in terms of infringement of human rights like the right to freedom of expression, 

right to privacy, data protection, and non-discrimination. Despite these, AI-enabled technologies 

offer considerable extensive vital opportunities if they are developed purposefully in respect of 

universal norms, ethics and standards; and if they are tied or anchored in values based on human 

rights and rule of Law (UNESCO, 2019)1.  

Judiciaries, prosecution services and other domain specific legal bodies around the world are 

exploring the use of AI in judicial systems. For example, in the criminal justice field, the use of 

AI-enabled systems for providing investigative assistance and automating decision-making 

processes is already in place in many judicial systems across the world. Considering rapid 

developments in this field, the challenges and opportunities related to harnessing AI in judicial 

systems and their implications for human rights and the rule of law must form part of discussions 

among stakeholders from the legal ecosystem.  

Therefore, This paper succinctly X-rayed how can artificial intelligence be use in the domain of 

justice system, what are the down side for using it, and best practices for acceptable use in 

administration of justice for standards of fair procedure.   

 

																																																												
1	https://en.unesco.org/artificial-intelligence/mooc-judges		
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What Artificial Intelligence (AI) Is 

AI can simply be referred to as a system or machine that operates or behave intelligently like a 

human (McCarthy, 1989).  Therefore, artificial intelligence system has the capability and ability 

to solve problems logically, creatively, consistently, to discover rules or patterns in unorganised 

data sets, to adapt flexibly to new situations, to learn independently without being directed, to 

reason abstractly, to correlate facts precisely, etc. 

Artificial Intelligence (AI) is often considered as game changer and a remedy or an antidote to 

human problem complexities (McKamey,	 2017). Artificial intelligent systems usual have a 

knowledge base (knowledge database) or knowledge engine that powered the intelligence of the 

AI. In another words, the AI-enabled system depend on the knowledge embedded in its from 

human knowledge, therefore, there is no AI without human intelligence as shown in figure 1 

below. 

	
Figure	1:	AI	mimic	human	intelligence	(no	AI	without	human	intelligence):	Source2	
 

Artificial Intelligence in Our Daily Lives 

As part of the present global digital disruption and transformation catalysts, the artificial 

intelligence is one of ICT artifacts that is impacting our daily lives in a positive manner, which is 

also enhancing and taking part in our daily activities, issues; for instance, reminding us for 

meetings, guide us through unknown destinations, suggesting articles & news of our interest, 

forecasting weather, diagnosing our cars, etc. Therefore, in the near future, its impact is likely to 

spread across entire human activities (judicial sector inclusive), and it has the potential to 

immensely change or modify the way human interacts not solely with the digital world or 

cyberspace but also with one another. 
																																																												
2	https://corporatefinanceinstitute.com/resources/knowledge/other/artificial-intelligence-ai/		
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AI in the Legal Domain  

AI as a smart system, it has the ability to assist and help individuals, litigants and judges to 

organised information in a given defined formats or patterns and can also make suggestions or 

advice based on available information. Therefore, it is highly recommended and important for 

judges to understand how AI-enabled systems works so as to make adequate use of the systems 

to improve courts performance and efficiency (Reiling, 2020). 

It has been a controversy that computer systems, especially artificial intelligence systems are 

gradually taking over or replacing people in work places; but however, there is no computer 

system without a human being and also ‘an AI system is never intelligent without human 

intelligence to serve its knowledge engine’. Therefore, AI can only enhance or complement 

human’s efforts in achieving tasks, thus, use of AI only enhance and ensure that individuals 

concentrate on highly intuitive tasks while AI-based systems can handle routine and lesser 

cognitive activities. A similar example here is used of AI by ‘Google Search’ most especially the 

Google Scholar; the embedded AI helps researchers in finding and organising materials quickly 

and easily, which make research much easier and reduces a lot of burden on the researchers but it 

can never conduct the entire research work (Jones, 2016).   

AI systems can be used in different ways to solve different kinds of challenges, and these also 

include courts activities and procedures. AI system unlike humans has the ability to make courts 

procedures fairer, it does not get tired and importantly does not depend on energy from glucose 

to operate or function. Here are some ways AI system can be used in the legal domain: 

1. Court Case Information Organisation – AI system can be used to recognised patterns 

in text documents and files when sorting large amounts of cases, or in complex cases that 

contain a lot of information. For example, a machine learning AI system called 

eDiscovery is used in USA to investigate electronic information for discovery before the 

start of a court procedure. The e-Discovery has the ability to extract relevant information 

from a large amount of data; however, the judge assesses and confirms the information. 

This method or process of using AI for document investigation is faster, more accurate 

than manual process and is well accepted and recognised by courts in USA and UK	

2. Due Diligence – AI-enabled systems and tools can be helpful and time effective if 

appropriately used to review contracts and conduct legal researches 	
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3. Advisory AI - An AI-enabled system can analysed information, provide an answer to a 

question and advice on a decision to be taken, though the user decides whether to act on 

the advice or not. This can be useful to judges and potential parties to a court case who 

are seeking for a solution to their case; thus, it can prevent disputes or court cases by 

helping parties resolve problems between themselves. This type of AI is called ‘Advisory 

AI’ with potentials that can be useful to legal professionals and law firms. The Civil 

Resolution Tribunal (CRT) of British Columbia and Canada have adopted and are using 

the Advisory AI to deal with disputes relating to strata and subsidised housing, while a 

District court of East Brabant in the Netherlands is collaborating with Universities to 

explore the possibilities of using AI for traffic violation cases with the sole aim of 

developing a tool that can support judges in preparing and deciding such cases.  

4. Court Case Prediction – Currently, there are many artificial intelligence and or machine 

learning (AIML) applications under experimentation for prediction of court cases 

decision and this has attracted a lot of attention, interest and rises discussion amongst 

experts and stakeholders across the globe.  Though at the moment, the outcomes of the 

prediction look more like a weather forecast than an established fact to decide a case. 

Therefore, court proceedings may risk having an unpredictable outcome as the case 

becomes more complex with more information and more issues. In the United States, 

various AI-enabled prediction tools are offered commercially. Also, a group of academics 

in America has designed and tested an AI-enabled application that claims to be able to 

predict the outcome of a case at the Supreme Court of the United States with an accuracy 

of 70.2%, and the acceptance voting behaviour of individual judges is with 71.9% 

accuracy (Ulenaers, 2020). Similarly, there is an AI application that claims to be able to 

predict the decisions of European Court of Human Rights, specifically, it predict whether 

or not in a given case the court will rule that a particular provision of the European 

Convention on Human Rights has been violated (Aletras, et al, 2016). It is important to 

note that this AI depend and relied on previous judgments’ information to work; that is, 

what it processes is the result of a huge complexity reduction steps and they assert that 

this AI has 79% accuracy (Aletras, et al, 2016). This is on the basis that the results 

indicate that the facts of a case, as presented by the Court, is the strongest indicator of the 

outcome of the case (Zlătescu & Zlătescu, 2019). Hence, this AI is considered a ‘useful 
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aid’ for judges because it can recognize patterns in text documents, and be able to smartly 

quickly identify which direction a judgment could take. Another practical example is use 

of AI-enabled system in United States to predict recidivism (the tendency of a convicted 

criminal to reoffend) in criminal cases. This can help criminal judges in making decisions 

on pre-trial detention, sentencing or early release. Also, the U.S. Correctional Offender 

Management Profiling for Alternative Sanctions (COMPAS) maintained that AI-enabled 

system help them reduce the number of people detained because the AI-enabled 

application make the assessment of the recidivism risk more objective (Hillman, 2019). It 

is well known and on notice that the AI-enabled application has its flaws, considering it 

reliability on past cases records; thus, it is observed that the AI systematically 

overestimates recidivism among African American defendants compared to Caucasian 

Americans (Hao, 2019). Another example of a predictive AI-enabled system was 

developed in U.S. called Ravel aimed to analyse trends in judgments, courts, and judges’ 

profiles (Reiling, 2020). Therefore, an AI-enabled system or solutions can support and 

help predicts the possible outcome of the cases being adjudicated before the Court of 

Law.	

5. Legal Analytics – AI-enabled systems can provide data points from past case laws, and 

also provides judgments and precedent law to be used by lawyers in their present cases.	

6. Automation of Documentation – An ICT solution that is AI-powered can help in 

submitting documents that could be incorporated into legal documents in just minutes.  	

7. Intellectual Property – An AI-powered tools or solutions can support and help in 

providing insights into the intellectual property (IP) portfolios, that is, search and 

registration of a trademark, Patent, Copyrights etc.	

8. e-Billing – An AI-enabled legal solution can support and help the lawyer and Firms in 

preparing the invoices as per the work done by them. It ensures accurate billing for the 

work done by a lawyer; thus, both the lawyers and clients are being helped.	

In our context, the Nigerian judicial system has seen very little or no innovation in terms of 

technology, and lawyers these days remain comfortable, relying on old methods and solutions 

that were designed many years ago instead of embracing and having strong affinity for emerging 

technologies, tools, methods and solutions. It is a possibility to say that AI-enabled systems can 
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play a vital and big part in transforming the way our judiciary operates and how the law is being 

looked at in our nation. 

It is a fact that AI-enabled systems has the potentials to transformed or changed our legal system 

in many areas including legal research activities because presently, to get legal research perfectly 

done requires a huge number of man-hours and this negatively impact on or reduces the profit-

making ability of our law firms. Also, the justice system is quite enormous, vast, expansive and 

dynamic so leveraging on the power of AI will enhanced, support and help lawyers, judges, 

justices, etc., to get immediate insight into the legal domain within seconds, making the quality 

of legal research uniform across the nation, even global. As maintained before, AI-based systems 

are important to our judicial system because it can promptly provide lawyers with highly 

efficient, reliable, and advanced tools to better advise clients or litigants.  

 Based on the advantages and possible opportunities while using AI-enabled systems in the legal 

domain, I recommend the introduction of next-generation legal research platforms that can 

support and help law firms in their operations to go beyond simple, keyboard-based research; 

thereby making the process less time-consuming. For the future of our legal system, legal 

startups should be encouraged to establish and own AI research labs. 

Future of Law Firms 

Globally, the legal system had witnessed serious growth in terms of competition; and it is crucial 

for our law firms to understand the opportunities this competition comes with; thereby realising 

client requirements and positively embracing the advancements in ICT to guard their position in 

the industry and support their future delivery. It is important to note that those who intentionally 

or not, that flip a blind eye to these global trends and digital disruption would sadly be obsolete 

in no distant future. 

Considering the recent past trends, it is obvious and cleared that law firms of the future would 

apparently be different from what we are witnessing and seeing now. Below are some expected 

attributes or features of future law firms. 

1. Innovative Service Provision – It is expected that in the near future, the many and way 

legal clients are serviced and treated would radically and considerably changed in the 

future. The law firms are expected to approach their clients with some creative, 
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innovative, smart ideas; more authentic and economically legal services for them to 

remain relevant in the industry. It is unconfirmed that in Nigeria nowadays, law firms 

billed their services based on the time taken to produce the services (i.e., they used 

billable hour metrics), however, this billing model would go obsolete in the future. For 

them to service their clients better, they would need to innovate ways to modify their 

pricing strategies and probably used a Performance-Based Pricing Strategy (PBPS). The 

PBPS model is expected to be client-friendly, as client shall only pay once they realise or 

achieve targets; and it would go a long way to strengthen the professional relations 

between the clients and Law Firms.	

2. Use of Technology as a Panacea for Growth – Currently, we have learned and noticed 

a significant development of AI-enabled solutions and tools targeted at changing the legal 

domain to be client-friendly and more effective. However, the future Law Firms would 

not only adopt these technologies but will also work closely in synergies with various 

tech experts and companies to build AI-enabled solutions that could further improve the 

legal system. 	

3. Focus on Brand Value - Law Firms are expected to do a deep dive into or concentrate 

seriously on creating and maintaining their unique brands in the future; by relying on AI-

enabled legal solutions, tools, platforms, and sound tech-savvy lawyers with cross border 

reputation and affiliations.	

4. Focus On Higher Profits Instead of Revenue – From a layperson perspective, today the 

focus has been on increasing revenue while the quest and demand for legal services is 

almost stagnant, making revenue generation very hard and difficult. In the future, the law 

firms are expected to focus on higher profits and margins. 	

 

Ethical Framework for Using AI in Justice Administration  

In this 21st century, AI is playing vital roles with strong impact on our daily lives. As maintained 

above, Artificial Intelligence (AI) is a wonderful, very powerful and growing reservoiur of 

affordances and capabilities that can be leveraged on to tackle limitless and boundless number of 

challenges, complications or problems in all human endeavours; that is, in aerodynamics, 

biotechnologies, cybersecurity, smart cities, health care, justice administration, agriculture, etc. 



	 9	

Despite these beautiful capabilities of the AI system, the downsides of the system have been 

point outs above. Though, it is worth noting that ICT artifacts are one thing, but how we can and 

should use them in our lives is another thing. Therefore, considering the value-added advantages 

of AI-enabled systems in our lives, it is inevitable to have an applicable ethical framework or 

principles for the adoption of socially beneficial AI that would ensure effective use; which its 

effects will be advantageous, favourable and felt by humans. This required developing AI 

policies, regulations, technical standards and business best practices that are environmentally 

sustainable and socially preferable for human use in our planet.  

To ensure ethical use of AI especially in justice administration, outline here are some ethical 

principles that should be a framework or guide the use process. It could be observed therein that 

these principles actually overlapped, hence handling them separately in a systematic way could 

be problematic.  

Ø Human Autonomy - AI must protect and enhance our autonomy and ability to take 

decisions and choose between alternatives at any time.  

Ø Fundamental Human Rights - It is highly recommended that the design and 

implementation of AI systems, services and tools should embed, adhere to, comply with, 

compatible with and respect fundamental human rights such as privacy, equal treatment 

and fair trial for it to be successfully useable for justice administration. In summary, AI-

enabled systems must the beneficial to humanity; and it is important to stress and 

emphasised that AI must promote well-being, preserve dignity, and sustain our dear 

planet. 

Ø Provision of Equal Treatment – For any AI-enabled system or application to be used 

for justice administration, it should explicitly avoid any form of prejudice, bias, bigotry, 

discrimination or sectarianism between individuals and or groups of individuals. The 

above example of ‘COMPAS’ shows that discrimination and unjustified distinction 

between individuals and groups, is a serious risk to AI use. Sometimes the AI algorithm, 

data or both embeds the prejudice or discrimination; therefore, a heuristic test, 

verification and confirmation of such are strongly recommended before use. Use of AI 

must promote prosperity and solidarity, in a fight against inequality, discrimination, and 

unfairness. 
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Ø Data Security – It is recommended that when processing judicial decisions and data, 

certified sources and data that cannot be altered (secured) should be used, with models 

that are multidisciplinary in design, in a secure technological environment.  

Ø AI Operational Transparency and Accountability – AI operational transparency is 

highly recommended for useful application in justice administration. That is, the data 

processing methods should be made transparent and comprehensible, and external audits 

should be encouraged and allowed. The user of an AI algorithm must make public the 

choices made, and the data and assumptions embedded, in a complete, timely and 

appropriate manner so that these choices, data and assumptions are accessible to third 

parties. Such full timely and appropriate disclosure should make it feasible and possible 

to assess the choices made, the data, reasoning and assumptions used. So as to ensure 

effective legal protection against decisions based on those choices, data, reasoning and 

assumptions; with the possibility of judicial review by the courts. Presently, this is now a 

consistent case law in the Netherlands courts. We cannot achieve all this unless we have 

AI-enabled systems that are understandable in terms of how they work (transparency) and 

explainable in terms of how and why they reach the conclusions they do (accountability). 

Ø User’s Control - AI must be our servant not our master, this means that the AI system 

should be under the user’s control not the other way round. The AI algorithm may not be 

used as a prescription, i.e., the computer does not prescribe anything and cannot decide 

by itself. Users must know and understand what the AI does, and the users must be in 

control of the choices they make. This means that users must be able to deviate from the 

outcome of the AI without difficulty. In the Netherlands, the Council of State 

recommended that the principles of good governance, and in particular the principle of a 

reasoned decision and the due diligence principle, should be interpreted more strictly in 

the context of digitization (Reiling, 2020). This means that a decision must explain, 

which decision rules (algorithms) have been used and which data have been copied from 

other administrative bodies. This will strengthen the position of citizens in automated and 

chain decision-making; in the phase of objection to automated decisions, customized and 

human reconsideration is recommended. 

We must ensure that ethics is an enabling force, not something used to bypass the law or dilute 

the positive impact of nascent AI-enabled applications. We need all the capabilities we can 
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marshal or muster to tackle global challenges, including inequality, fundamentalism, populism, 

and global warming. AI can be a powerful ally in the fight for a better world, but to retain public 

trust in deploying it we must get its ethics right. 

Requirements for AI Usefulness in Legal Domain 

The above framework has provided ethical principles and guidelines as bases that set standard 

for a proper procedure for using AI in justice administration. This requires among other things, a 

transparent and accountable procedure, and equality of the parties to the proceedings, respect for 

fundamental human rights, and also a well-founded judgment. Outlines are needed requirements 

or conditions to ensure useful deployment of AI-enabled systems for beneficial use in our 

judicial system. 

(i) For effective use of AI-enabled systems to process legal information, the legal 

information must first be made machine process-able. Legal information such as court 

decisions should be made machine process-able before publication with textual 

readability, document structures, identification codes and metadata all available.	

(ii) For an AI system to be able to process and understand legal information, such 

information needs to be enriched, that is, structured and provided with legal meaning. 

This structuring and meaning must be added to judgments (text documents) after they 

have been written. Adding legal meaning in the form of structured terminology and 

defined relationships will further increase the effectiveness of AI in the court process.	

(iii) Incorrect data such as legally incorrect decisions affects the correctness and quality of AI 

result; therefore, there is need for text recognition with natural language processing to 

recognised patterns and determine the text-driven behavour of layers and judges from an 

external perspective.	

(iv)   AI needs enough data (big data) in order to work; however, very few jurisdictions will 

be able to provide many decisions on exactly the same issue. Also, judgments often 

contain decisions on many issues, procedural as well as substantive. 	

(v) AI system should be able to explain how it got or arrived on its result. This can be an 

explanation of the processing process, but also a substantive explanation is required. AI 

should be technically capable of the kind of explanation that we now ask from humans. 	

(vi) Judiciaries must digitise their information and provide legal interpretation. 	



	 12	

(vii) Judges and others who should work with AI-enabled systems must understand 

how the AI works because human control is required in all phases of AI operations. 	

(viii) Human users need to determine what the AI has to do, how it is measured and 

evaluated. There has to be continuous testing to ascertain that the AI is still doing what it 

should, the system has to be designed in such a way that it can be easily and robustly 

adjusted, and continuous auditing is necessary	

(ix) The AI-enabled systems have to be certified by an expert independent of the operator; 

with an external audit, the judiciary can be more transparent and that will generate more 

trust than just an internal audit.	

(x) Use of AI-enabled systems for judicial administration must be carried out in compliance 

with the fundamental rights of citizens as defined by appropriate regulations, policies, 

e.g. the Nigerian constitution and Nigeria Data Protection Regulation (NDPR) of 2019.  	

  

AI as Enhancer NOT Replacer 

The present disruptive nature of ICT solutions, services and tools has prompted some 

professionals in different sectors to wondered whether this disruption will enhance their jobs 

delivery or take away the jobs from them. The lawyers are not exceptional to this careful 

pondering. This led to burning question among the lawyers that whether the use of Artificial 

Intelligence in legal system would replace the lawyers and legal analysts or it would enhance the 

efficiency and productivity of Lawyers and Law Firms. 

Globally, the legal system has witnessed the use of several ICT solutions and services to impact 

and improved the performance and efficiency of lawyers in terms of contract analysis, trademark 

search, decision making, legal research, case filing and documentation, etc. Despite this level of 

ICT (AI-enabled solutions inclusive) usage in legal domain, none of them and in no way even 

upcoming solutions and tools would aim at taking over jobs or replacing lawyers, judges or 

justices. On the contrary, the digital transformation and disruption including AI-enabled 

innovations target improving the quality, accuracy, competency, authenticity, efficiency and ease 

of tasks delivery by professionals in their domains, which would make them results oriented. 

Therefore, an appropriate fusion, union, or blend of artificial intelligence and law will innovate 

and witness immense development in the near future. 
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Challenges  

Despite all the potentials, advantages and the benefits of using AI-enabled systems for justice 

administration, there are some underpinning challenges that need to be address to ensure a 

balance and fair usage of these ICT tools within the legal domain. Below are some of these 

challenges. 

c. Lack of absolute compliance with fundamental ethical values in the design and 

implementation of many AI-enabled systems	

d. Biased decisions taken by AI-enabled systems and application of the decision without 

human inference	

e. Biased data sets that powered the AI-enabled systems	

f. Lack of requisites skills by legal personnel to use AI-enabled systems with confident for 

justice administration 	

g. Lack of interdisciplinary collaboration between the legal and ICT professionals to create 

a conducive mutual environment that would enforce appropriate design, implementation 

and adoption of AI-enabled systems for the administration of justice.	

Recommendations 

To mitigate the aforementioned challenges, the following recommendations are made to promote 

positive use of AI-enabled systems that could enhance and improve quality, reliability, 

efficiency, and performance of the legal sector. 

1. It is highly recommended that the design and implementation of any AI-enabled systems 

main for judiciary system must embeds and comply with fundamental ethical values as 

defined by the using nation’s constitution, data protection regulation, or otherwise. 	

2. Any biased decisions reached by AI-enabled systems are often results of ‘garbage-in 

garbage-out' mistakes or intentional ‘garbage-in’ by the data set providers to power the 

AI-enabled systems. Hence, it is recommended that the personnel who should handle the 

data sets must be persons with proving integrity.  	

3. The judges and justices have the legal right to accept or reject any decision made by the 

AI-enabled systems for fair hearing. Therefore, it is important for such professionals to 
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know how these tools operates so that they can control the tools instead of the AI systems 

acting as master. 	

4. A continuous collaboration between the legal and ICT experts is a necessity as a means 

of leveraging on the affordances of artificial intelligence for improved justice 

administration in the future. This will deeply promote and seamlessly enhance the 

expected transformation in the legal sector.	

5. There should be a national legislation or regulation on use of AI-enabled systems, 

robotics, Internet of Things (IoT), etc., in legal and other domains with the aim of 

ensuring fair use and dependent on these artifacts for national development and cohesion.   	

6. Provision of contemporary and standards infrastructure that would power and support the 

adoption and usage of these ICT artifacts is inevitable and strongly recommended.	

Conclusions 

Information and Communication Technologies (ICT) tools has continued to reshape and 

revolutionised the way humans handle daily tasks. These 21st century tools can serve as enhancer 

and succor to handle and process mundane tasks within the judiciary system to improve 

efficiency, timely delivery, and instant informed decision-making based on sieved facts. Also, 

they can support advance research process and as a multiplying effects, it would also eliminate or 

reduce tension and stress on the part of the judicial personnel. However, there is a wrong 

perception of these artifacts among lawyers and Law Firms that AI-enabled systems are serious 

threat to their tomorrow or existence, that is, AI-enabled systems are going to replace Lawyers. 

But evidence from other sectors and verticals such as e-commerce, healthcare and accounting is 

obvious and explicit that AI-based systems will only enable lawyers and law firms to do more 

with less, to become far more productive than their predecessors. 

As optimists, we strongly hope that the ICT firms driving AI systems will embrace existing laws 

and regulations, good ethical practices in everything they design, and work collaboratively with 

the legal industry to ensure that their designs and algorithms embeds existing regulatory 

concepts. For instance, those ones covered in the European General Data Protection Regulation 

(GDPR) and the Nigeria Data Protection Regulation (NDPR 2019); and expand their scope to 

cover the above outlined ethical framework or principles at a minimum, ensuring that new AI 

systems consider ethics from the start. Therefore, AI will play vital roles in the advancement and 
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future of justice administration, whereby professionals' burden on the legal experts would 

drastically reduce, makes their operations smarter and user-friendly. 
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