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Abstract
This paper investigates how Artificial Intelligence (AI) has influenced judicial decision-
making in Pakistan, and the examples include AI Attorney, Your Munshi, and EastLaw. The
research provides insights into the advantages of AI in enhancing efficiency, accessibility,
and case preparation by interviewing 12 legal professionals. Results show that AI saves a lot
of time in legal research and document writing, legal services become more affordable,
especially to underrepresented groups. Nevertheless, the issue of bias, transparency, and
complementary role played by AI in the decision-making process by human beings is also
referred to. The research contributes to the necessity of the codes of ethics and regulatory
systems to control AI application in the legal field by maintaining justice and
responsibility. The research might be extended in the future to determine the long-term
impacts and extended use of AI in the Pakistani judicial system.
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1. Introduction
The introduction of Artificial Intelligence (AI) into judicial procedures despite its possible
advantages in overcoming these issues such as better efficiency, greater accessibility, and
decreased delays, the use of AI in judicial system operation raises some questions about
fairness, transparency, bias, and preservation of human judgment (Ayibam, 2025). This study
will attempt to investigate how AI will influence the judicial decision making in Pakistan with
emphasis on AI tools such as AI Attorney, Your Munshi, and East Law. In analyzing such
applications, the research is aimed at establishing their benefits, obstacles, and the dangers of
implementing them in the court system (Shah, 2025). The gap in the research is the lack of
clear insights into the particular impact of AI in the legal processes in Pakistan, as the number
of extensive researches on the impact of AI tools not only on the quality of the final legal
process but also on the fair delivery of justice in Pakistan is low (Qureshi, 2025). The study will
help close this gap by offering empirical information on the application of AI to the judicial
system of Pakistan and how it affects the future of the legal practice.
2. Literature Review
The recent research on the topic of Artificial Intelligence (AI) in judicial administration points
to the potential transformative power and serious issues related to the increasing use of AI.
Researchers stress that AI technologies, especially machine learning (ML) and natural
language processing (NLP) can make legal practice more efficient and supportive, yet they also
might incorporate fresh biases and legal issues. A 2024 study by Javed and Li observed that the
semantic bias that is part of judicial decisions can be classified by AI models trained on legal
datasets, showing not only the potential but also the danger of using generic AI algorithms on
complex legal texts and emphasizing the necessity of bias reduction techniques in AI enabled
adjudication systems (Javed et al., 2024)

Explainable AI (XAI) is one of the strands of research aimed at enhancing transparency
in judicial decision making. A 2024 paper arguing about the role of AI in judicial systems is
based on the idea that the use of XAI models can offer the required accuracy and transparency
in legal decision-making, and thus the reasoning of AI can be more intelligible to judges and
litigants (Spalevic, 2024). This is consistent with the more general issues in the literature
regarding the black box nature of most AI systems, in which unaccountability may
compromise trust, accountability, and the rule of law. Another significant theme in
international policy action is transparency; an example is the Framework Convention on
Artificial Intelligence, adopted in 2024 under the Council of Europe to regulate the
development of AI in accordance with the principles of human rights, democracy, and rule of
law, and explicitly demanding explainability, accountability, and discrimination protection in
the use of AI (Wikipedis 2024).

Practically, AI tools are becoming more and more popular among the legal
professionals in terms of research, drafting, and case preparation. Applications such as
YourMunshi, which employs AI to aid in case law research, predictive legal analysis, legal
drafting, etc., are some examples of how AI is being customized to enhance workflow
efficiencies in the Pakistani legal ecosystem. On the same note, AI Attorney provides extensive
legal research services allowing attorneys to locate decades of case law in seconds with
advanced AI parameters, once again being part of a larger global trend of AI powered legal
research support (YourMunshi, 2024; AI Attorney, 2024). These tools do not necessarily
determine the case directly, but they affect judicial decision making because of their ability to
determine the quality and speed of legal preparation.
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Nevertheless, there are also some risks and ethical prominence that are also noted in emergent
literature. A 2025 study of bias in AI-based decision systems confirms that algorithms have the
potential to generate or amplify bias when trained on damaged or unrepresentative legal data,
and recommends regulatory and design responses that can address such problems (Kristofik,
2025). One more study on AI judges highlights that, although AI-mediated adjudication
systems can be more efficient, they must stick to human rights principles and fairness
standards to be valid, once again asserting that AI systems cannot substitute human judgment
but, instead, they have to complement it (Fernando, 2024).

These issues are also echoed in legal practice. The threat of accepting unverified
outputs of AI in a court of law was noted in a 2025 UK High Court news article and includes
lawyers referencing imagined AI generated cases, raising judicial concerns that people must
exercise caution and ethical protection when utilizing generative AI in legal research (MKPO,
2024).

In general, the literature demonstrates a double story: on the one hand, AI can be used
in improving legal research, access to justice and support in the administration of the system;
on the other hand, AI requires a strong infrastructure of transparency, mitigation of bias,
ethical administration, and delineation of human and machine functions in the justice system.
The up-and-coming literature of 20242025 indicates that the use of AI in the judicial setting is
a dynamic and contentious area that multidisciplinary concerns and scrutiny ought to be
carefully considered.
3. ResearchMethodology
To perform the qualitative analysis as part of this research, semi-structured interviews were
held with 12 respondents who were chosen to give a holistic view of the effects of AI tools on
judicial decision-making in Pakistan. The participants were then sampled to ensure that they
represent a wide selection of professionals working in the legal industry such as lawyers, legal
technologists, and law firm partners who have direct exposure to AI-based solutions such as AI
Attorney, Your Munshi, and EastLaw. The interviewee was chosen according to the level of
professional experience, experience in working with AI, and participation in legal decision-
making processes based on which AI tools may be applied. In order to have a balanced sample,
both urban and rural professionals working in Pakistan were incorporated in the sample since
the effect of AI on the legal profession might differ according to the geographical and
infrastructural variations. The interviewees were requested to provide evidence about their
experiences, perceptions, and understandings about the application of AI in legal research,
case management, document drafting, and the impact of AI on the outcome of the judicial
process. The questions were structured in such a way that they would provide in-depth
answers to the questions on the benefits of using AI (possibility to save time and improve
access to justice), as well as the challenges or concerns (such as the problem of ethics, AI
algorithms, and the need to save human judgment). Each interview was about 45-60 minutes
and was recorded at the permission of the participants. This was the best method to gain a
deep insight into the actual consequences of AI to the judicial system in Pakistan and to obtain
a rich qualitative data on the overall effect of AI on legal practice.
4. Results
This section presents the findings of the study based on interviews with 12 legal
professionals in Pakistan regarding the integration of AI tools like AI Attorney, Your
Munshi, and EastLaw into judicial decision-making processes. These findings reveal
significant insights into both the benefits and the challenges posed by the use of AI in the
legal field. Through qualitative data analysis, the research identifies eight primary themes
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that reflect the participants' views on AI's role in the legal profession, its potential for
improving judicial efficiency, and the risks involved.
Table 1: Demographic Profile or Respondents
Demographic
Category

Number of
Participants

Percentage (%) Gender
(Male/Female)

Age Range

Lawyers 7 53.85 5 Male, 2 Female 30-45
Legal
Technologists

2 15.38 2 Male 25-40

Legal
Consultants

2 15.38 1 Male, 1 Female 35-50

Law Firm
Partners

1 7.69 1 Male 40-60

According to the Demographic Table, there is a heterogeneous group of 15 participants, but
most of the participants are male professionals (11 males and 4 females). The biggest category
is lawyers (53.85%), which have mostly the 30-45 age range and are middle-career professionals
with a long background in legal practice. The implementation of AI tools in legal practice is
the responsibility of legal technologists (15.38%), who are all men and younger (25-40). Legal
consultants (1 male, 1 female) are a bit older (35-50), which means that they are all experienced
professionals who provide guidance on the overlap of law and technology. Finally, partners of
law firms (7.69%) are older (40-60), having one male participant, who provides leadership
views on AI integration on the firm level. This population base shows diversity of opinions
depending on the career stage, gender and the position in the profession with lawyers being
the main users of AI tools in legal practice.
Thematic Analysis
1. Legal Research and Document Drafting Efficiency
One of the prevailing messages throughout the interviews was the efficiency aspect of AI in
the legal practice, in terms of legal research and document writing. Among the 12 interviewed,
10 participants noted that AI tools, including AI Attorney and EastLaw, have led to a
considerable decrease in time and effort devoted to routine work and helped the legal
community to devote more time to the analysis of cases and their representation to clients.
A lawyer of Lahore said:
To a large extent, AI Attorney has made my job of drafting petitions and researching case law
much faster. What was previously taking me days is now taking me hours thus enabling me to
manage more cases. It comes in handy especially when I have to work with the clients who
require fast guidance.
The same reaction was reflected in the quotes of various other jurists, who pointed out that AI
solutions had computerized research, thus simplifying the retrieval of the relevant legal
precedent and statutes. AI systems are able to give pertinent case laws, judicial decisions, and
legal texts by merely typing a few keywords or case names. Traditionally, this might take days
and it could be done by means of long manual searches in books of the law or in law databases.
Moreover, AI websites such as EastLaw have significantly helped in enhancing search of case
law. One participant remarked:
EastLaw has assisted me in making a fast search through the case precedents and statutes. This
has minimized the time wastage in legal research giving me time to strategise and prepare my
case more.
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All in all, it can be seen that there is a general agreement that AI tools have helped legal
professionals to be more productive, allowing them to take more cases and address urgent
legal situations more effectively.
2. Greater Availability to Legal Services
The other important benefit mentioned by the participants is the increased accessibility to
legal services, especially among the self-represented litigants or those with fewer monetary
resources. 9 out of 12 participants noted that AI applications such as Your Munshi have helped
to close the legal access gap, specifically to self-represented litigants or people with fewer
financial means.
One legal consultant in Karachi said:
Your Munshi is getting a lot of people, particularly in the rural world, to get to know the legal
processes in easy terms. A good number of my clients are unable to pay high fees to receive legal
services, and this tool will enable them to have a basic understanding of their cases. It is
democratizing access to the law.
This feeling was especially applicable to marginalized groups and communities in rural
Pakistan, where the legal services are both rare and costly. AI services provide cheaper
solutions allowing people to learn complicated legal terms, receive general legal help, and even
prepare legal forms. To provide an example, Your Munshi assists users in unpacking any
complex legal language and offering simple explanations of many legal procedures, which
makes the population more accessible to the necessary knowledge in the law.

This democratization of the legal information goes further to enhance self-
representation. This is because, as one of the lawyers in Islamabad told me, AI tools have
enabled litigants to prepare more effectively to be in court, even without an attorney:
Such sites as Your Munshi offer the necessary templates to court filing, motions, which allow
individuals to better represent themselves in the court. It is an excellent resource whereby the
individuals who cannot afford the luxury of paying a lawyer cannot afford it.
The theme is connected to the increased importance of AI in breaking down more barriers to
justice, where people in lower-income groups or distant locations can get access to legal
services, which would otherwise remain unreachable.
3. Lessening Obstacles in Case Preparation
The AI tools were also attributed to minimalizing the obstacles in case preparation by
automating many normal tasks, including document creation and case management. This
theme highlights the fact that AI is enhancing the efficiency of lawyers as well as self-
represented litigants in gearing their cases to court. These tasks are automated to potentially
decrease the workload of legal professionals, as well as, accelerate the whole litigation process.
One of the civil rights attorneys at Lahore commented:
In the case of self-represented parties, such as Your Munshi, legal advice and forms of a
document are provided. This has greatly assisted the poor who can not afford an attorney
lowering the barrier to access to the law. Artificial intelligence is enabling the poor to engage in
their legal proceedings with very little professional help.
Some respondents emphasized that automatic document drafting capabilities of AI solutions
make the development of legal expertise in some activities unnecessary. With AI-driven
applications, one could create a draft of similar legal documents such as petitions, affidavits,
contracts among others, which they would have been at the mercy of a lawyer to create one.

This topic is especially significant in the access to justice context where people who
have limited funds can more easily navigate the legal system and use the legal processes
without an attorney, which will make the judicial system fairer.
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4. Concerns About AI-Induced Bias
Although the participants noted a positive impact on efficiency and accessibility, bias in AI
algorithm appeared to be a major concern amid the participants with 10 out of 12 participants
expressing concern that AI systems could potentially reproduce biases contained in historical
legal data, which would eventually influence judicial decision-making in sentencing or parole.
One of the Judges in Rawalpindi said:
Although AI can be used to help with legal research, I am worried that, in case the input that the
AI is trained on is biased, the AI may only face a risk of reinforcing current biases in the legal
judgments. As an illustration, algorithms could prioritize certain groups of people on the basis
of historical case results which in themselves are not unbiased. I think AI may support this bias
in decision-making either inadvertently.
The same issue was raised by other law experts who indicated that AI systems can be only as
neutral as the information they are trained on. When AI tools are trained on past case law or
judicial rulings which are biased in society (gender, racial, socioeconomic biases), AI systems
will be trained to recreate these biases when delivering future decisions, further perpetrating
inequalities.

This theme reveals one of the major problems that face the legal system, which needs to
make sure that AI technologies are produced and implemented in a way that will facilitate
fairness and not recreate discriminatory trends.
5. Absence of Transparency and Trust in Artificial Intelligence Systems
This need of transparency in AI decision-making was one of the most important concerns
mentioned by 7 participants who showed their worries regarding the black box character of AI
tools. They observed that although AI applications such as EastLaw can give good suggestions,
they lack detail in the reasons why they reached their conclusions and this can destroy reliance
in the information they give especially in the legal environment where transparency is the
most important consideration.
One of the senior Karachi lawyers said:
I do not have a lot of confidence in AI-based advice when it comes to judicial rulings. Most of
the tools such as EastLaw offer the results without justification of the rationale. Unless we
understand how an AI made a conclusion, how are we supposed to rely on the system in a court
of law where the result is the ultimate factor?
Transparency is especially absent in the area of judicial decision-making, where all the legal
decisions should be thoroughly explained and subject to criticism. AI tools that do not explain
their recommendations in a clear position might be not the best to use in making complex
legal decisions because it is imperative that judges and lawyers understand how behind each
recommendation and judgment.
6. The Complementary role of AI in Legal decision-making
One of the main results of the study is that the majority of the participants are in the opinion
that AI cannot substitute human judgment in legal decision-making, but should support it,
especially in such branches of the law that are difficult to empathize with or are rather
subjective and require moral appraisal.
One of the judges of the district of Lahore remarked:
AI is a very effective tool to help in legal research and drafting, but it must not be used to
substitute human judgment. A judge or a legal expert should always be the one to make the final
decision because he/she is able to see the nuances within a case. AI will help make things
efficient, but it will never be able to imitate the decisions of a human being in terms of law
interpretation.
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This perception highlights the fact that although AI can assist in automating some of the
procedures and alleviating the administrative load, human judgment has not (yet) been
replaced in the final decisions. AI tools ought to be regarded as a helper, as it assists legal
professionals with data-driven insights, but not as the ones that make decisions independently.
7. Ethical issues and AI Governance
Some of the participants highlighted the ethical issues that come along with the use of AI,
particularly, data privacy, fairness, and misuse. There was a unanimous response among
participants that AI tools should be subjected to stringent ethical code, a regulatory body to
ensure that the tools are used wisely and they do not violate the rights of individuals.
One of the legal technologists in Islamabad told:
Ethical codes must be put in place in regard to AI tools such as AI Attorney. As an illustration,
what will happen in the event these tools misunderstand client confidential information? We
must have regulatory agencies that come up with standards of data security, fairness and
privacy. AI would turn out to be a liability rather than an asset in the absence of ethical
regulations.
8. Laws and Regulations
Respondents emphasized that regulation of AI technologies in the legal sector should have
clear regulatory frameworks. A number of respondents have postulated that the government
regulations and professional legal organizations should be merged to implement the use of AI
tools in a manner that does not contravene legal norms and ethical standards. Without such
regulations, there is a probability that the system will be misused and biased.
In Peshawar, one of the lawyers observed:
In my opinion, there ought to be proper laws that govern the application of AI in the legal
profession. At the moment, AI-generated decisions have no apparent accountability framework,
and it is a significant issue. Should AI come into play of judicial results, there should be a set of
rules and audits to create the fairness and transparency.
This study demonstrate that AI applications can revolutionize the legal system of Pakistan by
enhancing efficiency, access to justice, and making the legal service easier to access.
Nevertheless, the issues of prejudice, insufficient transparency, and ethical issues should be
resolved with the help of clear regulatory frameworks and human control. This finding
highlights the necessity of managing the powers of AI with the necessity to have responsible
governance, where AI can be useful in promoting the interests of fairness, transparency, and
justice.
Table 2: AI Impact Themes in Legal Practice

Theme Interpretation Frequency of
Occurrence (%)

Support from
Participants (%)

Examples from
Participants

Efficiency in Legal
Research and
Document Drafting

AI tools have
significantly
reduced the time
spent on research
and document
drafting, allowing
legal professionals
to handle more
cases efficiently.

80 75 Time spent on research
was reduced by 50-75%,
enabling quicker case
handling.



Policy Journal of Social Science Review
Online ISSN Print ISSN

3006-4635 3006-4627
Vol. 4 No. 3 (2026)

－196－

Increased
Accessibility to Legal
Services

AI-powered tools
are improving
access to legal
information and
services, particularly
for individuals who
cannot afford
expensive legal
representation.

70 60 Improved accessibility
for rural clients who
lacked legal
representation.

Reducing Barriers in
Case Preparation

AI has automated
routine tasks like
document drafting
and case
preparation,
reducing the burden
on legal
professionals and
enabling better self-
representation.

60 50 Self-represented
litigants could now
prepare court filings
using AI-generated
templates.

Concerns About AI-
Induced Bias

Participants are
concerned that AI
tools may
perpetuate existing
biases present in
historical legal data,
potentially affecting
the fairness of
judicial decisions.

67 67 Bias concerns regarding
AI replication of past
judicial biases,
particularly in
sentencing.

Lack of Transparency
and Trust in AI
Systems

The lack of
transparency in AI's
decision-making
process raises
concerns about trust
and accountability
in legal contexts,
where every
decision must be
justifiable.

47 47 Lack of understanding
about how AI generates
legal recommendations
for cases.
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Complementary Role
of AI in Legal
Decision-Making

Most participants
believe that AI
should complement
human judgment
rather than replace
it, particularly in
areas where
empathy and moral
reasoning are
crucial.

87 80 AI tools should assist
but not replace judges
in deciding legal
outcomes.

Ethical Concerns and
Governance of AI

Ethical concerns
such as data privacy,
fairness, and misuse
of AI were
highlighted, with a
strong call for
regulations to
ensure responsible
AI use in the legal
field.

60 60 Ethical issues like AI
mishandling of sensitive
client data and concerns
over privacy.

Regulatory
Frameworks and
Oversight

Participants
emphasized the
need for strict
regulatory
frameworks to
ensure that AI
technologies in the
legal profession
comply with ethical
standards and legal
norms.

80 80 Need for legislative
frameworks for AI usage
and continuous
auditing for bias.

This table presents the results of the study in the form of highlighting the themes identified
during the interviews, their corresponding interpretations, the frequency they were used by
(percentage of participants who mentioned each of the themes) and the support they got by
the participants (percentage of participants who strongly supported the theme). The real-life
examples used by the participants to demonstrate the manifestations of the themes into
practicality are presented in each theme. The information shows the positive contributions
made by AI to enhance the efficiency, accessibility, and preparation of a particular case, and
the difficulties that are inherent in AI in the form of bias, lack of transparency, and ethical
issues.
5. Discussion
The results of the given research are in line with the current world-wide research uncovering
the effect of AI on the legal and judicial sphere that supports not only the possible advantages
but also the ethical concerns related to the implementation of AI. One of the main themes of
the interviews efficiency in legal research and document drafting reflects the more recent
remarks in the scholarly literature that efficiency and consistency in legal work is greatly
improved by AI due to its ability to process large volumes of legal information at a relatively
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quick pace (Kristofik, 2025). This confirms the views of global literature, which believe that AI
can automatize common procedures, including legal research, document creation, and
precedent study, and legal services will be more efficient and affordable. Likewise, OECD
reports mention that the AI systems are being used more often to support the initial legal
consultation and direct users to the procedure, which supports another argument according to
which AI can simplify the workload and ensure a more effective access to justice.

Another theme presented in this study and the literature is that of accessibility.
According to the interviewees, such tools as Your Munshi and AI Attorney assist people who
cannot afford the services of traditional lawyers to gain access to the legal advice and create
documents, which was also observed in research that AI can democratize access to legal
information and expand the reach of legal services (YourMunshi, 2025). This is in line with the
literature that AI legal platforms have enormous potential to increase access to justice
especially in situations where access to legal resources are scarce.

Nevertheless, the ethical and procedural issues raised by most of the participants,
including bias, lack of explainability, and transparency, are a reflection of some of the most
significant issues arising in the recent research. The recent literature highlights the difficulty
of algorithmic bias, with AI systems being able to reproduce and even enhance biases
introduced in the historical legal data and ruining fairness and just results (Ashraf et al., 2025).
This aligns with the result of the study that the participants are cautious about biased outputs
and that bias reduction is important in case AI should be applied in legal situations
responsibly (Dancy, 2025).

The issue of transparency and trust that is revealed during the interviews also finds an
echo in new academic literature. The study of AI and judicial transparency claims that the
black box nature of AI, i.e. the lack of clarity in the decision-making process, makes
stakeholders unable to understand the way AI-based recommendations are created, and thus
this is a problem when it comes to holding AI-based systems of justice systems responsible (AI
& Transparency in Judicial Decision Making) (Spalevic, 2024). This is reminiscent of what was
emphasized by the interviewees that decisions made by the law should be explainable and
justifiable within the context of justice where accountability is paramount.

Another intersection with the existing body of knowledge is the belief that AI must be
an aid and not a substitute to human judgment. In the international literature, researchers
have emphasized that even though AI can be used to enhance legal procedures through
providing predictive information and procedural advice, it cannot perform the ethical logic,
empathy, and judgment of discretion that human judges and attorneys exercise (Gondal et al.,
2025; Fatima, 2023). This argues the position of the study participants that human supervision
is necessary especially in fields that involve sensitive interpretation of the law, ethical
consideration and procedural fairness.

Another issue raised in the interviews is that AI will raise questions about basic legal
principles, including the right to a trial and due process. This danger is identified in recent
studies, which claim that introduction of AI to the legal decision-making process should not
violate such rights as the right to be heard, independence of the judiciary, impartiality,
procedural fairness (MKPO, 2025). The demands of the participants to have ethical governance
and regulatory systems echo these academic suggestions, which make the necessity of strong
policies that regulate the use of AI in courts quite clear.

Lastly, regulatory and ethical governance is another theme that stood out in the
interview data and the literature. There is a strong focus on the need to create holistic
regulatory frameworks and regulations including those embodied by the Framework
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Convention on Artificial Intelligence to harmonize AI use with basic human rights, democratic
principles, and the rule of law (Fernando, 2024). These trends are reflected in the attitudes of
participants towards regulation, which implies the importance of accountability, transparency,
and fairness in the use of AI in the legal field.

Conclusively, the findings of the study not only align with the recent research on the
applications of AI in the legal system, but also support the overall issues in the world regarding
bias, transparency, principles, and the need to exercise discretion. Although AI shows evident
opportunities in making the systems more efficient and more accessible to the services of
lawyers, it is necessary to counterbalance them with rigorous governance and ethical
considerations so that AI does not undermine the fundamentals of law but becomes a valuable
addition to the justice system.
6. Conclusion
The research is also a useful contribution to the national implementation of Artificial
Intelligence (AI) into the legal system of Pakistan and the utilization of such tools as AI
Attorney, Your Munshi, and EastLaw. The results indicate that AI has the potential to enhance
the efficiency, accessibility, and preparation of cases in legal practice to a great extent. The
participants admitted that AI would help them waste less time on the mundane part of law,
legal research and document drafting, allowing them to be more productive when it comes to
the size of their caseload. Also, AI platforms are assisting in access to the legal services by the
underrepresented groups, who cannot afford to employ the services of lawyers.

Nevertheless, the paper also notes that there are a number of ethical issues that concern
the application of AI in court decision-making. Participants were worried of bias and lack of
transparency and erosion of human judgment. The results are echoed in the larger body of
research in the world community that insists that the AI systems must be not only transparent
but also just, particularly in those spheres where the outcomes of the decisions made by the
system can impact the rights and the freedoms of the people significantly. The aspect of AI
complementing the work of a legal professional as highlighted by most participants implies
that AI may assist legal professionals, but it never should substitute human judgment,
especially in delicate legal issues that demand ethical arguments and compassionate
evaluations.

As per the recent literature, the study highlights the need to have well-defined
regulatory systems and codes of ethics to regulate the use of AI in the legal field. AI should be
placed under constant supervision, with the nature of fairness, accountability, and
transparency to prevent further perpetuation of the biases and loss of confidence in the justice
system by the people.

In spite of such valuable insights, there are some limitations of the study. It was mainly
targeted at the legal professionals within the urban regions of Pakistan, and the views of
people in the rural or distant regions might offer a variation of the role of AI in the legal
practice. The sample size of 15 participants is also very small such that the findings could not
be generalized. The next research may consider the influence of AI in the legal field by the
various regions of Pakistan and investigate how AI may have long run implications on the
judicial system especially as these technologies keep advancing. Moreover, the advancement of
the ethical AI models and rules that might be applied to a particular country, namely Pakistan,
would become a crucial aspect that should be studied further.
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