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The integration of Artificial Intelligence (Al) into the legal pro-
fession has accelerated in recent decades, reshaping both the
teaching and practice of law. This article explores the historical
development of Al in the legal sector, its growing role in legal edu-
cation, international best practices in Al-assisted teaching, and its
transformative impact on legal research. By examining Al's pro-
gression from early expert systems to advanced machine learning
and natural language processing tools, the study demonstrates
how Al aids in personalized learning, efficient case analysis, and
predictive analytics. However, the article also addresses the ma-
jor challenges posed by Al's increasing influence, including ethical
concerns, bias, data privacy, and skill gaps. It concludes by em-
phasizing the need for careful, ethically grounded, and strategi-
cally planned integration of Al into legal education and research,
ensuring that technological innovations serve the overarching
goals of justice and professional integrity.

NLP - Natural Language Processing
GDPR - General Data Protection Regulation
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INTRODUCTION

The legal profession is experiencing a paradigm
shift driven by rapid technological advancements.
Traditionally, legal work has relied on human ex-
pertise for tasks such as drafting briefs, conduct-
ing in-depth legal research, and analyzing complex
cases. Over the past two decades, however, the ad-
vent of Al has introduced powerful new tools that
augment human capabilities. Innovations in ma-
chine learning (ML), natural language processing
(NLP), and predictive analytics are fundamentally
altering how lawyers work and how law students
learn.

In this evolving landscape, legal education can-
not remain static. Law schools must prepare fu-
ture lawyers not only to interpret and apply legal
rules but also to engage effectively with emerging
technologies. Al-assisted legal research platforms,
intelligent tutoring systems, and automated con-
tract review tools are becoming standard in top
law firms and legal departments.? Incorporating
these technologies into the curriculum helps new
graduates develop the technical literacy and criti-
cal thinking skills necessary for a data-driven legal
marketplace.

At the same time, the adoption of Al in legal
contexts raises significant ethical, regulatory, and
pedagogical questions. Issues such as algorith-
mic bias, privacy breaches, explainability, and the
redefinition of professional roles require careful
consideration.® This article offers a comprehensive
analysis of Al's historical role in law, its integra-
tion into legal education, best practices from vari-
ous jurisdictions, and its impact on legal research.
The discussion culminates with an examination of
the main problems and a conclusion that outlines
pathways toward responsible and effective use of
Al in the legal sector.

1 Susskind, R. (2019). Online Courts and the Future of Jus-
tice. Oxford University Press, Oxford, pp. 57-60.

2 Ashley, K.D. (2017). Artificial Intelligence and Legal An-
alytics: New Tools for Law Practice in the Digital Age.
Cambridge University Press, New York, pp. 23-45.

3 Surden, H. (2021). Computable Contracts and Contract
Analytics: Al and Legal Text Processing. Oxford University
Press (online excerpt), New York, pp. 77-89.

1. THE HISTORICAL APPROACH

The application of Al to the legal field dates to
the late 20" century. Early attempts focused on ex-
pert systems designed to simulate the reasoning of
seasoned attorneys, particularly in specialized do-
mains like tax law. One of the earliest milestones
was the development of rule-based programs that
attempted to replicate human logic and judgment.*
Although these initial systems were limited by
computational power and data availability, they
established a foundation for future advancements.

By the 1990s and early 2000s, the widespread
adoption of the internet and increasing computa-
tional capacity facilitated the creation of compre-
hensive online legal databases and rudimentary
search engines. Lawyers and researchers could ac-
cess large collections of statutes, cases, and com-
mentary at unprecedented speed, though searches
often relied on keyword matching rather than se-
mantic understanding.

The post-2010 era witnessed a significant leap
forward due to ML, NLP, and neural network tech-
nologies. Al-driven tools now understand legal
language with greater nuance, automate document
review, and predict case outcomes with increasing
accuracy.” These modern systems are not mere re-
placements for human judgment; rather, they com-
plement and enhance human capabilities, guiding
strategic decisions and highlighting previously un-
seen patterns in legal texts.

2. THE ROLE OF Al IN LEGAL
EDUCATION

Legal education has traditionally emphasized
the development of analytical reasoning, doctri-
nal understanding, and persuasive advocacy skills.
While these remain crucial, the emergence of Al
demands a shift to include technological compe-
tence and digital literacy.® Al's role in legal educa-

4 Gardner, A. v. (1987). An Artificial Intelligence Approach to
Legal Reasoning. MIT Press, Cambridge, MA, pp. 10-15.

5 Alarie, B., Niblett, A., Yoon, A. (2018). How Artificial Intelligence
will Affect the Practice of Law. University of Toronto Law Jour-
nal, 68(1), University of Toronto Press, Toronto, pp. 106-115.

6 Ashley, K.D. (2017). Artificial Intelligence and Legal Ana-
lytics: New Tools for Law Practice in the Digital Age. Cam-
bridge University Press, New York, pp. 23-45.
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tion can be understood in several key ways:

Personalized and Adaptive Learning:
Intelligent tutoring systems can track stu-
dent performance, identify problem areas,
and offer customized feedback. Such plat-
forms enable learners to progress at their
own pace, focusing on strengthening their
weakest skills.”

Enhanced Research Capabilities:
Familiarity with Al-driven research tools
prepares students for an environment
where legal information retrieval and case
analytics are increasingly automated. Stu-
dents learn to navigate vast databases effi-
ciently, improving their research acumen.®
Critical Engagement with Technology:
Integrating discussions about Al ethics,
data privacy, and algorithmic bias into the
curriculum encourages students to think
critically about the tools they use. This cul-
tivates lawyers who can assess not only
the legal sources but also the technology’s
trustworthiness and fairness.’
Interdisciplinary Collaboration:

As legal work increasingly intersects with
technology, students who learn to collabo-
rate with data scientists, technologists, and
designers gain a competitive edge. Interdis-
ciplinary skills enable lawyers to contrib-
ute meaningfully to teams that develop or
oversee Al tools.®

3. BEST PRACTICES OF VARIOUS
COUNTRIES

As mentioned above, the use of artificial intelli-

gence tools in legal education is not a recent phe-

10

Bryant, S., Davis, D., Surden, H. (2020). Emerging Technol-
ogies in Legal Education. Legal Education Review, 30(2),
LexisNexis, Sydney, pp. 52-54.

Lauritsen, M. (2016). Artificial Intelligence in Law: The
State of Play 2016. Law Practice, 42(3), American Bar As-
sociation, Chicago, pp. 42-43.

Gelter, M., Siems, M. (2021). Networks, Dialogue, and
Learning in Legal Education. Journal of Legal Education,
70(2), Association of American Law Schools, Washington,
DC, pp. 349-383.

Surden, H. (2021). Computable Contracts and Contract Ana-
lytics: Al and Legal Text Processing. Oxford University Press
(online excerpt), New York, pp. 77-89, 105-108.

nomenon. Worldwide, Al tools and their application
within the field of legal education are continually
refined and developed. Different countries have ad-
opted varying approaches in this regard. Within the
scope of our research, we would like to briefly pres-
ent the best practices of various systems:

United States: In the U.S., some law schools
partner with technology firms to integrate
Al-powered legal research platforms into
their courses. Workshops help faculty learn
to incorporate NLP-based tools into their
teaching. Courses also cover algorithmic
accountability and data protection laws."
United Kingdom: British law faculties em-
phasize critical assessment of Al. Students
evaluate Al-driven legal opinions and con-
sider the ethical implications of automat-
ed reasoning. Interdisciplinary seminars
involving computer scientists and ethicists
foster a nuanced perspective.?

Australia: Australian institutions focus on
experiential learning. Simulated “virtual
law firms” allow students to apply Al-as-
sisted contract analysis tools, helping them
develop practical skills for a tech-enhanced
legal environment.®

Singapore: Singapore’s technologically
advanced legal ecosystem incorporates
Al tools from the outset. Students access
NLP-enhanced databases and predictive
analytics, ensuring that technological flu-
ency becomes a core component of their
legal training

European Union Member States: EU coun-
tries emphasize compliance with data pro-
tection laws and fairness principles. Law
schools teach students to evaluate Al tools
against the General Data Protection Regu-
lation (GDPR) and emerging EU guidelines
on trustworthy AlL®

11
12

13

14

15

Ibid., pp. 105-108.

Leith, P. (2019). The Rise and Fall of the Legal Expert Sys-
tem. European Journal of Law and Technology, 10(1), Eu-
ropean Journal of Law and Technology, London, pp. 2-4.
Tang, Y. (2019). Legal Technology and Education in Aus-
tralia. Law Council of Australia, pp 11-13. Available at:
<https://www.lawcouncil.asn.au/technology> [Last seen:
15.10.2024].

Chan, G. (2020). Al in Singapore’s Legal Sector: An Over-
view. LawTech SG. Available at: <https://www.lawtech.sg/
ai-legal-sector-overview> [Last seen: 15.10.2024].
European Commission. (2019). Ethics Guidelines for Trust-
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4. THE ROLE OF Al IN LEGAL
RESEARCH

5. MAIN PROBLEMS

As shown above, artificial intelligence has made

Artificial intelligence is actively used in the the processes of legal education and research eas-

field of research as well, and legal research is no
exception in this regard. Al has revolutionized le-
gal research by enhancing efficiency, accuracy, and
insight:

e Efficient Information Retrieval: NLP-driven

search engines refine queries semantical-
ly, retrieving documents that align more
closely with the researcher’s intent. Tools
like Westlaw Edge and LexisNexis Context
leverage ML to suggest related materials.”®
Predictive Analytics and Outcome Forecast-
ing: Some Al models analyze judicial deci-
sions to predict case outcomes with varying
degrees of accuracy. While not definitive,
these predictions help lawyers gauge litiga-
tion risks and refine their case strategies.”
Pattern Recognition and Trend Analysis: ML
can detect shifts in legal doctrines, identi-
fy patterns in judicial reasoning, and reveal
correlations between precedents. This aids
scholars, policymakers, and practitioners
in understanding the evolving legal land-
scape.®

Quality Control and Consistency: Automat-
ed review tools catch contradictory prece-
dents, outdated citations, and errors. This
consistency check reduces the risk of over-
sight and improves the quality of legal writ-
ing®

worthy Al. Brussels: European Commission, pp. 5-10, 10-
12. Available at: <https://ec.europa.eu/newsroom/dae/
document.cfm?doc_id=60419> [Last seen: 15.10.2024].

ier. Tasks that once required substantial time and
human resources can now be accomplished much
more quickly and easily with the help of Al. Nev-
ertheless, a number of problems and challenges
persist, including:

e Bias and Fairness: Al systems trained on

historical data may perpetuate systemic
biases. Oversight, diverse training sets, and
regular audits are necessary to mitigate
harmful outcomes.”

Ethical and Professional Responsibility:
Lawyers must ensure Al use aligns with
professional standards, safeguarding client
confidentiality and verifying the credibility
of Al-generated insights. Ethical codes may
need updating to reflect these new respon-
sibilities.

Data Protection and Privacy: Sensitive legal
data must be handled with care. Adherence
to privacy regulations (e.g., GDPR) and ro-
bust cybersecurity measures are essential
to maintain trust.??

Explainability and Transparency: Many Al
algorithms operate as “black boxes”, mak-
ing their reasoning opaque. Explainable Al
models are needed to preserve trust in le-
gal outcomes and facilitate meaningful ju-
dicial review.?

Skill Gaps and Training Needs: Educators
and practitioners often lack the technical
literacy to evaluate Al tools critically. Con-
tinuous professional development, inter-
disciplinary training, and updated curricula
can bridge this gap.

16 Lauritsen, M. (2016). Artificial Intelligence in Law: The
State of Play 2016. Law Practice, 42(3), American Bar As- 20 Barfield, W., Pagallo, U. (Eds.). (2018). Research Handbook
sociation, Chicago, pp. 42-43. on the Law of Artificial Intelligence. Edward Elgar Publish-

17 Katz, D.M., Bommarito, M. J., Blackman, J. (2017). A General ing, Cheltenham, pp. 112-115.
Approach for Predicting the Behavior of the Supreme Court 21 Surden, H. (2021). Computable Contracts and Contract
of the United States. Plos One, 12(4), Public Library of Sci- Analytics: Al and Legal Text Processing. Oxford University
ence, San Francisco, e0174698, pp. 3-5. Press (online excerpt), New York, pp. 130-133.

18 Alarie, B., Niblett, A., Yoon, A. (2018). How Artificial Intelli- 22 European Commission. (2019). Ethics Guidelines for Trust-
gence Will Affect the Practice of Law. University of Toronto worthy Al. Brussels: European Commission, pp. 10-12.
Law Journal, 68(1), University of Toronto Press, Toronto, Available at: <https://ec.europa.eu/newsroom/dae/docu-
pp. 110-115. ment.cfm?doc_id=60419> [Last seen: 15.10.2024].

19 Ashley, K.D. (2017). Artificial Intelligence and Legal Ana- 23 Susskind, R. (2019). Online Courts and the Future of Jus-
lytics: New Tools for Law Practice in the Digital Age. Cam- tice. Oxford University Press, Oxford, pp. 120-123.
bridge University Press, New York, pp. 125-128. 24 Ashley, K.D. (2017). Artificial Intelligence and Legal Ana-
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e Regulatory Uncertainty: The legal frame-
work governing Al use remains in flux. Pol-
icymakers must clarify liability standards,
acceptable use cases, and professional
norms to provide certainty and encourage
responsible innovation.?

6. CHALLENGES WITHIN
THE NATIONAL SYSTEM

In Georgia, legal education is regulated by the
state. Since the legal profession is considered a
regulated profession, the state determines a sec-
tor-specific standard for legal education. This stan-
dard sets forth the minimum competencies and
benchmarks that legal education programs must
meet. The standard was most recently revised in
2020.% Although, at first glance, the standard ap-
pears quite comprehensive, it does not establish
any form of competencies related to artificial intel-
ligence. Meanwhile, Al is employed in the legal field
through educational simulations, so-called “smart
contracts”, investigations, research, and other ar-
eas. Yet, the Georgian standard for legal education
does not address challenges associated with Al in

lytics: New Tools for Law Practice in the Digital Age. Cam-
bridge University Press, New York, pp. 140-142.

25 Barfield, W., & Pagallo, U. (Eds.). (2018). Research Hand-
book on the Law of Artificial Intelligence. Edward Elgar
Publishing, Cheltenham, pp. 200-205.

26 National Center for Educational Quality Enhancement
(Georgia). National Standart of Legal Education (Georgia).
Available at: <https://eqe.ge>.

any way. As part of the research, the country’s ex-
isting legal education programs were examined. In
only a small fraction of these programs does Al-re-
lated subject matter appear, and even then, only
indirectly. We believe that the Georgian legal edu-
cation standard should be updated in this respect
to include Al-related topics. Furthermore, it would
be advisable for universities to adopt global best
practices in teaching law courses and to incorpo-
rate Al tools into their curricula.

CONCLUSION

The emergence of Al in law necessitates a dy-
namic response from both legal educators and re-
searchers. When integrated responsibly, Al enrich-
es pedagogy, streamlines research, and empowers
practitioners to navigate increasingly complex in-
formation environments. Yet, these benefits must
be balanced with vigilance. Ethical safeguards,
data protection mechanisms, explainability re-
quirements, and continuous skill development are
essential for building trust and ensuring that Al
serves justice rather than undermining it. As the
legal profession evolves, interdisciplinary collab-
oration, informed policymaking and ethical re-
flection become indispensable. By embracing Al
thoughtfully, the legal community can uphold its
core values while seizing the opportunities pre-
sented by technological innovation.
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bgmmmzbymo 0bhgmaggdob 0bhgaMmoEnsd nymooym 3Mmagboodo dmemm s;mbmaymgddo go-
BLOgyMgdom 0dohs, dgE39Ms My MmMamMmE LBs3WYONL, 0L LodoMmmmab 3Moghndnb dMsgzamo

db3ggmo. amEadgamn bhohns dndmanbagmogzb baemzbymo 0bhgmaddob abHmMmoym gobznmamgdsb
nyMooye byghmmdo, dob 3dDsME MMEL 0xMOEOYM obocmydsdn, bagmmasdmmobm boyzgmgbm
3Maghn390L bgenm3zbymn nbhamgdhob obdomgdnm LBs3mMgdsdn, 93Mgm3g, dnb goMmoadhab Bg-
393m96sb 0yMonym 33m93509. sMaymn 9dLb3gMmBImo bob®HYF900eb MobsdgMmm3zg 3obJoby-
M0 LB3MxO0L O 09690M030 960L VFYT3900L HadbMEMMENdaEY gobznMaMydab sbamadom,
6odMmdn bodL YL303L 03 goMmxdMgoLL, My Mmgmm yBymMdL byab bgemzbymo nbhgmggdho 3gMbm-
B6ogm0dg0m LBSZMYOL, LOJNL 9839 HN6 36dMNBLY S 3MMIbMBNMYO3E dbdsMahn3db. bhHohne,
20939, 8990900 08 doMomsE godmb39390L, MMIMYONE O30380Mg07 M byenmzbymo nbdHgmgddab
0%0M 3o3mgbobmab, dom dmMmab: gmozxm LoznmbyoL, dnzgmdmagdsl, dmbozgdms 3MbinEbEn-
dmMyMMOoLy o P63My00L aRNENAHL. oL3ZHad0 LM badL YL3edL bgmmzbyMmn nbdHgmadbhob
xMnbomn, 00033M3© EoLOYMYO M0 S bHMahggnma© aggadnmn nbdgamanab bagnmmgosb
09M007M gobommgdobs o 3393930, Mams Hhgdbmaenmagnymads nbm3zo30900s by dgnbymb do-
Mo dbogymgdab bogMmom 30B650LY o 3Mmaqgboym nbdHgMmgbaydl.

LA3306dM LOOY3IBN: nyMoEOIMN 33eM939, FobgobyMma LBsZMYdY, JM030

3°9myg690m0 s0M9300(hMad0:
Al-bganm3bymo 0bhamadho,

ML - 8069067M0 bLBSZMY0Y,

NLP - 096906M030 960b 0033853900,
GDPR - 39MbmbomyMm dmbozgdms maE3e
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ddbu3al™0

nyMooymo 3Mmxgbos msbsdgommazy had-
bmamgnymo 3Mmgmabob d9d39mdnm doMmg-
I 3oMmEohgbob gobogob. HMoENYmML,
09M003m0 bLegddnsbmos EOxYdbydxMn nym
000030069M 9g4L3gMHNBIBY nbymo V39 YxdY-
00bmznbL, MmgmMmoEos oL336900L IMIBOOI-
0o, MM3s 0yMooYmo 33mo30Ls s MOYEMO
Log89900L 36BN, MPIEY, dOMEM M3 Benab
3ob60303mmodsdn, bgmmzbymo  0bpamgdhob
3o0mAgbod odothgdomon, dmoagmo abbEHMY-
996(h9dn dgdmohobs, MMAMYd0E 0sdNsbab
760M70L odmngMmgdL. 8o6gobMa LBsZmMydNL
(ML), 09690M030 96900L 8878539000 (NLP) o
3MmabmdnMmydon sbsmohniznb 0bmzsEngdo
oMbYdoMOE 33006 0mMabdgdob Lodydom 09-
00mMEoLby o 0yMoo o gabomemgdnb domg-
00l gdgoL.

00 ©0b603033Mo® @ob30mMaMxd® ZoMmydm-
do, 03M00Ymo gabommgds oM dgndmyds ©o-
MA9L LAHOHNIYMO. 0YMNEOYMBS B3I HHJ0T0
36s 9mModBoEMB IMdozomo 0yMmobHhgdn oMy
abmeme bLodommnmgdmazn bmMIxonb nbhgMm3-
M9Ho30oLy o godmynbgdadn, oMadg sbommo
h9946mamangdoob 9x33ddH0obo gedmynbgde-
d03. bgmmzbyMm 0bhHImIIhdy ©Bydbyoymn
0yMooymn 33mazob 3mobhmmadgdn, abdg-
magdhysmyma babbagmm bobHHdgon o bym-
d93Myma0900L o3hMAshyMo sbsemodob 0b-
LAOHMYYb MO0 9339 LHVOIMBHI® YoNOEYOY
600y306 nyMooym x30M3goLs o LoadoMmmyod-
M03 ©930MHodgbhHgddn.2 bygmmzbyma 0b@o-
omgdhob 3Mmxzqboodo godmygbgdab yboMmydab
09d960 ©ogbdoMmygdsm 0yMonymo Ra3gmdghob
39MLEVIMO3MxOxMYOL  LoJdnsbmonb 9x3g9dbo-
060 B6oMAoMmM3oby o 3MB3nMabhym dMmadnm
0000MBY obogdgdodo.

38530MMYmMs©, bgmmazbymn 0bhamaddhnb
©sbgMmg3o ogmooym Lggmmdo Bsdmgmab
0600369mm3s6 go0gyM, M93xmaEnYM o
39033ManM 300003900 - abgom bLo3nmMbyOL,
MmammoEos:  smamMmomadymo  dnldgmdmado,
3MbxnEYbEnsmyMmonb  omm3zg3s, gobdos-

1 Susskind, R. (2019). Online Courts and the Future of

Justice. Oxford University Press, Oxford, pp 57-60.

2 Ashley, K. D. (2017). Artificial Intelligence and Legal
Analytics: New Tools for Law Practice in the Digital Age.
Cambridge University Press, New York, pp 23-45.

MHgoomOs s 3Mmaqgboymo Mmegdob byme-
bogno gobLodM3zM3. IME9dm™n LHsdHN Mvzs-
dmdm bygmmzbyMmo nbhgmgdbhob obhmmoymao
Mmmob 3m3dmadbym obsadL bLodsMmommob
bagmmdon, dobo nbHhggmMoznob dgbbBogzmaslb 03-
Mooy gobosommgdedn, bbgowobbze 939y60bL
Loy39mabm 3MagdHn3ob Todmbom3zob, sgMam-
39, 3oL 99393m™MYbsL YMOEOYM 33MY3307. o-
Bbomze LMYWMEYOs doMomso 3MmMOMYagonL
06omnB0moe o L3360, MMIgmoE sbobogb
3%90L bgemmzbyma abMamadhob 3obybobAgYd-
060 o 9xu99hnsbo godmygbgdabzgb oyMmo-

0y byghmmao.

1. 0LOM®OICO0 360CN0B0

bgmmzbyMma nb®amagdob gedmygbgds ogmo-
oogm byygmmdn 93-20 Loy3nbab O6MEMMbL nEMyodoL
Lam39L. LOBYNL gHeddg YygMoMygos godobznmmg-
ogmo oym 9qb3gMbnmo bobhgdgdob d5Jab6sdY,
MmImydn3 3E0mMmmMdEbgb godmEmomo s3m3s-
H900b AbzgMdNL bodymoEnob, gobbognmmygodno,
nbgm bL39ENdMNBYOYM EOMEg0dn, MMEMMOESS
Logoobobsm bLodsmmaman. gMmo-ghmn sEMY-
Jmo 9603369mm3060 Bsdngx0 oym B69Lg0By -
®1dbgoyman 3MmaMmedgdnb 899abs, MmImdai
B0mmo©b96 s@adnsbnb mmgnignbs s gobbgnb
3009mMm9dsL . dnbgagzam 0d0by, MMT o3 Lobyob
LoLHgIgOL d3MEom bogdsMmobn FodMM3mMam0
boddmogMmg o IMboEgdms bgmBnbeb3EMAIMObY,
000 bLoxwydzgmo Asyysmgb dgdgma gobznmamg-
00b.

1990-0060 6900086 2000-0560 BE5d0L -
Lobynbodwy, 0bhHgMbghob FoMmomE gozMmEg-
™9000 o gadmmzmomn boddmazmob dDMELD
dgnbym bgamo ymzmobdmIEzgmo mbmonb 0-
Mooymo dmbsEgdms 039500bs o ggdnbho-
Myamo Lodogdm LobHYIgo0b 89gabsb. s3M3o-
Hh90Lby o 933 3M90L dggdomm 3obmbydaL,
Logd9900bs o 3MIgbHoMadnL GWoMmom Im-
™9qEn90%g 33MyEgabdm bobbMoxnm 63m-
9o, 0393s dngoab 3MmEgbdn y@mm dghHo® go-
dmnygbgdmmo Lo3z3eb6dm Lohyzgdab dgMmbydo,
300009 bohyzob LYdsbdHnldyMmo goggods.

3 Surden, H. (2021). Computable Contracts and Contract
Analytics: Al and Legal Text Processing. Oxford University
Press (online excerpt), New York, pp. 77-89.

4 Gardner, A.v. (1987). An Artificial Intelligence Approach to
Legal Reasoning. MIT Press, Cambridge, MA, pp 10-15.
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2010 6enob 89093, ML-0b NLP-0Ls ©o b30-
Mmbymo JLgMgdab Hggbmemmagngdab gobznme-
M908 9600369mm30600 B0BLZMS odmnb3n..
bgmm3byMm 06(HgmadHdy sBYdbgomN 0bLH-
My896(H900 sbms YBMM ImagshyMa 039096
nyMoogm gbsb, o3hmMIshyMo sbmMmiEngmg-
096 ©M3y996(hgonb 3osbyE3asb s 39©I390L
JIxmMm domamo bodYLHNM 3MMgbmdaMYdgb.° gb
m3603gMmM39 LoLbHYFx00 3M 3MNS6 YJOMIMME
0030560L gobLbgnb dxdEzmomadn. 3nMagdoo,
nbobo 0300096 o vdWNgMYd96 dESBNbYM
960Mg0L, bamb 3bymdgb LAHMIHIzNYIO Fo-
©36y39hnm9dg00b d00gdsL s godmo3zmgbagb
oMy d9n0hAbazgem  dodmMbyob onyMooym
»3Jbh9odo.

2. bdMM36Jm0 0603CM3IOOL
MO 0IMOEAOIM
d0690)M3J60480

09M00Pm 3absmmagosdn, HMoOENYMI,
0939600 3900©x0MEL sbsmothnznxMo sBMM369-
00L, EmgbHMnbomyMo 3goggonbe o oMgyxdnbho-
300b 60Mydnb gob3000MYdedY. T bgo3e®
0d0by, MMA gL Y6oMyd0 33™o3 babogmebomeo
0600369mm3sb00, bgmmzbymo 0bdgmadhob
39630000M9008 dmombmzgs ®M3mLOL Fowodo-
bo ®9gbmammagoygMmo 3MA3ghabhymmonbs o
gogmyman 6ogbngMgdnb dodsmmymgdno. by-
omm3bymo 0bhgmgdhob Mmmo ngMooym go-
bomggdodn dgndmgds MedE960dg doMmomo
oL39gdHo BoMIM3oanbmm:
o 39MLMBOMNBYOYMO Y dEI3HNMYOYINO
L6ogmMYd.:
nbhgmgdhyomyma LabBsgzMm Lobhgdg-
00 0330090006 LHYYbHYOOL IMma-
M9bDL, 3obLodM3MO396 3MmMOMYdM dm-
690L o LMO33DMOYD6 Tomm TMMZgOYM
33939300Mb.  dbgogbo  3mohmMMIgo0
©a0bhgMgbgdym  syodhmmMoob  bLody-
omgosb odmy3b 0bBa3zMb Loggymamo
99300, 3obLO3xMMydymMmn yyMoMgdsy
30000b300mb Logymam bybd dboMygddy
o d9dmmb domon godyoMndo.b

5 Alarie, B., Niblett, A., & Yoon, A. (2018). How Atrtificial
Intelligence Will Affect the Practice of Law. University of
Toronto Law Journal, 68(1), University of Toronto Press,
Toronto, pp. 106-115.

6 Bryant, S., Davis, D., & Surden, H. (2020). Emerging

e 33dmngMyxd Mo 333000 PJ6oMyd0n:

bgamm3bym 0bHamadddy ©exydbyoymo
3393000 06bHEMYIIOHO0L oEbmong-
M900 38%090L LHYIObHYOL N3 goMydm-
L;30L, Loog LodsmMmmgdmogzn nbamm-
99300b dMdngds s bogdnb sbamndn by
Jxnmm 3gho® o30HMIsHNDIOYMo bods.
LHEIBH9O0 LBZ3MOYE TobLIDHOM TM-
Boggdms 0597000 dmgbom Bo30g803000L,
M0moE3 9995M009Lx096 ™300 3309300
3M339(habznasb.’

3Modogyma Rhomoymmds BHggdbmenmao-
b0 b:

bgmmgbymo abhomgdhob googab, dm-
bo3gdme 3MbxNEybEnemyMmodaobs o
semammomadymo d03gmdmyonb bognmby-
00b bLobBogm gnadodn 0bhgaMoMmydy
LHYEIOMIOL  PO0d3goL  3MOHNYM®
0304Mmb 0d nbLHMPYTYOHg0dY, MMImMY-
0LVE 0Yy969096. 9L 30 bamb 36yMAL nbgon
3Mmxzqgbobomgdab godMmoab, MMAMYdn3
003009096 oMy dbmeme LodsMMmMydMng
ByomMmmgodL, 0M1d9 0360mMNDY096 ;30
H9946mamannb LobEMMOsbs o bLodo-
MMNabmMoOsL.8
0b¢hgMmeabEadmabomyman
006093MMAMMoY:

0oL 390093, M3 LodoMOgdMN3zn bLoJ-
9006mos LM @mM Tgho 03390909
H9946mmmagng0msb, by JBMM S JBMM
06hgMoobEndmnboMmymn  bEgds  07-
Mobhob 3Mmagbos. bgmmzbymn 0bdg-
mggbho odmagze bLbzsobbze dndsmoy-
™mgonm 3MEb0L domgdob bLoadyamyodsb.
0bhaMobEn3mnbamyma y36sMxdn s3m-
39(M90L LOdYomydsb vdgeng3b d60d369mm-
3060 B3momo dgohobmb 08 3gybogddo,
MmMIMdn3 930000M7096 o6 Byedbyw3g-

moOgb bgmm3zbymo 0bhgmggdob nbLH-
Myd9bHaoL.°

9

Technologies in Legal Education. Legal Education Review,
30(2), LexisNexis, Sydney, pp. 52-54.

Lauritsen, M. (2016). Artificial Intelligence in Law: The
State of Play 2016. Law Practice, 42(3), American Bar
Association, Chicago, pp. 42-43.

Gelter, M., & Siems, M. (2021). Networks, Dialogue, and
Learning in Legal Education. Journal of Legal Education,
70(2), Association of American Law Schools, Washington,
DC, pp. 349-383.

Surden, H. (2021). Computable Contracts and Contract
Analytics: Al and Legal Text Processing. Oxford University
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3. bb3u@Jabb3o 333960L
1AJZ3MITLM 3AIM0Z

MmgmmE Bgdmm osm3608b5m, bygmmzbymo
0bhgmggdhob 0bLEHMYIG6HONL godmynbgods
09M0oym gobsmmydadn sbomo damzmgbs oM
oM0L. g dbmamomdn 8dngsm 0b3zgbgds
s 30m3MEY0s bgmmzbymo nbhgmgdhob ab-
LAOHMYIYbHYd0 o Tomn godmygbgdob 3MmEY-
Lgod0 0yMoEoymMo gobosommgdalb Laggmmdn. o0
dbMmng, Lb3oELLb3s J39Yobob gobbbzozgdymo
dogmds o93L. A3960 33mMg30L GoMmgmgddn
33LyMmL, M3y BoMIM3saNbmm bb3swab-
b3o bobHg3900L Loyz909LM 3MagH0go:

e 033: o09Mognb JgoMmmgdym dbHohgo-

do dmagngmomo 0Moomo Bo3gm®g-
Ho  006033MMIAMMOL  Hggbmemmgon-
360 3m3306090006, Momo  LaLBOZEM
3MmEgbdn 0boamomoab bgmmzbymo

nbhgmgdhob godmygbgdno dmJdgon
03Mooymoa  33ma30L 3o Bmmando.
9oLbHM3Mabydn 9bdoMygds 35aMagoL
NLP-99 0o®3dbgdymo nbbd™ydgbhgdab
LBogmgdedn AoMmmzsedn. 3yMmLYdN, obY-
39, 9m03o3L smagmMmomadym 8b63oMnd30-
™MEoYmadsby @ dMboEgdms oE30L
306mb63ydmosL.°

e oo dMahobgomn: dOMahobgymab oyMmo-
©OYMO B33IWMHIHIO0 3obLIgYNMIOYM
0600369mmO0L 96099096 bymzbymo
06h9maghob  gMmodoggm  39BsLYOSL.
LAHYPIOHIO0 9B3LYOY6 bgeM3b3M 06 H -
m9Jhdy ©oxydbyoym bLsdsMmmnmyomng
©o033690L @O nM30emnbBNBg096 o3HM-
dohndgdymon dbygmmodob gomogym dbo-
MgL. 0bdgMmoobEndmanbamymo  bydo-
boMmgdn, MmImgddog dmbsBagmgmogb
3ma3nydmamymon 393609M700 o Ho03m-
L3900, YVMP639MYMxgb bognmbab yBMM
obgzg60m sgdob."

e 13LbhMamoNy: d3LHMINYM0 LoLBZEM
©o69LYOYMY0Y00  8JBIOHL 83909096
3Magdogge LBogmYosdy. ,30MOYsmMY-
Mo oyMmooymo gnMm3xonb” bLodymeEns
LOHYIOMHIOL LOTPOMYdLL 8dg3L, go-

Press (online excerpt), New York, pp. 77-89, 105-108.

10 Ibid.

11 Leith, P. (2019). The Rise and Fall of the Legal Expert System.
European Journal of Law and Technology, 10(1), European
Journal of Law and Technology, London, pp. 2-4.

dmnygbmb bgmmzbymo ab@pamgdhom
dbomoaggmoma bLogmb@mMmaghm obsmo-
B0b 0b6LHMYTg6Hg00, Momsiz nbobo ndg-
696 3Magdngym 3650Mgob Haggbmanmgng-
000 go39Mg0M™ M0N0 goMmygdmdn.?

e b063g031Mma: LnbgadxMab hggbmmmagnyMo
30630m0M907™M0 0gMooygmon 93mbob@Hgds
LBo3MdNL dEMYM LEHOENIDY sbmMmio-
9oL bygmmzbymo 0bHamadhob 0bLE-
MydgbHgoob 0bhgaMamgosL. LHYabMHg-
0L 094300 6300m3o NLP-n;m godomMmgdym
0mboEgdmo 00B90Ls o 3MmMEbMdaMYdIE
0bomnh 03009, Mo3 YvMYb3gmymab, Mma
H99dbmanmgonygmo 60gbngmgds gobwgb domn
ngmMoogmo dmddoydnb doMomoo d9-
003969mo bobogon.®

e 33Mm3o3dnMmab 693Mmn bLobymadbogmyodn:
93Mmz3a3d0Mnb 399690300 o 8603369-
Mmosb 06099096 ImMbsEgdme ©o330L 3o-
bmb3ydmMMdaLY o LOFaMENbMONL

3M0b630390L. nyMooymn Bo3nmbado-
00 dbBo3mMNOb LHYIBHYOL, MmMD Td9o-

x30bmb bgmmzbymo 0bhgmagdbob 0bLEH-
M9356h900 dmaan IMbozndms oE30L
M9gnma3nob (GDPR) ©o 93Mm3s380Mab
0%0MmEn gonmonbgdalb Logydzgmdy,
MmImgdnE badb yb35996 Lobm bymmm-
363M0 0bhgmagdHob 3MabEn3gdL.M

4. bdMM36JdM0O 060IJJNNL
(M0 0IMOEOIM 33tM339d0

bgemm3zbymo 0bdhgmadho sgdnyMmo godmo-
y9690s 3333000 bzgMmdAn, dom dmMab, nymMo-
©OYM 330M933003. Jo3ms, MmMA byjemmzbymads
nb®amaghds M93mmyEns dmabonbs nyMoon-
Jm 3393300 9x393H0obMdaL, LOBYLHNLY ©o
obaamohnzymo 65Mxdnb goydsmogbgdoo:
e 063mMIo300b 9R9ggbH0obo dmdngdo: NLP-
99 ©oxydbgdymo Lodogdm LobLEHId0

12 Tang, Y. (2019). Legal Technology and Education in
Australia. Law Council of Australia. pp 11-13. https://www.
lawcouncil.asn.au/technology [Last seen: 15.10.2024].

13 Chan, G. (2020). Al in Singapore’s Legal Sector: An
Overview. LawTech SG. https://www.lawtech.sg/ai-legal-
sector-overview [Last seen: 15.10.2024].

14 European Commission. (2019). Ethics Guidelines for Trust-
worthy Al. Brussels: European Commission, pp. 5-10,
10-12.  https://ec.europa.eu/newsroom/dae/document.
cfm?doc_id=60419 [Last seen: 15.10.2024].
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LYBbHN3nMo 338039096  bLo3g306dm
bohyzgoL, MomsE 93393ModL 08 dobo-
™mody 630maAsb Yo30my096, MmMIgmos
99Mho d990L0003900 o0 DYLDH oNbhY-
MgLdsL. 0bLAHMYTGEHON, MMaMMNEod
Westlaw Edge o LexisNexis Context, n0ygb6g-
096 95679067M LBS3MYOLL (ML) ©s393d0-
M0 dabamgdnb dgLbomagzadgom.
3MmagbmboMydan sbagmohngs o 9509-
3900b 6060b60M gobLIBMZM: DMZNgMm0
bgmmzbymn  0bHamadhob  dmEImO
0000mMNdY0L  Lobodosmommm  goabysg-
HomgogoL, Moms gobbbzozgdymo Lo-
L0 060b6sLBSMTgHY39mMbL Logddob
090093900. dnybgogo 0dnbs, MMI gL
3Mmabmdgon badmemm sMas, nbnbn 9b-
90M900 09M0bLHYOL gobbLadMzMMb LoTo-
Mmomyomnzgn Mob3xd0n o ob3z96mb Log-
9oL BoMBomm3znb bhMohggna.'®
300emmb6500b ddMEbMoy o (H9b9bi3ng-
00b 965m0d0: 8567567M0 LESZMYdS (ML)
300Mma3mMybL bodommmgdmanzn omghmo-
69000L 33M0Myd90L, 3gobLYBM3M3L gob-
90Lb303909M do0MMBYOL LabsTsMOEM
0M3n096MHo3nadn o ohA39690L 3mMame-
3090L 3My39w9b®MHdL dmMabL. gb bbb
96ymodL 833mM93M90Ly o 3Magdhngmby-
0L, 3390 d90L653MmMb LodommdMN3n
mobdoxzghob g3meyEns.”

bomabbob 3mbhMmmo o 3mbLbobdg-
6hMmmOdY: o3(HMIdhndIOPMON gosbyc-
300 0bLHMYIGOHgdn o0dABY396 yMoo-
9mmbadnMmob3nmm 3M939096hg0b,
9md3amoym 3odha®hgobs o  dgEom-
d90L. 3mbBLOLHYBHYMMOOL gb dgdmb-
0900  0030MJ0L Boym3zomnbBnbydgmn
bam39d900L deMO30IMOSL S v7dFMOgLY-
oL nyMmooymo Bgmommonmo 653y09-
36M900L boMmabLL.™®

15

16

17

18

Lauritsen, M. (2016). Artificial Intelligence in Law: The
State of Play 2016. Law Practice, 42(3), American Bar As-
sociation, Chicago, pp. 42-43.

Katz, D. M., Bommarito, M. J., & Blackman, J. (2017). A Gen-
eral Approach for Predicting the Behavior of the Supreme
Court of the United States. PLOS ONE, 12(4), Public Library of
Science, San Francisco, 0174698, pp. 3-5.

Alarie, B., Niblett, A., & Yoon, A. (2018). How Artificial In-
telligence Will Affect the Practice of Law. University of To-
ronto Law Journal, 68(1), University of Toronto Press, To-
ronto, pp. 110-115.

Ashley, K. D. (2017). Artificial Intelligence and Legal

5. d0m00Io®0 3mMM6CMIaIa0

MmagmmE 90mo  3bobgm, bgmmzbymas
0bhgmgdhds gods30mMs 03M0E0YMn gobom-
™g00bLy s 33mM930L 3MmMEgLHON. 35MY0900,
MmMIgMMaE MY OEN EMM S 3E3TN3bYM0
MoLyMLo LFMEYOMEY, sbms 093MdE JBMM
LEMOBOE o ToMmBHnzo LMYMEYds bymmz-
Bymo 0bdHgmgdhob EobdoMmgdom. dnbgo3s®
330Dy, MAgOS dgmo M0gn 3MmMOMAIT00 O go-
0m6393900, o dmMmab:

e 0039MdM9d0 o bodoMmNMNabMd: nLHM-
Moym 0mbo30090%g obgmzbgdymo
bgmmgbymo ab@®gmgdhob LobhHgdgdn
dgodmgds gobodnmmdgdgb LobLHHIY-
Mo 9039Mdmgonlb godgmmgdsb. bagnmms
B9odby3zgmmods, dMazamxygMm3zebo
LO63MMBbgMN Foboms s MYZIMIMHYEN
oot o, 3mhgbzoyma B0sbab dgbedEn-
MOy .”°

e 900039M0 s 3MMagboyma 3oLy bnbAgnod-
omod: 07M0LbHY0Td Y6 YBMYb3zgmMymb,
Mmd bygmmzbymo abdgmgdbob Fodm-
ygbg0s 099Lo0d90MEIL  3Mmagboym
LHOObOMHIOL, ONE396 3gbdnb 3m-
03090630 0MYMMOs o @oasdmMBIMb
LobHgdnb dogMm ggbgMoMmagdymn nbgmmMm-
90300L LObMMO. gmnzyMo MygaxmsEn-
900 dgbademms bagnMmmydab gobsbmyg-
0oL, MMy 9L sbogma 3oL babIZggxdMmMO90N
o0bobmbL.%

e 0mbo3gdo ©oE3d o 3MbxNEbEne-
oymmods: bLYbLbohyMo LodoMmmydMmnzn
dmbo(3909900bdAN IM3YyMmods gobLogym-
M903m y3Mo@qdsb dmnmbmzL. 3mbgn-
©96300MyMMOnL MYzgnmseEngdal (3s3.,
GDPR) ®s33d ©@o bondgom 3009M3Lbogs-
Mobmydob HmMTgo0 oyE0xdgmns bom-
00b dgLobomMAYbgdMyE.”

Analytics: New Tools for Law Practice in the Digital Age.
Cambridge University Press, New York, pp. 125-128.

19 Barfield, W., & Pagallo, U. (Eds.). (2018). Research
Handbook on the Law of Artificial Intelligence. Edward
Elgar Publishing, Cheltenham, pp. 112-115.

20 Surden, H. (2021). Computable Contracts and Contract
Analytics: Al and Legal Text Processing. Oxford University
Press (online excerpt), New York, pp. 130-133.

21 European Commission. (2019). Ethics Guidelines for
Trustworthy Al. Brussels: European Commission, pp. 10-
12. https://ec.europa.eu/newsroom/dae/document.
cfm?doc_id=60419 [Last seen: 15.10.2024].
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e 30600MbHgdoEmMds o GodgznMm3zammm-
00: bgemm3zbymo nbhgmgdhob dMogamon
semammomdon ,do30 ygomob® 3MobEndom
0900moL, MoE oMmymgoLb domon dbyg-
omonb  godmzzmazob. gobdombgdo-
©n0 dmEomodn dxE0magdgmons  bodo-
Momgdmngn d9w93900LoIn BOMONL
d9LoboMAYBgOMIE o domMoMAbLOFY-
™mgoob dobsombmdMngn goabgo3znb
3obosznmgdmo .2

e 160M700L gxNEOdn s LOLBIZMM bLo-
goMmydgodn: 39mogmaggdbs o 3Magdo-
3mbgob bdoMo o3mosm  H9gbogymMo
BogbngMmgdy, Momo ZModhnidgmowm dgo-
x3bmb bgmmzbymo 0bhgmagddob 0bLEH-
Myd9b6(hg00. ybyzghn 3Mmagboymo go-
B3000M900, 0bHgMabEndmabomymao
H6M960630 o gobobmydymo LobBsgzmM
3930900 ©09gbdsMyds 03 baM3zgdab owe-
mobgzedn.?

e (MJ3m™a30YM0  3oYMI3IZMOS:  bymm-
363M0 0bhgmgghob godmygbgdab LLDs-
Momgdmozn AsmhAm g9Mm 30093 gonm-
33939m0s. 3mmodngnb 09997abgmgddo
960 gobbadmzmmb 35Lybnb3IgzgdMmMMdNL
bHobaMmbgon, Eobodzgdn gedmygbadnb
Jd900b393900 s 3Mmxqgboymo bmmInd0,
Moo d994absb 3MmabmdnMgdamn gomg-
0m o Boobomabmb 3oLybobAggdMNLbo
0bmzo309.2%

6. dmM36JM bOLMIAZIA0
JMbJdIM(0) 898MB6333J50)

Lodommzgmmdn 0MoEOYmMo  3absmmyods
M933mnMmE90s Labgmadboamb dngMm. 306000
nymooymo 3Mmxygbos dnnhbgzs MHgymomy-
000 3MMRgLNSE, LabgmMdbogm gdobLodmM3zMozL
©3Mmamoamng LHobsMBL nyMooymo gobosm-
™g00LeM30L. 06036y LHsbaMBO da9bL
906030myM 3m339H9063090LY o dohA39690mM9-

22 Susskind, R. (2019). Online Courts and the Future of
Justice. Oxford University Press, Oxford, pp. 120-123.

23 Ashley, K. D. (2017). Artificial Intelligence and Legal
Analytics: New Tools for Law Practice in the Digital Age.
Cambridge University Press, New York, pp. 140-142.

24 Barfield, W., & Pagallo, U. (Eds.). (2018). Research
Handbook on the Law of Artificial Intelligence. Edward
Elgar Publishing, Cheltenham, pp. 200-205.

oL, MMIgMME 03MoEOYmMo gobsmmagdab Lo-
300630065 gomm 3MmamMednon ybs v3doym-
R0My0aL. Yyzgmadg 0mmmbL o3 LHsbambhob
3oobga3s 2020 Bgmb dImbs.® dnybgozom
nd0bLy, MMI bhsbam®n, ghmo dgbgznm, Log-
domE IMEymMmonmny, 0gn bagmome oM gbg-
00 bygom3zbyMm 0b6hgmadhmeb oze3zdnmgdym
3MA39MH9bEngoL. sds3Mmyma@, LodsMmommab
aMmadn bgmmzbymo 0bhgmagdhn gedmnygbg-
00 bLoabBs3zMM LNAYWLENgddn, 9.6. ,LAsME 3M-
bHMog®daddn”, Logedmdogdm bLogdnsbmododo,
3393000 ©@o Lb3e LayygMmaddn. dnybgEo39©
000by, JoMmoygmao oymoogmo gabsmmgdab
bHobom@mn bgemmzbyMm nbhgmadhob oge-
300M909m 3odmbB39390L bogMmome ofm gbdono-
6900. 339300 GQoMagmgddn gosbosmnds J39-
yobodn oMmbLYdmMn oyMo@oyn gobsmmgodab
Lgebdobsmmgomm 3MmgMadgdn. oo PAEn-
MoLb B6obomdn d9a3b3zws bymmzbyMmo 0bdg-
™9gdHob mgdsahngs, 0bozg 0M0dsE. A3960 dBMN,
Jomomym oyMmooym bLsgebdsbsmmgdom bLho-
bom®mdn 30006d96mbogmny, dghobomn ngbgb
bgmm3zbym 0bhImIJHosb  ©s39380Mx0mM0
Lognmbgdn. oMo ddnby, LabyM3gmns, MmMD
16039MLboMHYHg0Ts  gondosmMmb dbmazmomdon
oMmbyoyma Loyz9mgbm 3Mogdhngs nyMooymn
39MLYONL LEs3MYdsd0 s M3036m LobLBsZM
3MmMgMmodn0dn abgmamb Al nbbhHMYTgbdHdN.

©abd36y

bgmmgbymo nbHamgdhob smHy39000 LoTo-
Mmoomdn ©nbsdngyMmo Mgognmgds dmombmazgs

MmammE 0ymMooymo gobsmmydob oMmgnb-
396, 0bg 833mM93M70nbZeb. bamabswm gymabb-
009M900m ©s 3gnmboboobogmom nbhgagmo-
M900b d90mbgg3sdn, bgemzgbymo nbhgmadho
0000MIYOoL 39agmgngsL, sdom®ngzgoL 33my-
300 o odmMngMmyoL 3MdJH03mMLbYOL, Moms JRMM
00MH0300 O 989JHNsbd 0dydomb Moym
LanbgymMMIsEznm gaMmgadmdn. dnybyazs® 3dnby,
ab bamggdgma eMmmbo 3MBHMHMMbY s do-
@mabboMmydsb bognMmmyob. sEnmgdymns gomo-
3960 ombobdngdgdon, ImbsEgdms aE30L d9gs-
6090900, gobdomhgdomonb dmmbmzbgdn ©o
36y3900 365M700L gobznmoMmyds, Moms yBMmYL-
39mymaomo oymb, MmI byemmzbymo abo-
mgdho 9gobobyMadmagL oM ILIFYMYOSL
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o oMy 30Modnm. bodommnmgdMmnzn 3MMBJLN-  FoddMIOYWME ES69M30M, nxMoOYmo Lodm-
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