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ABSTRACT 

Artificial Intelligence is rapidly transforming legal education by reshaping 
how students learn, research, and develop professional competence. In law 
schools, AI offers opportunities for personalised learning, faster access to 
information, and more effective legal pedagogy. At the same time, its use 
raises serious concerns about academic integrity, ethical practice, and the 
possible weakening of critical thinking if students rely on automated outputs 
without independent analysis. 

This research paper examines Artificial Intelligence in legal education 
through a SWOT framework, highlighting its strengths, weaknesses, 
opportunities, and threats. This paper also considers the need for curriculum 
reform, ethical safeguards, and institutional guidelines for the responsible 
use of AI in legal education. The central argument of this paper is that AI 
should function as a support tool rather than a substitute for human 
reasoning. A balanced and responsible integration of AI can strengthen legal 
education while preserving analytical judgment, ethical sensitivity, and the 
intellectual discipline essential to the legal profession. 
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Introduction 

Artificial intelligence is rapidly changing the way legal education, legal research, and the 

professional identity of future lawyers and advocates are being shaped. In this changing 

situation, the main question is whether AI really helps legal learning through better access, 

faster services and more practical exposure, or if it deteriorates it by limiting independent 

reasoning and critical analysis.1 

This paper makes a SWOT analysis of AI in legal education, i.e., Strengths, Weaknesses, 

Opportunities, and Threats. AI is not simply good or bad; its worth is a function of how law 

schools use AI to combine teaching, assessment, ethics training, and research culture changes.2 

The contemporary legal framework is undergoing an unprecedented paradigm shift, fuelled by 

the accelerating integration of generative artificial intelligence (AI) and specialised legal tech 

ecosystems. Traditionally, legal education has relied on a lecture-based method and the 

standard casebook approach, but this model is now being challenged by technologies capable 

of processing large volumes of legal information in a short time. Advanced Large Language 

Models (LLMs) and specialised analytics platforms (such as Casemine, Manupatra, and Lexis+ 

AI) can process unstructured judicial data, extract complex legal principles, summarise massive 

multi-jurisdictional precedents, and even draft transactional documentation or pleadings.  

Reports suggest that AI-assisted legal research may reduce the time required for an average 

litigation matter from 17–28 hours to 3–5.5 hours.3 

This rapid technological development creates an important pedagogical dilemma. Artificial 

Intelligence can serve as an empowerment tool that helps future legal professionals’ access 

information more efficiently and study more effectively. At the same time, it may threaten the 

development of independent analytical ability if students become overly dependent on 

machine-generated outputs. In this context, concerns about overuse are significant, especially 

since a 2025 survey found that 81% of law students had already used generative AI, while only 

11.89% expressed complete willingness to use it for professional legal work. 

 
1 Zubair Abbasi, Legal Education in the Age of Generative Artificial Intelligence, 7 Law, Tech. & Humans 1 
(2025). 
2 David S. Kemp, Artificial Intelligence for Lawyers and Law Students: Crutch, Craft, or Catalyst?, 49 Seton Hall 
J. Legis. & Pub. Pol’y 3 (2025). 
3 Preparing Students for the Artificial Intelligence Era: The Crucial Role of Critical Thinking Skills, SSRN (2025). 
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Legal scholarship is therefore divided on the issue. On one side, AI is seen as a personalised 

tutor and an equaliser that expands access to legal knowledge. On the other side, it is viewed 

as a possible threat to the development of reasoning, interpretation, and judgment. This seminar 

paper explores these competing views through a comprehensive SWOT framework and 

examines the need for ethical guidelines, curriculum reform, and institutional adaptation in 

legal education. 

Objectives of the Research 

The main objective of this study is to examine, from a SWOT perspective, whether Artificial 

Intelligence in legal education functions as an empowerment tool or a threat to critical thinking. 

The study also aims to evaluate how AI is changing the methods of teaching, learning, research, 

and assessment in law schools.4 

The specific objectives are: 

1. To study the role of AI in transforming legal education. 

2. To identify the strengths and weaknesses of AI as a learning tool in law schools. 

3. To analyse the opportunities created by AI for legal pedagogy and curriculum reform. 

4. To examine the threats AI poses to critical thinking, academic integrity, and 

independent legal reasoning. 

5. To assess the need for ethical and regulatory frameworks for AI use in legal education. 

6. To suggest balanced measures for integrating AI without undermining core legal skills. 

Research Problem 

• The growing use of Artificial Intelligence in legal education has created a major academic 

debate. On one hand, AI tools improve efficiency, access to legal information, and practical 

learning; on the other hand, they may encourage overdependence, weaken analytical skills, and 

 
4 Zubair Abbasi, Legal Education in the Age of Generative Artificial Intelligence, 7 Law, Tech. & Humans 1 
(2025). 
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reduce the habit of independent reasoning that is essential in law.5 

• The problem, therefore, is to determine whether AI should be treated primarily as a useful 

educational empowerment tool or as a serious threat to critical thinking in legal education. This 

study addresses the tension between technological adoption and the preservation of core legal 

values such as reasoning, ethics, originality, and intellectual discipline. 

Hypothesis 

The responsible and regulated integration of Artificial Intelligence into legal education 

enhances learning outcomes, research efficiency, and practical legal skills while preserving 

critical thinking and independent legal reasoning; conversely, excessive and unregulated 

reliance on Artificial Intelligence adversely affects these competencies among law students. 

Research Methodology 

This study follows a doctrinal and analytical research methodology. It is based on qualitative 

analysis of secondary sources, including journal articles, scoping reviews, law review articles, 

policy discussions, and online scholarly publications on AI and legal education. The research 

design is descriptive and analytical. It examines how AI is being used in legal education, what 

benefits it provides, what risks it creates, and how law schools can respond through curriculum 

reform and ethical rules 

Sources of Data 

The study relies on: 

• Scholarly journal articles. 

• Scoping reviews on AI in legal education. 

• Research papers on legal pedagogy and critical thinking. 

• Articles discussing ethics, regulation, and academic integrity in GenAI use. 
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Method of Analysis 

The data has been analysed using a SWOT framework: 

• Strengths of AI in legal education. 

• Weaknesses of AI in legal education. 

• Opportunities for legal education reform. 

• Threats to critical thinking and academic integrity.6 

Scope of the Study 

The study is limited to the impact of AI on legal education, especially teaching, learning, 

research, and assessment. It does not deal in depth with the technical development of AI 

systems. The focus is on educational, ethical, and pedagogical concerns in the legal field. 

Literature Review 

Recent studies about AI in legal education demonstrate a significant split between those who 

welcome innovation and those who are worried that they will become intellectually dependent. 

A scoping review on AI in legal education notes that although AI is being used more and more 

for research aid, drafting, and learning help, at the same time, it brings up the issues of 

transparency, assessment, and academic integrity.7 

A recent special issue on legal education in the age of generative AI argues that GenAI offers 

efficient access to legal information but cannot replace the normative reasoning, ethical 

judgment, and contextual interpretation that define legal thought. The authors emphasise the 

need for responsible legal augmentation, meaning that AI should support rather than substitute 

human judgment.8 

Another important strand of literature focuses on the development of critical thinking in law 

students. Scholars argue that legal education must continue to train students in evaluation, 

 
6  Alexandria Serra, AI Lawyering Skills Trainers, 16 J. L. Tech. & Internet 1 (2025).  
7 Zubair Abbasi, Legal Education in the Age of Generative Artificial Intelligence, 7 Law, Tech. & Humans 1 
(2025).  
8 Alexandria Serra, AI Lawyering Skills Trainers, 16 J. L. Tech. & Internet 1 (2025).  
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reasoning, and argumentation, because these skills are essential to the profession. If AI is used 

without limits, it may reduce the student’s effort to engage in deep analysis and independent 

writing.9 

Research coming out of India, as it happens, brings up some other important concerns. A fairly 

recent piece of writing, an article actually, suggested that generative AI, you know, this kind 

of artificial intelligence, has brought about sort of ethical and also teaching-related problems 

within Indian legal education. This is especially true when you consider things like who 

actually writes something, plagiarism, making sure things are disclosed properly, and the fact 

that there are no really strict rules from the institutions themselves. The article suggests that 

what is needed are things like changes to the curriculum, some training for people on AI ethics, 

and also governance methods that are very open and clear. It is quite a lot to implement. Studies 

that look at this from a wider international perspective show that various universities are 

starting to put in place rules about disclosure, and also teaching students to think critically 

about AI. They are also looking at assessment styles that are more authentic, which is a good 

move. These studies ultimately conclude that AI definitely needs to be managed by human 

beings, with human oversight. It should not be taking over the reasoning processes, especially 

since those processes are what make legal education have any real meaning. Overall, when you 

look at all the literature on this topic now, it points to AI being better understood as a tool. Not 

something that replaces legal education, but something that you have to bring into the system 

carefully, so that the intellectual rigour of the education is kept intact. 

Legal Education and Its Evolution 

Legal education is a systematic process of imparting legal knowledge that develops analytical 

thinking, ethical values, and social responsibility, enabling individuals to understand law as a 

tool for justice and social order rather than merely a collection of statutes. Justice Felix 

Frankfurter regarded it as the study of law as a social institution and an instrument of social 

control, emphasising its role in shaping socially responsible legal professionals.10 

Historically, legal education evolved from religious and moral instruction to a formal academic 

discipline.11 The University of Bologna (1088) pioneered structured legal education, while 

 
9  Artificial Intelligence for Learning the Law: Generative AI for Academic Support in Law Schools and 
Universities, SSRN (2024).  
10 Felix Frankfurter, The Law and the Law Schools, 1 J. Legal Educ. 130, 130–31 (1948). 
11 Harold J. Berman, Law and Revolution: The Formation of the Western Legal Tradition 120–40 (Harvard Univ. 



Indian Journal of Law and Legal Research     Volume VIII Issue III | ISSN: 2582-8878 
 

 Page: 11434 

England developed practical training through the Inns of Court and the United States 

introduced the case method under Christopher Columbus Langdell12 to promote critical legal 

reasoning.13 

In India, legal education progressed from the Gurukul system based on Dharma and the 

Madrasa system centred on Sharia to a professional framework under British rule, beginning 

with the Regulating Act, 1773, the establishment of Government Law College, Mumbai (1837), 

and the expansion of legal studies following the creation of the High Courts in 1861. The legal 

profession was ultimately unified by the Advocates Act, 1961,14 which established the Bar 

Council of India, introduced uniform standards for legal education and practice, and 

modernised the profession by abolishing outdated distinctions among legal practitioners and 

reinforcing a merit-based system.15 

This study argues that Indian legal education, which is currently in a cycle of digital and 

competitive expansion, must leverage the unique value of artificial intelligence. It must not 

only develop law students’ technological literacy, but also consolidate core traditional 

competencies such as constitutional interpretation. 16 

To respond effectively, universities should introduce AI literacy, legal ethics, and clear rules 

on permitted use. Faculty members should also be trained to guide students in the responsible 

use of AI. The aim should be to produce graduates who are digitally aware but still capable of 

independent legal reasoning and principled judgment.17 

Integration of Artificial Intelligence in Legal Education 

AI in legal education refers to the use of technologies such as Generative AI, intelligent tutoring 

systems, legal analytics tools, automated research assistants, and document drafting platforms 

in legal education. These tools can help students summarise materials, generate case notes, 

simulate legal arguments, and support research workflows. At the same time, they raise 

 
Press 1983). 
12 Christopher Columbus Langdell, A Selection of Cases on the Law of Contracts vii–ix (Little, Brown & Co. 
1871). 
13 John H. Langbein et al., History of the Common Law: The Development of Anglo-American Legal Institutions 
793–805 (Aspen Publishers 2009). 
14 The Advocates Act, No. 25 of 1961, §§ 3–7, 16, India Code (1961). 
15 M.P. Jain, Outlines of Indian Legal History 152–90 (7th ed., LexisNexis 2016). 
16  AI Integration in Legal Education in India: Reshaping Pedagogy and Practice, 2026.  
17 K.M. Nanavati v. State of Maharashtra, AIR 1962 SC 605 (India). 
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concerns about accuracy, bias, overdependence, plagiarism, and reduced intellectual effort.18 

Recent scholarship indicates that AI can assist legal analysis, including framework-based 

reasoning such as IRAC. 19Still, it also warns that AI may produce inaccurate or fabricated 

information and therefore cannot replace human judgment. Critical thinking remains essential 

because lawyers must evaluate AI outputs, identify errors, and make context-sensitive 

decisions in complex legal settings.20 

THE EVOLVING PARADIGM OF “KNOWING THE LAW” 

For centuries, the primary benchmark of a competent legal student or practitioner was their 

command over legal mechanics, specifically, information retrieval.21 "Knowing the law" 

implied memorising statutes, identifying exact precedent citations, and spending hours tracking 

cross-references within physically bound case reporters. This mechanical lookup process 

formed the core of early legal training. However, the advent of AI platforms utilising advanced 

Natural Language Processing (NLP) has completely disrupted this historical definition. 

When an AI agent can read thousands of decisions, filter out extraneous details, and present a 

curated legal summary in real-time, the pedagogical emphasis shifts dramatically from 

information acquisition to critical evaluation. In this transformed ecosystem, future lawyers do 

not need to be taught how to mimic index cards; instead, they must possess the ability to 

critically judge, interpret, contextualise, and look beyond the algorithmic veneer of stability to 

uncover hidden biases or inaccuracies. Legal intelligence is being re-anchored away from 

memorisation towards interpretive dexterity, human-centred constitutional morality, and 

reasoning under systemic uncertainty. The core value of an expert legal professional is no 

longer the raw data they can pull up, but the complex human judgment, ethical positioning, and 

strategic advocacy they apply to the synthesised output.22 

A Swot Analysis of Ai in Legal Education 

To systematically evaluate how AI impacts the training of future legal practitioners, we can 

 
18 Harmonizing AI and Human Instruction in Legal Education: A Case-Based Approach, 2024.  
19 Zubair Abbasi, Legal Education in the Age of Generative Artificial Intelligence, 7 Law, Tech. & Humans 1 
(2025).  
20  Alexandria Serra, AI Lawyering Skills Trainers, 16 J. L. Tech. & Internet 1 (2025).  
21  David S. Kemp, Artificial Intelligence for Lawyers and Law Students: Crutch, Craft, or Catalyst?, 49 Seton 
Hall J. Legis. & Pub. Pol’y 3 (2025).  
22 The Impending Death of Manual Bluebook Citations: How AI Will Reshape Legal Education, Syracuse J.   
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structure the current landscape into internal factors (Strengths and Weaknesses) and external 

dynamics (Opportunities and Threats):23 

Strengths (Internal) 

• AI Can Make Legal Education More Efficient and Accessible:  It helps students quickly 

locate information, compare authorities, and understand large volumes of text in less time than 

manual methods. It also supports personalised learning by adapting to different learning speeds 

and providing instant feedback on writing, research, or argument structure.24 

• Practical Skill Development: AI tools expose students to the kind of digital workflows 

increasingly used in modern legal practice. They can improve drafting, legal research, and 

issue-spotting when used as learning aids rather than substitutes for thought.25 

• AI Broadens Access to Legal Knowledge: Students in resource-constrained institutions can 

benefit from low-cost or freely available tools that supplement library access and faculty 

guidance. In this sense, AI can democratise legal education and reduce some barriers to 

learning. 

• Hyper-Personalised Learning Systems: AI-driven adaptive platforms can map individual 

student performance data, pinpoint precise analytical blind spots, and continuously tailor legal 

reading materials and exercises to fill those gaps. 

• Dramatic Efficiency Gains: Students can bypass hours of basic index lookups, shifting their 

immediate focus to high-level case strategy, theory construction, and substantive oral 

advocacy.26 

Dynamic Case Simulations: Facilitate real-time, responsive, interactive legal scenarios, 

allowing students to test litigation hypotheses and receive immediate procedural feedback. 

 
23 David S. Kemp, Artificial Intelligence for Lawyers and Law Students: Crutch, Craft, or Catalyst?, 49 Seton 
Hall J. Legis. & Pub. Pol’y 3 (2025). 
24 Preparing Students for the Artificial Intelligence Era: The Crucial Role of Critical Thinking Skills, SSRN 
(2025). 
25 Ale Artificial Intelligence for Learning the Law: Generative AI for Academic Support in Law Schools and 
Universities, SSRN (2024).xandria Serra, AI Lawyering Skills Trainers, 16 J. L. Tech. & Internet 1 (2025).  
26 Harmonizing AI and Human Instruction in Legal Education: A Case-Based Approach, 2024.  



Indian Journal of Law and Legal Research     Volume VIII Issue III | ISSN: 2582-8878 
 

 Page: 11437 

Weaknesses (Internal) 

The Risk of Intellectual Dependency: If students rely too heavily on AI for summaries, case 

analysis, or essay outlines, they may not develop the habits of close reading, reasoning, and 

structured argument that legal education is meant to build. Over time, this can weaken their 

ability to think independently.27 

AI Tools May Give Confident but Incorrect Answers:  In law, where precision matters, even 

a small error can mislead students and distort learning. Because AI does not understand legal 

context the way humans do, it may miss jurisdictional differences, outdated law, or subtle 

doctrinal distinctions. 

The Challenge to Academic Integrity: When students use AI without disclosure or without 

understanding the output, it becomes difficult to assess genuine learning. This creates tension 

between innovation and traditional assessment methods. 

Cognitive Offloading & Laziness: Direct delegation of basic writing, synthesis, and searching 

parameters severely erodes the fundamental mental friction required to develop deep analytical 

reasoning. 

Algorithmic Hallucinations & Fictions: Uncritical reliance on LLMs can lead to the 

acceptance of fabricated case citations, distorted legal summaries, and inaccurate statutory 

explanations. 

Entrenchment of Historical Bias: Underlying AI training sets often mirror systemic, 

historical prejudices in jurisprudence, which can be uncritically internalised by students 

through automated tutoring outputs.28 

Opportunities (External) 

Curriculum Decarbonization: Opportunities to completely strip out archaic, rote-based 

memorisation structures and replace them with advanced interdisciplinary training in Legal 

 
27 Preparing Students for the Artificial Intelligence Era: The Crucial Role of Critical Thinking Skills, SSRN 
(2025). 
28 5 David S. Kemp, Artificial Intelligence for Lawyers and Law Students: Crutch, Craft, or Catalyst?, 49 Seton 
Hall J. Legis. & Pub. Pol’y 3 (2025).  
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Informatics, Algorithmic Governance, and Tech Ethics.29 

Democratisation of Legal Resources: Provides mid-tier and developing-world law 

institutions access to advanced, scalable analytical capabilities previously locked behind elite 

financial structures. 

Enhanced Practicum Training: Enables virtual, scalable legal clinics where AI handles 

routine administrative intake, allowing students to serve a larger volume of actual pro bono 

clients.30 

Threats (External) 

Devaluation of the Analytical Degree: The market may face an influx of legal graduates who 

lack genuine independent reasoning capabilities, reducing the societal trust placed in legal 

professionals.31 

Widening Digital/Institutional Divide: Elite law institutions will integrate proprietary, 

secure, and bias-scrubbed AI networks, while underfunded public institutions may rely on 

open, generic, hallucination-prone tools.32 

Academic Plagiarism & Dishonesty: Traditional essay-based evaluation models face 

systemic collapse due to untraceable, high-quality automated assignment generation.33 

Critical Thinking and Legal Learning 

Critical thinking is the foundation of legal education because law is not only about finding 

answers but also about evaluating arguments, interpreting texts, and applying principles to new 

situations. In the age of AI, this skill becomes even more important. Students must learn to 

verify AI-generated outputs, compare them with original legal sources, and identify any logical 

 
29  Alexandria Serra, AI Lawyering Skills Trainers, 16 J. L. Tech. & Internet 1 (2025).  
30  The Impending Death of Manual Bluebook Citations: How AI Will Reshape Legal Education, Syracuse J. 
(2023).  
31 Preparing Students for the Artificial Intelligence Era: The Crucial Role of Critical Thinking Skills, SSRN 
(2025).  
32  Megan Gerlich, AI Tools in Society: Impacts on Cognitive Offloading and the Future of Critical Thinking, 15 
SOCIETIES 6, 6 (2025)  
33 Artificial Intelligence for Learning the Law: Generative AI for Academic Support in Law Schools and 
Universities, SSRN (2024). 
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or factual weaknesses.34 

AI should therefore be viewed as a supporting tool rather than a replacement for human intellect 

and judgment. A student may use it to generate a rough outline or simplify a difficult concept, 

but the final responsibility for legal reasoning must always remain with the student. Legal 

education must continue to train the mind, not merely assist the hand. The best educational 

model is one of guided use. Law schools should teach students when AI is appropriate, when 

it is dangerous, and how to disclose its use transparently. They should also redesign exams and 

assignments so that students must demonstrate reasoning, not merely present polished text.35 

Institutional Readiness and Ethical Imperatives 

Implementing Artificial Intelligence effectively in legal education hinges on how prepared the 

institutions are to change their teaching techniques, assessment mechanisms, and policies for 

administration. Law schools should not view AI as an outside force that they can either ignore 

or resist; in fact, their response should be aimed at setting up top-notch regulations on the 

proper use, disclosure norms, and maintaining academic honesty. Besides, teachers must get 

the training they need to explore both the upsides and downsides of AI so that they can help 

students understand things better, plus give work evaluations that are clearly done and 

unbiased. Furthermore, it is the responsibility of the institution to not only allow AI to be used 

by the students but also to offer the teaching of the proper, critical, and transparent ways of 

using it.36 

Along with institutional preparedness, strong ethical safeguards are essential. In legal 

education, the use of AI must always remain subordinate to the values of honesty, 

accountability, privacy, and independent judgment. Students should be made aware that AI-

generated content may contain errors, biases, or incomplete legal reasoning and, therefore, 

cannot replace human verification. Law schools should encourage a culture in which AI is 

viewed as an aid to learning rather than a shortcut to avoid effort. Only when technological 

innovation is accompanied by ethical discipline can AI contribute positively to the formation 

 
34  Preparing Students for the Artificial Intelligence Era: The Crucial Role of Critical Thinking Skills, SSRN 
(2025).  
35 David S. Kemp, Artificial Intelligence for Lawyers and Law Students: Crutch, Craft, or Catalyst?, 49 Seton 
Hall J. Legis. & Pub. Pol’y 3 (2025) 
36  See Artificial Intelligence in Legal Education and Practice, supra note 2, at 56.  
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of competent, responsible, and intellectually sound legal professionals.37 

• The National Education Policy 2020 supports the inclusion of Artificial Intelligence and 

related technologies in higher education, including professional fields such as law, and 

encourages universities to develop courses in machine learning and AI-based multidisciplinary 

programs. This policy orientation indicates that AI has a legitimate place in legal education, 

provided it is implemented with proper academic standards, teacher training, and ethical 

safeguards.38 

Empowerment Tool: Personalization and Practice 

When it is used inside certain structured boundaries, artificial intelligence really becomes an 

excellent tool for empowering those who are learning about law. The way legal education has 

been taught traditionally has always had problems with how much it could be scaled up; a 

single law professor supervising, say, a lecture hall of more than one hundred students cannot 

realistically give personalised feedback on every draft brief or on every logic tree that a student 

creates. AI-driven learning systems that are personalised address this particular limitation. By 

essentially acting as intellectual sparring partners that are available all the time, twenty-four 

hours a day, seven days a week. These tools can look at how a student writes; they can pick out 

places where there are structural gaps, for example, within their application of the IRAC 

formula, that is, Issue, Rule, Application, Conclusion, and then provide immediate feedback, 

which is formative. 39 

Furthermore, by embedding AI-driven simulations within the curriculum, institutions can 

bridge the historical gap between abstract classroom theory and actual professional practice. 

Students can engage in simulated corporate transactions or mock cross-examinations where an 

AI entity acts as a hostile opposing counsel, shifting strategies instantly based on the student's 

inputs. This converts legal learning from a passive reading exercise into an active, high-fidelity 

experience, producing lawyers who are structurally prepared for the technological realities of 

the modern corporate or litigation firm.40 

 
37 Legal Tech and AI in India, Legasis (2025).  
38 Ministry of Education, National Education Policy 2020 (India).  
39 Alexandria Serra, AI Lawyering Skills Trainers, 16 J. L. Tech. & Internet 1 (2025)  
40 Artificial Intelligence for Learning the Law: Generative AI for Academic Support in Law Schools and 
Universities, SSRN (2024).  
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“The objective of incorporating AI into law schools is not to replace the human mind, but to 

change the focal point of human exertion. By automating the extraction of raw data, we force 

the student to step into the role of an evaluator, strategist, and ethical arbiter." 

Threat to Critical Thinking: Cognitive Offloading and Bias 

Conversely, the rapid adoption of AI introduces a severe risk of cognitive regression. Recent 

empirical research in behavioural and cognitive sciences points to a dangerous trend known as 

cognitive offloading, the phenomenon where individuals delegate complex mental tasks to 

external digital tools. In legal training, this offloading attacks the very foundational skills of 

the discipline. The core of legal analytical capability is built through the demanding process of 

tracking dense judicial opinions, parsing intentional statutory ambiguities, and synthesising 

conflicting precedents into cohesive arguments. 

When students rely on AI to generate summaries of cases, they bypass this critical cognitive 

friction. They are presented with a clean, simplified, and unified conclusion without ever 

participating in the intellectual struggle that produced it. This structural bypass breeds a form 

of cognitive passivity. Over time, students develop an uncritical trust in algorithmic outputs, 

leaving them highly vulnerable to algorithmic fictions and hallucinations. Additionally, 

because machine learning models train on past legal datasets, they systematically perpetuate 

historical prejudices, structural biases, and outdated judicial leanings. If students lack the 

critical depth required to interrogate these outputs, they risk codifying past systemic 

inequalities into the legal frameworks of the future. 

Redefining Skills and Curriculum Design 

To survive this transition, legal institutions must completely overhaul their curricular 

blueprints. Continuing to rely on traditional teaching models while ignoring or simply banning 

AI tools is a failing strategy. Instead, law schools must actively integrate technological literacy 

directly into their core doctrinal curricula. The new legal curriculum must bring together 

traditional legal theory with a sophisticated understanding of data structures, statistics, and 

algorithmic ethics.41 

 
41 LEXIBAL, supra note 8   
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Core Curricular Additions 

Legal Informatics and Prompt Architecture: Moving beyond simple searches to teach 

students how to construct precise, iterative, and structurally sound queries for advanced AI 

engines, while fully understanding the underlying logic of Natural Language Processing.42 

Algorithmic Governance and AI Bias Auditing: A mandatory course focusing on human 

rights frameworks, liability principles when AI systems fail, data privacy mandates, and 

mechanisms to detect and neutralise data bias. 

Jurisprudence and Constitutional Morality under Uncertainty: Doubling down on 

philosophical courses that emphasise values that AI cannot replicate, such as empathy, equity, 

public policy balancing, and social justice mandates. 

Transformation of Assessment Methodologies 

As standard generative tools can instantly draft traditional, take-home legal essays and case 

briefs, the conventional methods used to assess law students must evolve. Evaluation 

frameworks must transition toward synchronous, active, and process-based metrics. Law 

schools should shift heavily toward comprehensive oral examinations, live moot courts, real-

time interactive problem-solving boards, and supervised in-class drafting sessions. 

Furthermore, grading rubrics must adapt: rather than evaluating a student on the final written 

text alone, marks should be allocated based on their ability to audit, critique, deconstruct, and 

correct a highly flawed, AI-generated legal brief. This directly tests high-level analysis rather 

than simple writing mechanics. 

Conclusion 

Artificial Intelligence represents neither a complete cure for the inefficiencies of legal 

education nor an unavoidable threat to human intellect.43 Instead, it serves as a powerful 

cognitive amplifier whose impact depends entirely on institutional implementation and 

pedagogical design.44 If integrated passively, AI will undoubtedly encourage cognitive 

offloading, leading to a decline in analytical depth and an erosion of independent critical 

 
42 Adegbite & Suleiman, supra note 3, at 325  
43 Ethan Mollick, Co-Intelligence: Living and Working with AI 7–15 (Portfolio 2024). 
44 UNESCO, Recommendation on the Ethics of Artificial Intelligence pg22–31 (2021) 
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thinking among law graduates. However, by adopting a proactive SWOT-informed strategy, 

legal education can harness AI to eliminate outdated, rote-learning structures.45 By adapting 

assessment models to focus on live critique, oral advocacy, and algorithmic auditing, law 

schools can elevate the true value of human judgment. The path forward requires a balanced 

integration: using AI to handle the routine mechanics of information retrieval while doubling 

down on human empathy, ethics, and critical reasoning. 46This approach ensures that future 

lawyers are not only proficient with modern technology but remain deeply committed to the 

human- centric principles of justice. 47 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
45 Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD), OECD AI Principles (2019), 
https://oecd.ai/en/ai-principles. 
46 American Bar Association, Task Force on Law and Artificial Intelligence, Report on Artificial Intelligence and 
the Practice of Law (2024). 
47 Russell G. Pearce, Edward Rubin, Eli Wald & Stephen Gillers, The Future of the Legal Profession, 126 Dick. 
L. Rev. 903, 905–20 (2022). 
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