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KES’ Shri. Jayantilal H. Patel Law College
About the College

KES’ Shri. Jayantilal H. Patel Law College is committed to nurturing and empowering students through

quality legal education. The college provides an inclusive and academically enriching environment that

encourages students to excel in their studies, participate in co-curricular activities, engage in research, and

develop a strong sense of civic responsibility.

The college is affiliated to the University of Mumbai, approved by the Bar Council of India, NAAC

accredited with ‘B++’ grade, and ISO 9001:2015 certified. It offers programmes including B.A. LL.B.,

LL.B., LL.M., and specialised diploma courses.

With qualified and experienced faculty, a strong academic environment, moot court training, research

activities and modern infrastructure, the institution seeks to prepare responsible, skilled and socially

conscious legal professionals equipped to meet the challenges of a rapidly changing world.

The college functions under the aegis of Kandivli Education Society (KES), an institution established in

1936 with a long-standing commitment to quality, inclusivity and value-based education.

Affiliation University of Mumbai

Recognition Approved by the Bar Council of India
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Kandivli Education Society
Established 1936

Kandivli Education Society (KES), established in 1936, has grown from a small educational initiative into

a dynamic educational institution serving thousands of students.

With a legacy of quality, inclusivity and value-based learning, KES has expanded its academic presence

across various disciplines. Its educational institutions are committed to providing meaningful learning

opportunities and fostering academic, professional and personal development among students.

KES’ Shri. Jayantilal H. Patel Law College is one of its prominent institutions dedicated to legal education.

Through academic excellence, research, practical learning and co-curricular engagement, the college seeks

to empower students with the knowledge, skills and values necessary to contribute meaningfully to society.

Educational Commitment

■ Quality and inclusive education

■ Value-based learning

■ Academic and professional development

■ Research and practical learning

■ Holistic and future-ready education
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About the International Conference

The International Conference on “Law in the Age of Artificial Intelligence: A Fundamental Perspective”

provided an academic platform to examine the transformative impact of Artificial Intelligence on law, legal

systems, governance and society.

The conference explored emerging legal and ethical questions relating to Artificial Intelligence, including

intellectual property, authorship and ownership, liability, data privacy, cybersecurity, criminal justice,

evidence law, human rights, ethics and accountability. It addressed the implications of Artificial

Intelligence for legal education, commercial law, regulatory frameworks, policy development, research and

scholarly communication.

The conference brought together academicians, research scholars, legal professionals and students to

present research, exchange ideas and engage in interdisciplinary discussions. It encouraged meaningful

academic dialogue and contributed towards the development of effective, ethical and inclusive legal

responses to the rapidly evolving Artificial Intelligence landscape.

Conference International Conference

Theme Law in the Age of Artificial Intelligence: A Fundamental Perspective

Date 24 January 2026

Time 10:00 AM onwards

Mode Online

Organised by IQAC, Student Research Society and Library Committee
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Principal’s Message
KES’ Shri. Jayantilal H. Patel Law College

It gives me immense pleasure to welcome all academicians, research scholars, legal professionals and

students to the International Conference on “Law in the Age of Artificial Intelligence: A Fundamental

Perspective.”

Artificial Intelligence is transforming the way societies function and is increasingly influencing legal

systems, governance, professional practices and education. These developments bring significant

opportunities as well as complex legal, ethical and social challenges.

This conference provided a valuable platform for intellectual exchange and interdisciplinary dialogue on

emerging issues such as data privacy, intellectual property, liability, criminal justice, human rights, ethics

and the governance of Artificial Intelligence. The scholarly contributions and discussions during the

conference encouraged deeper understanding and promoted responsible approaches to the use of Artificial

Intelligence.

I extend my best wishes to all the speakers, researchers, presenters, participants and members of the

organising team for a meaningful and intellectually enriching conference.

Dr. Viral Dave
I/c. Principal

KES’ Shri. Jayantilal H. Patel Law College
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AI AND ETHICS: RESPONSIBLE AI (RAI) 

Nidhi Verma1 

I. ABSTRACT 

The accelerated convergence of Artificial Intelligence (AI) into the realm of laws, governance, 

and the justice system has reinforced the demand for related guidelines for responsible, ethical, 

and just AI use. As AI ethics have become a normative tradition addressing values of justice, 

fairness, and accountability on one side, the notion of Responsible AI (RAI) aims at making 

these ethical norms functional practices, standards, or mechanisms of governance. The paper 

discusses RAI, a related development relevant to the realm of laws and justice, setting it in the 

context of the historical development of AI in general, from The Turing Test through Asimov’s 

Laws towards the current proposals of regulatory and industrial initiatives, such as the EU AI 

Act, UNESCO AI Ethics Guidelines, ISO/IEC 42001, as well as national policies such as those 

developed by NITI Aayog. RAI has emerged because of the growing use of AI in decision-

making for sensitive areas such as criminal justice, legal prediction, bail, sentencing, and legal 

work. Compared to conventional software, AI applications pose challenges related to bias, 

explainability, accountability, and power imbalances, which need to be addressed at the 

respective industry levels. RAI fundamental principles such as fairness, transparency, 

accountability, privacy, robustness, and inclusiveness have been increasingly incorporated into 

soft law governance documents and emerging hard law rules. The abstract argues that RAI is 

neither a substitute for professional ethics nor purely universal, but instead demands 

contextual adaptation, human-in-the-loop strategies, and continuous oversight. RAI forms an 

important pragmatic bridge between ethical ideals and concrete practice, if it remains sensitive 

to cultural diversity, domain-specific risks, and democratic accountability. 

II. KEYWORDS 

Responsible AI, Legal Ethics, AI Governance, Justice Systems, Algorithmic 

Accountability. 

 
1 Research Scholar,Department of Law, University of Allahabad (India).Email: 
nidhiverma1205@gmail.com 
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III. INTRODUCTION 

Artificial intelligence may broadly be understood as the development of computer-

based systems capable of performing functions that ordinarily require human 

intelligence. The International Telecommunication Union describes AI as the ability 

of machines or systems to acquire and apply knowledge in order to carry out 

intelligent behaviour, including functions associated with reasoning, learning, and 

decision-making.2 

The rapid integration of Artificial Intelligence (AI) into contemporary governance 

structures has significantly transformed the functioning of institutions, including legal 

and judicial systems. AI-driven technologies are increasingly used in decision-making 

processes such as legal research, predictive analytics, bail determination, sentencing 

recommendations, and case management. While these technologies promise greater 

efficiency, consistency, and data-driven decision-making, their growing influence has 

raised profound legal and ethical concerns relating to transparency, accountability, 

fairness, and the protection of fundamental rights. 

From a legal perspective, the deployment of AI systems within governance and justice 

mechanisms presents a complex regulatory challenge. Unlike conventional software 

systems, many AI models particularly those based on machine learning and deep 

learning operate through opaque computational processes that are difficult to 

interpret or explain. This opacity raises serious questions regarding due process, 

algorithmic bias, discrimination, and the ability of individuals to challenge automated 

decisions affecting their rights and interests. Consequently, legal scholars and 

policymakers increasingly recognise the need for robust governance frameworks 

capable of ensuring that AI technologies operate in accordance with established 

principles of law and justice. 

In response to these challenges, the concept of Responsible Artificial Intelligence 

(Responsible AI or RAI) has emerged as an important normative and regulatory 

framework. Responsible AI seeks to translate broad ethical principles—such as 

 
2 International Telecommunication Union, ITU-T Y.3000-series – Artificial Intelligence Standardization 
Roadmap (Supplement ITU-T Y Suppl. 72, November 2022) accessed 18 July 2026. 
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fairness, transparency, accountability, privacy, and human oversight—into concrete 

governance mechanisms guiding the design, deployment, and regulation of AI 

systems. Rather than merely articulating moral values, Responsible AI emphasises the 

institutionalisation of safeguards that ensure AI technologies remain aligned with 

legal norms, democratic accountability, and the protection of human rights. 

The growing importance of Responsible AI is reflected in a number of international 

regulatory initiatives and policy frameworks. Institutions such as UNESCO3 have 

adopted global ethical guidelines on artificial intelligence, while the Organisation for 

Economic Co-operation and Development introduced the OECD AI4 Principles as the 

first intergovernmental standard for AI governance. More recently, the European 

Union Artificial Intelligence Act has sought to establish a comprehensive legal regime 

governing high-risk AI systems through a risk-based regulatory approach. At the 

national level, policy initiatives such as those developed by NITI Aayog have also 

emphasised the importance of responsible and ethical AI development. 

Despite the proliferation of such initiatives, significant questions remain regarding the 

legal status, enforceability, and practical implementation of Responsible AI principles. 

Many existing frameworks operate primarily as soft law instruments, relying on 

voluntary compliance and corporate self-regulation rather than binding legal 

obligations. This raises important doctrinal concerns regarding accountability, 

regulatory oversight, and the protection of individuals who may be adversely affected 

by automated decision-making systems. 

Against this backdrop, the present study examines the concept of Responsible AI from 

a legal and governance perspective. It analyses the evolution of Responsible AI 

frameworks, evaluates the key principles underlying these initiatives, and explores 

the challenges associated with translating ethical ideals into enforceable legal 

standards. By situating Responsible AI within the broader context of AI governance 

and legal regulation, the study seeks to contribute to the ongoing debate regarding 

the development of accountable, transparent, and rights-respecting artificial 

intelligence systems. 

 
3 ‘Ethics of Artificial Intelligence | UNESCO’ (n 3). 
4 ‘AI Principles’ (OECD) https://www.oecd.org/en/topics/ai-principles.html accessed 5 March 2026. 
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A. Research Objectives 

The present study seeks to examine the emergence and significance of Responsible 

Artificial Intelligence (RAI) within the broader framework of legal governance and 

ethical regulation. The objectives of this research are as follows: 

1. To analyse the conceptual foundations of Responsible AI and its 

relationship with traditional AI ethics frameworks. 

2. To examine the evolution of Responsible AI in the context of global 

regulatory and governance initiatives. 

3. To evaluate the role of Responsible AI principles such as fairness, 

transparency, accountability, and privacy in the administration of justice 

and legal decision-making systems. 

4. To analyse international and national regulatory approaches governing 

Responsible AI, including initiatives such as the EU AI Act, UNESCO AI 

Ethics Guidelines, and national policy frameworks. 

5. To identify the key challenges associated with the implementation of 

Responsible AI within legal and institutional environments. 

B. Research Questions 

1. Can Responsible AI be understood as a universal concept applicable across 

all contexts, or is there a need for sector-specific Responsible AI policies and 

frameworks? 

2. Despite the wide diversity of guidelines and practices, are there any shared 

principles or common elements underlying them? 

3. How deeply rooted is Responsible AI 

in established theory, yet how well does 

it reflect actual environments alongside operational limits? 

4. What effect do varying rules - binding laws, flexible guidelines, or mixed s

ystems have on how Responsible AI is managed?  

5. Could Responsible AI truly engage with diverse cultures, religious beliefs, 

and moral frameworks - or does it often echo Western standards applied 

beyond their origin? 
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C. Research Methodology 

This research adopts a doctrinal and analytical research methodology. The study 

primarily relies on the examination of secondary legal sources, including statutes, 

international guidelines, policy documents, institutional frameworks, and scholarly 

literature relating to artificial intelligence governance and legal ethics. The research 

further involves a comparative analysis of international regulatory initiatives, such as 

the European Union Artificial Intelligence Act, UNESCO’s Recommendations on the 

Ethics of Artificial Intelligence, and national policy frameworks, including those 

developed by NITI Aayog in India. 

In addition, the study incorporates conceptual and normative analysis to examine the 

ethical principles underlying Responsible AI, including fairness, transparency, 

accountability, and privacy. The objective of this methodological approach is to 

evaluate how these principles are translated into practical governance mechanisms 

within legal systems. 

IV. RESPONSIBLE AI 

Responsible Artificial Intelligence refers to the design, development, and deployment 

of AI systems in a manner that is ethical, transparent, accountable, and aligned with 

fundamental human values and legal principles. Responsible AI aims to translate 

abstract ethical principles into practical governance mechanisms that guide the 

lifecycle of AI systems. It emphasises the need for fairness, explainability, privacy 

protection, human oversight, and accountability in the use of algorithmic decision-

making systems.5 

Responsible AI may be understood through the shared values of multiple 

stakeholders, including individuals, corporations, states, and public institutions. 

However, consensus becomes more difficult when these stakeholders assign different 

priorities to ethical principles. Since ethical values vary across cultural, social, and 

institutional contexts, the meaning of responsibility in AI governance is also context-

dependent. This raises an important conceptual question as to whether existing ethical 

 
5 ‘What Is Responsible AI? | IBM’ (6 February 2024) 
https://www.ibm.com/think/topics/responsible-ai accessed 5 March 2026. 



52                          LawFoyer International Journal of Doctrinal Legal Research                  [Vol. IV, Special Issue I]                                                                                                                                                

© 2026. LawFoyer International Journal of Doctrinal Legal Research                              (ISSN: 2583-7753) 

frameworks are sufficient to guide the development and deployment of AI systems, 

or whether Responsible AI requires a distinct governance approach. 

Once AI ethics frameworks are recognised, it becomes necessary to examine whether 

Responsible AI offers a distinct contribution or merely restates existing ethical 

principles. Many concerns associated with artificial intelligence, including fairness, 

accountability, transparency, and human oversight, are already addressed within 

established ethical frameworks. Nevertheless, Responsible AI may be distinguished 

by its emphasis on operationalising these principles through practical governance 

mechanisms, institutional safeguards, and lifecycle-based accountability. Defining the 

precise boundaries of Responsible AI remains difficult, particularly because AI 

technologies evolve rapidly and operate across diverse social, legal, and technical 

contexts. Accordingly, a universal and fixed definition of Responsible AI may be 

neither realistic nor desirable. 

Ethical concerns regarding machines and automated decision-making are not recent 

developments. Early debates in computing, including the work of Alan Turing, 

prompted reflection on the relationship between machine intelligence and human 

reasoning. Later thinkers such as Joseph Weizenbaum and Norbert Wiener further 

examined the implications of technology for human values, responsibility, and social 

order. These debates also draw upon longer philosophical traditions, including ethical 

theories associated with Aristotle and later twentieth-century reflections by thinkers 

such as Martin Heidegger and Hans Jonas. Consequently, contemporary discussions 

on Responsible AI are grounded in a broader intellectual history concerning ethics, 

technology, and human responsibility. 

V. HISTORY OF RESPONSIBLE AI 

The development of Responsible AI has evolved through several important phases in 

the history of artificial intelligence. Early discussions about machine intelligence were 

influenced by Alan Turing’s Turing Test, which explored whether machines could 

demonstrate human-like intelligence. Later, Isaac Asimov’s Three Laws of Robotics6 

 
6 ‘Three Laws of Robotics | Definition, Isaac Asimov, & Facts | Britannica’ (20 December 2025) 
https://www.britannica.com/topic/Three-Laws-of-Robotics accessed 15 January 2026. 
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introduced a fictional but influential ethical framework governing the behaviour of 

intelligent machines. 

The development of AI research experienced two major periods of stagnation 

commonly referred to as AI winters. The first AI winter occurred approximately 

between 1974 and 1980, while the second occurred between 1987 and 1993, largely due 

to limitations in computing power, unrealistic expectations, and funding reductions. 

Interest in the ethical implications of AI increased significantly during the 21st century 

as the technology began to demonstrate real-world societal impact. In 2019, the OECD 

adopted the OECD AI Principles, which became the first intergovernmental standard 

on artificial intelligence governance. However, these Principles were substantially 

updated in May 2024 to reflect rapid developments in general-purpose and generative 

AI, including risks relating to privacy, safety, information integrity, misinformation 

and disinformation. Accordingly, any contemporary discussion of OECD standards 

on AI governance must be understood with reference to the amended 2024 

framework, rather than only the original 2019 text. Since then, several regulatory and 

institutional initiatives have emerged, including the European Union Artificial 

Intelligence Act and the ISO/IEC 42001 AI management system standard introduced 

in 2023.7 

VI. EXAMPLES OF RESPONSIBLE AI 

The emergence of Responsible Artificial Intelligence has led to the development of 

several governance frameworks at the international, regional, and national levels. 

These initiatives attempt to translate ethical principles such as fairness, transparency, 

accountability, and human oversight into practical regulatory mechanisms guiding 

the design and deployment of artificial intelligence systems. However, these 

frameworks differ significantly in their legal nature, ranging from binding legislation 

to non-binding ethical guidelines and policy recommendations. 

 
7 OECD, ‘OECD Updates AI Principles to Stay Abreast of Rapid Technological Developments’ (3 May 
2024) https://www.oecd.org/en/about/news/press-releases/2024/05/oecd-updates-ai-principles-
to-stay-abreast-of-rapid-technological-developments.html accessed 18 July 2026. 
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One of the most significant regulatory developments in this field is the European 

Union Artificial Intelligence Act. The EU AI Act8 represents one of the first 

comprehensive attempts to regulate artificial intelligence through binding legislation. 

The Act adopts a risk-based regulatory model, classifying AI systems according to the 

level of risk they pose to fundamental rights and public safety. AI applications used 

in sensitive areas such as law enforcement, public administration, and judicial 

decision-making are categorised as high-risk systems and are subject to strict 

compliance obligations including transparency requirements, human oversight, and 

conformity assessments. As a legally binding instrument, the EU AI Act marks an 

important shift from voluntary ethical commitments toward enforceable regulatory 

governance of AI. 

At the international level, the ethical framework developed by UNESCO provides 

another important example of Responsible AI governance. The Recommendation on 

the Ethics of Artificial Intelligence, adopted in 20219, establishes a global normative 

framework promoting principles such as human dignity, non-discrimination, 

sustainability, transparency, and accountability in the development and deployment 

of AI technologies. Although this recommendation does not possess binding legal 

force, it operates as an influential soft law instrument, encouraging member states to 

incorporate ethical AI principles into national policies and regulatory frameworks. 

In the Indian context, policy discussions on Responsible AI were initially shaped by 

initiatives undertaken by NITI Aayog, including the National Strategy for Artificial 

Intelligence and the Responsible AI for All approach papers, which emphasised fairness, 

inclusiveness, transparency, privacy protection, and accountability. However, the 

Indian framework has since been significantly advanced by MeitY’s India AI 

Governance Guidelines, unveiled in November 2025 under the IndiaAI Mission.10 The 

Guidelines adopt seven cross-sectoral guiding principles, or “sutras”, including trust, 

people-first development, innovation over restraint, fairness and equity, 

accountability, understandability by design, and safety, resilience and sustainability. 

 
8 ‘The Act Texts | EU Artificial Intelligence Act’ (n 2). 
9 ‘Ethics of Artificial Intelligence | UNESCO’ (n 3). 
10 Ministry of Electronics and Information Technology, India AI Governance Guidelines (IndiaAI 
Mission, November 2025) 6–8, 19–20, 35–41. 
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Instead of proposing an immediate standalone AI statute, the Guidelines favour a 

sectoral-regulator and whole-of-government approach, relying on existing legal 

instruments such as the Information Technology Act, 2000, the Bharatiya Nyaya 

Sanhita, 2023, and the Digital Personal Data Protection Act, 2023, while 

recommending targeted legal amendments where regulatory gaps arise. They also 

propose an institutional oversight structure comprising an AI Governance Group, a 

Technology & Policy Expert Committee, and an AI Safety Institute to coordinate 

policy, support technical evaluation, and guide safe and responsible AI deployment 

across sectors. 

These regulatory and policy initiatives illustrate the evolving landscape of 

Responsible AI governance. While some frameworks operate as binding legislative 

instruments, others function as normative guidelines or policy recommendations. 

Together, they demonstrate an ongoing global effort to develop governance 

mechanisms capable of ensuring that artificial intelligence systems operate in 

accordance with legal principles, democratic accountability, and the protection of 

fundamental rights. 

VII. KEY PRINCIPLES RELATING TO RESPONSIBLE AI 

Responsible Artificial Intelligence (RAI) governance frameworks developed by 

international organisations and regulatory bodies identify several core principles that 

guide the lawful and ethical development of AI systems. These principles function as 

normative standards intended to ensure that AI technologies operate in a manner 

consistent with fundamental rights, legal accountability, and democratic governance. 

1. Fairness and Non-Discrimination: The principle of fairness requires that AI 

systems do not produce discriminatory outcomes. Since algorithmic systems 

may replicate biases present in training data, Responsible AI frameworks 

emphasise safeguards to prevent discrimination based on race, gender, 

ethnicity, religion, or socio-economic status. Ensuring fairness in automated 

decision-making is closely connected to constitutional guarantees of equality 

and international human rights norms.11 

 
11 ‘AI Principles’ (n 7). 
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2. Transparency and Explainability: Transparency requires that the functioning 

and decision-making logic of AI systems be sufficiently understandable to 

regulators, users, and affected individuals. Explainability mechanisms are 

essential to enable oversight, ensure procedural fairness, and allow individuals 

to challenge automated decisions that may affect their legal rights or interests.12 

3. Accountability: Responsible AI governance requires clear allocation of 

responsibility for the design, deployment, and operation of AI systems. Human 

actors—including developers, deployers, and regulatory authorities—must 

remain legally accountable for the outcomes produced by automated systems. 

Effective accountability mechanisms include regulatory oversight, 

documentation requirements, and audit procedures.13 

4. Privacy and Data Protection: AI systems often rely on large volumes of 

personal data, creating significant privacy concerns. Responsible AI 

frameworks therefore emphasise compliance with established data protection 

principles such as lawful processing, purpose limitation, data minimisation, 

consent, and data security. In the Indian context, this principle must be read 

alongside the Digital Personal Data Protection Act, 2023 and the Digital 

Personal Data Protection Rules, 2025, which regulate the processing of digital 

personal data through obligations imposed on Data Fiduciaries, consent 

requirements, reasonable security safeguards, breach intimation duties, and 

enforceable rights of Data Principals, including access, correction, erasure, 

grievance redressal, and nomination. These domestic requirements 

complement comparative standards such as the GDPR and are directly relevant 

to Responsible AI systems that collect, process, or infer personal data.14 

5. Safety and Robustness: AI systems must operate in a reliable, secure, and 

technically robust manner. Responsible AI governance requires risk 

assessment, testing, and continuous monitoring to ensure that AI systems do 

 
12 ‘Ethics Guidelines for Trustworthy AI | Shaping Europe’s Digital Future’ https://digital-
strategy.ec.europa.eu/en/library/ethics-guidelines-trustworthy-ai accessed 15 January 2026. 
13 ‘AI Principles’ (n 7). 
14 ‘General Data Protection Regulation (GDPR) – Legal Text’ (General Data Protection Regulation 
(GDPR)) https://gdpr-info.eu/ accessed 5 March 2026. 
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not produce harmful or unintended outcomes, particularly in high-risk sectors 

such as healthcare, finance, and criminal justice.15 

6. Human-Centred and Inclusive Development: Responsible AI frameworks 

emphasise that AI technologies should remain human-centred and socially 

beneficial. This principle requires consideration of the broader social impact of 

AI systems and encourages inclusive participation in the design and 

governance of AI technologies.16 

VIII. CHALLENGES RELATING TO RESPONSIBLE AI 

Translating broad Responsible AI principles into practice remains challenging, 

particularly because different sectors involve distinct risks, objectives, and 

technological conditions. Although Responsible AI overlaps with AI ethics, it is better 

understood as a related but distinct governance approach that seeks to convert ethical 

commitments into practical standards, institutional processes, and measurable 

safeguards. Its effective implementation requires interdisciplinary expertise, 

appropriate technical tools, defined accountability structures, and outcomes tailored 

to specific domains. In recent years, Responsible AI has gained greater significance 

because it attempts to bridge the gap between abstract ethical principles and 

operational governance mechanisms. 

Despite the growing recognition of the need for Responsible Artificial Intelligence, 

significant legal and doctrinal challenges continue to hinder its effective 

implementation. One major concern is the absence of binding enforcement 

mechanisms in many existing AI governance frameworks, which often rely on 

voluntary guidelines or ethical principles rather than legally enforceable obligations.17 

This weakens regulatory accountability and allows technology developers 

considerable discretion in compliance. Additionally, jurisdictional fragmentation 

presents a further challenge, as different states and regional bodies adopt divergent 

regulatory approaches, leading to inconsistencies in the governance of AI systems 

 
15 ‘ISO/IEC 42001: Responsible AI Pioneer’ (n 4). 
16 ‘Recommendation on the Ethics of Artificial Intelligence | UNESCO’ 
https://www.unesco.org/en/articles/recommendation-ethics-artificial-intelligence accessed 5 March 
2026. 
17 ‘Ethics of Artificial Intelligence | UNESCO’ (n 3). 
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across borders.18 Another pressing issue is the lack of clear legal standing and 

remedies for individuals harmed by AI-driven decisions. Victims of algorithmic bias, 

automated decision-making, or AI-generated harms often face significant difficulties 

in identifying responsible parties and pursuing effective legal remedies.19 These 

challenges highlight the urgent need for a more coherent legal framework that 

integrates enforceable standards, harmonised regulatory approaches, and accessible 

mechanisms for redress. 

The measurement of ethical compliance remains difficult because moral values cannot 

always be reduced to quantifiable indicators. This creates practical challenges for the 

implementation and assessment of Responsible AI frameworks. There is also a risk 

that ethical terminology may be used symbolically, without meaningful changes to 

institutional practices or technical design. In the absence of reliable verification, 

auditing, and accountability mechanisms, the effectiveness of Responsible AI 

oversight may remain limited. The legitimacy of such initiatives also depends on the 

inclusiveness of the actors involved in shaping them. If governance frameworks are 

dominated only by large technology companies or consulting institutions, broader 

public, regulatory, and community perspectives may be insufficiently represented. 

These concerns are especially significant where AI systems are used by the state in 

areas such as law enforcement, surveillance, and public administration, where 

stronger legal oversight and enforceable safeguards may be required. 

IX. SUGGESTIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

1. Governments should develop clear regulatory frameworks that integrate 

ethical principles with enforceable legal standards for artificial intelligence 

systems. In India, this process should be aligned with MeitY’s India AI 

Governance Guidelines, particularly its sectoral-regulator and whole-of-

government approach to AI governance. 

2. Institutions deploying AI in sensitive domains such as criminal justice, welfare 

administration, finance, and healthcare should adopt human-in-the-loop 

 
18 ‘The Act Texts | EU Artificial Intelligence Act’ (n 2). 
19 Kumar (n 5). 
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decision-making mechanisms to ensure accountability, reviewability, and 

meaningful oversight of automated outcomes. 

3. Regulatory authorities should establish independent auditing mechanisms to 

evaluate algorithmic fairness, transparency, bias, and safety in AI systems. In 

the Indian context, the proposed AI Governance Group and AI Safety Institute 

under the MeitY Guidelines should operationalise sector-specific audit 

protocols, incident-reporting systems, and technical evaluation standards for 

high-impact AI applications. 

4. Greater emphasis should be placed on interdisciplinary collaboration involving 

legal scholars, technologists, policymakers, ethicists, sectoral regulators, and 

civil society stakeholders in the development of AI governance frameworks, 

particularly through expert bodies such as the Technology & Policy Expert 

Committee proposed under the India AI Governance Guidelines. 

5. National AI policies should be aligned with international standards while 

remaining responsive to domestic legal obligations. In India, sector-specific AI 

oversight should expressly integrate compliance with the Digital Personal Data 

Protection Act, 2023 and the Digital Personal Data Protection Rules, 2025, 

particularly where AI systems collect, process, infer, or profile personal data. 

X. CONCLUSION 

Responsible AI (RAI) should be understood as a continuous journey rather than a one-

time, all-encompassing exercise, especially given the difficulties involved in 

translating RAI principles into actual system functioning and outcomes. Depending 

on the situation, it becomes more useful to pinpoint basic requirements and judge if 

an application satisfies them - knowing full well that goals can differ across 

technologies. Attention shifts toward everyday actions and decision paths instead of 

abstract visions alone. Though themes like ethical AI, explainability, and 

responsibility often overlap, they aim at distinct targets. Grasping both moral 

reasoning and transparency techniques turns out to be necessary, not optional, for 

progress here. 
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The present study examined the emergence of Responsible Artificial Intelligence (RAI) 

as a governance framework designed to translate ethical principles into practical 

regulatory mechanisms for the development and deployment of artificial intelligence 

systems. The analysis demonstrates that the rapid integration of AI into governance 

structures and justice systems has generated significant legal concerns relating to 

transparency, accountability, algorithmic bias, and the protection of fundamental 

rights. As AI increasingly influences decision-making in areas such as legal research, 

predictive analytics, and criminal justice processes, the need for robust regulatory 

oversight has become a central issue within contemporary legal scholarship. 

The research findings indicate that Responsible AI cannot be understood as a purely 

universal or uniform concept. While several governance frameworks identify 

common normative principles—including fairness, transparency, accountability, 

privacy, and human oversight—the implementation of these principles varies 

considerably across jurisdictions and sectors. Consequently, Responsible AI 

governance often requires context-specific regulatory approaches tailored to the risks 

associated with particular applications of artificial intelligence. 

The study further demonstrates that, despite the diversity of regulatory initiatives, 

certain shared foundational principles underpin most Responsible AI frameworks. 

These principles appear consistently across major international and policy 

instruments, including the European Union Artificial Intelligence Act, the ethical 

framework developed by UNESCO, and policy initiatives undertaken by NITI Aayog. 

However, the legal status of these frameworks differs substantially. While some 

instruments operate as binding regulatory regimes, others function primarily as soft 

law guidelines, relying on voluntary compliance and policy adoption by states and 

institutions. 

Another important finding concerns the relationship between ethical theory and 

practical governance. Although Responsible AI draws upon established ethical 

traditions relating to fairness, human dignity, and accountability, the research 

indicates that translating these principles into operational legal standards remains 

challenging. Differences in regulatory capacity, institutional structures, and cultural 

values influence how Responsible AI frameworks are implemented in practice. As a 
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result, the governance of AI systems often reflects a hybrid regulatory model 

combining binding legislation, policy guidelines, and industry standards. 

The analysis also highlights the broader legal implications of Responsible AI 

governance. In particular, the absence of uniform enforcement mechanisms, 

jurisdictional fragmentation, and limited legal remedies for individuals affected by 

automated decision-making systems continue to pose significant challenges. 

Addressing these issues will require the development of clearer regulatory standards, 

effective oversight mechanisms, and institutional safeguards capable of ensuring 

accountability in the deployment of AI technologies. 

In conclusion, Responsible AI represents an important step toward integrating ethical 

considerations within the legal governance of artificial intelligence. However, its 

effectiveness ultimately depends on the ability of legal systems to move beyond 

purely normative principles and establish coherent regulatory frameworks that 

combine ethical guidance with enforceable legal obligations. Strengthening such 

governance mechanisms will be essential to ensuring that artificial intelligence 

systems operate in a manner consistent with democratic accountability, human rights 

protections, and the rule of law. 

One reason RAI means different things to different people is that interpretations shape 

how it shows up in real-world AI tools - especially where fairness really matters, such 

as legal settings. Without solid rules or step-by-step processes, many regions struggle 

despite talking a lot about responsibility in theory but offering little direction in 

practice. Because expectations stay fuzzy, mistakes become more likely; at the same 

time, actions often fall short of ethical ideals. Progress depends less on isolated efforts 

and more on joint accountability, built through teamwork across roles and woven into 

early system planning. Rather than choosing between doing right and moving fast, 

outcomes improve when care, openness, and purpose guide development. 

“Responsible AI therefore requires a shift from treating ethics as an external or post-

development concern to embedding ethical, legal, and social safeguards throughout 

the design, development, deployment, and monitoring of AI systems. Such an 
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approach enables innovation to proceed while remaining grounded in human dignity, 

privacy protection, fairness, accountability, and respect for the rule of law.”20 
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