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Editorial

FROM EDITORS:
ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE AND LAW
IN A WORLD OF ACCELERATING CHANGE

Goda Strikaite-Latusinskaja and Yuliia Hartman

ABSTRACT

This editorial introduction to the AJEE Special Issue on
Artificial Intelligence and Law situates current technological
developments within a rapidly evolving global environment
where the growing use of digital and algorithmic tools intersects
with fundamental rights, public governance, and the core
functions of justice systems. The text highlights how artificial
intelligence (AI) challenges long-standing legal assumptions
(about accountability, procedural fairness, and institutional
design), while simultaneously offering new opportunities for
efficiency, innovation, and access to justice. The contributions
to this Special Issue examine these questions across diverse
jurisdictions: from Kazakhstan’s emerging AI regulatory
framework and the complexities of Al-assisted adjudication to
civil-law challenges in Arab legal systems, criminal justice
developments in Germany and Ukraine, and evolving digital
rights governance in Saudi Arabia. Together, these works
underscore that the legal and institutional questions raised by
AI cannot be confined to any single discipline or national
setting; instead, they require an interdisciplinary, comparative,
and human-rights-centred approach attuned to local realities
and global standards. This Introduction invites scholars and
practitioners to reflect on the conditions under which Al can
strengthen, rather than erode, the rule of law and public trust.
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1 FROM THE GUEST EDITOR: GODA STRIKAITE-LATUSINSKAJA

ear readers,

We stand at a moment when technological innovation is reshaping the structure

and operation of legal systems with unprecedented speed. Artificial intelligence,
now recognised as a key enabling technology’, has moved from the periphery of innovation
debates to the centre of legal and policy agenda. Artificial intelligence has increasingly
become embedded in public administration and justice systems, reflecting broader EU
efforts to digitalise public services,” streamline administrative and judicial processes,’ and
promote the responsible use of emerging technologies across legal institutions.* The
question is no longer whether AI will transform law, but how deeply and under what
safeguards it will influence rights, duties, and institutional legitimacy across jurisdictions.

The adoption of the EU Artificial Intelligence Act,’ the world’s first binding legal
framework for AI, marks a milestone in steering these developments. Yet many of its
obligations will apply only gradually. This transitional landscape reinforces the growing
reliance on soft-law instruments, such as ethical guidelines, recommendations, and
institutional policies that increasingly guide technological practice while binding rules
continue to evolve.® In modern technology governance, such soft-law sources have

1 The 2018-dated report of the High Level Group on Industrial Technologies recognised Al as a ‘key
enabling technology’ highlighting the transformative role of AI and the necessity for the industry to
use Al to maintain its leadership, see European Commission, Re-finding Industry - Defining
Innovation: Report of the independent High Level Group on industrial technologies (Publications Office
of the EU 2018) 20. doi:10.2777/927953.

2 European Commission, A Digital Single Market Strategy for Europe COM(2015) 192 final; European
Commission, Shaping Europe’s Digital Future COM(2020) 67 final; European Commission, EU
eGovernment Action Plan 2016-2020: Accelerating the digital transformation of government
COM(2016) 179 final.

3 CEPEJ, The Use of Information Technologies in European Courts (2008; 2018); CEPE], European
Judicial Systems - Efficiency and Quality of Justice (2006-2020 series).

4 European Parliament Resolution of 20 October 2020 with Recommendations to the Commission on
a Framework of Ethical Aspects of Artificial Intelligence, Robotics and Related Technologies [2021]
OJ C 404/63; European Commission, Proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the
Council Laying Down Harmonised Rules on Artificial Intelligence (Artificial Intelligence Act) and
Amending Certain Union Legislative Acts COM(2021) 206 final.

5 Regulation (EU) 2024/1689 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 13 June 2024 Laying
down Harmonised Rules on Artificial Intelligence and Amending Regulations (EC) No 300/2008,
(EU) No 167/2013, (EU) No 168/2013, (EU) 2018/858, (EU) 2018/1139 and (EU) 2019/2144 and
Directives 2014/90/EU, (EU) 2016/797 and (EU) 2020/1828 (Artificial Intelligence Act) [2024]
OJ L 2024/1689.

6 See for example, High-Level Expert Group on Al, Ethics Guidelines for Trustworthy AI (European
Commission 2019); CEPE], The European Ethical Charter on the Use of Artificial Intelligence in
Judicial Systems and Their Environment (adopted 3-4 December 2018); CEPE], European Judicial
Systems: CEPE] Evaluation report, 2024 Evaluation cycle (2022 data) (European Commission 2024).
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become an essential complement to legislation, shaping expectations and safeguards well
before formal obligations take effect.”

This Special Issue of Access to Justice in Eastern Europe brings together research from
diverse jurisdictions united by a shared concern: reconciling technological innovation with
justice, accountability, and human dignity. The contributions collectively illuminate how
different legal systems are responding to the opportunities and risks posed by Al in public
governance, adjudication, and private law.

The article “AI and Law: Procedural Safeguards and Regulatory Challenges in
Kazakhstan” examines the emerging regulatory framework in Kazakhstan and reveals
significant gaps in the governance of high-risk systems. Drawing on EU and OECD
models, the authors propose a phased reform strategy: targeted legislative amendments
in the short term, followed by a dedicated AI law to strengthen transparency, oversight,
and accountability.

The article “Artificial Intelligence in Courts and Dispute Resolution: Challenges and
Opportunities” turns to the sensitive domain of adjudication. Through doctrinal and
comparative analysis, it distinguishes between assistive AI tools and fully autonomous
decision-making, concluding that only the former can be reconciled with fair trial
guarantees. The authors highlight the need for human oversight, transparency, and
safeguards against bias to preserve judicial independence and public trust.

The article “Legal Challenges Related to Contractual Negotiations via Al
Technologies” explores the civil-law implications of AI systems used in contractual
negotiations within Arab jurisdictions. Identifying a regulatory vacuum in Egypt and the
UAE, it contrasts these frameworks with emerging EU liability models and proposes
clearer definitions, evidentiary rules, and supervisory mechanisms to address complex
issues of fault and causation.

Together, these articles demonstrate how Al is testing and, in some cases, reshaping legal
doctrine and institutional design. Their insights underscore the need for coherent, rights-
centred regulatory approaches that can accommodate technological complexity while
safeguarding accountability and public trust.

7 European Commission, Building Trust in Human-Centric Artificial Intelligence COM/2019/168 final.
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2 FROM MANAGING EDITOR: Yuliia Hartman

ear readers,

Interdisciplinarity has become a defining trend in contemporary research. It

marks a shift in traditional disciplines as they adapt to remain relevant and
deliver a tangible impact on today’s complex societal challenges. By integrating
knowledge across fields, interdisciplinary research enables scholars to revisit rigid or
traditional concepts from new perspectives, often leading to groundbreaking insights and
transformative developments.

Law, as one of the oldest pillars of the classical sciences, is often perceived as rigid,
formalistic, and resistant to change. Its methods and language seem firmly standardised,
and its application appears constrained within established doctrinal boundaries. This
Special Issue aims to challenge that stereotype by demonstrating how legal scholarship
increasingly intersects with other rapidly developing scientific domains.

Today’s realities offer numerous opportunities to combine legal studies with other
disciplines. One of the most promising intersections is the relationship between law and
artificial intelligence, a field that draws substantial academic interest from researchers in
mathematics and information technologies. The symbiosis between law and AT offers a new
paradigm for legal research, particularly in processing and analysing massive datasets
accumulated over long periods.

The intersection of law and technology is no longer a theoretical pursuit but a practical
necessity, accelerated by global crises. A pivotal turning point was the COVID-19
pandemic, which forced judiciaries worldwide to digitalise rapidly, effectively opening the
door to broader technological innovations. This era proved that legal systems could adapt
to digital environments, setting the stage for more advanced integration of Al

Today, AT’s potential in legal research is most evident when addressing the challenge of
systematising massive datasets shaped by extraordinary societal events. For instance, the
ongoing war in Ukraine has generated a vast but fragmented body of case law regarding
war-related damages. With over 120 million decisions in the national archive and no
dedicated filters for such unique categories, traditional manual analysis reaches its limits.
Similarly, in the realm of international human rights, AI tools are increasingly being tested
to predict judicial outcomes or identify patterns in the European Court of Human Rights'
extensive jurisprudence.

In these contexts, Al offers a transformative solution. While machine-learning algorithms
require expert tuning by scientists, they can process data at a scale unimaginable for
humans. However, this remains a collaborative effort: legal scholars must provide the
essential normative criteria and contextual datasets to ensure Al training remains grounded
in the rule of law.
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A compelling example of AD’s potential in legal research is the challenge of systematising
and correctly analysing court decisions.® This challenge becomes especially urgent in areas
of law shaped by extraordinary societal events, such as the ongoing war in Ukraine. With
more than 120 million decisions in the archive, finding relevant cases, identifying patterns,
and tracing the development of this category is exceedingly difficult. AI technologies can
offer a solution.” While AI cannot independently perform analytical work without prior
training, machine-learning algorithms, developed and tuned by experts in exact sciences,
can process data at a scale unimaginable for humans. Legal scholars, in turn, must provide
the criteria, datasets, and contextual understanding necessary for Al training."’

The prospects of integrating Al into legal scholarship are substantial:
e more efficient processing of court decisions;
e improved search accuracy across massive datasets;
e the ability to extract unique cases from thousands of similar decisions;
e simplified and accelerated systematisation of judicial practice;
e timely identification of inconsistencies or gaps;
e opportunities to isolate stable judicial approaches and identify exceptional trends.

These advances can also stimulate the development of legislation grounded in real-world
challenges. For example, a comprehensive analysis of case law on compensation for war-
related damage may inform future compensation mechanisms and help prevent “double
recovery” in judicial and extrajudicial procedures."

The formation of this Special Issue is driven by the growing integration of AI tools into
legal institutions and processes. Thanks to the contributions gathered here, this Special
Issue brings together diverse and timely perspectives on the evolving relationship
between artificial intelligence, technological development, and the law. The
contributions reflect a wide geographical and thematic scope, from Eastern Europe and
Vietnam to the Middle East and beyond.

8 Nikolaos Aletras and others, ‘Predicting Judicial Decisions of the European Court of Human Rights: A
Natural Language Processing Perspective’ (2016) 2 Peer] Computer Science €93. doi:10.7717/peerj-cs.93.

9 Vitaliy Golomozyi and others, ‘Processing Big Data of Court Decisions’ (2023) 11(4) Baltic Journal of
Modern Computing 580. doi:10.22364/bjmc.2023.11.4.04.

10 Joe Collenette, Katie Atkinson, and Trevor Bench-Capon, ‘Explainable AI Tools for Legal Reasoning
about Cases: A Study on the European Court of Human Rights’ (2023) 317(c) Artificial Intelligence
103861. doi:10.1016/j.artint.2023.103861.

11 Yuliia Hartman, ‘International Experience of Damages Compensation in Armed Conflicts: Lessons
for Ukraine’ (2025) 14 F1000Research 1247. doi:10.12688/f1000research.171894.1.
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The contributions gathered in this Special Issue reflect a broad and diverse spectrum of
inquiry, united by a strong comparative dimension and an emphasis on European legal
standards as a benchmark for global reform. The article from Vietnam sets this tone by
offering a rigorous comparative study between the European Union and Vietnam,
examining how criminal justice systems can integrate Al-driven innovations without
compromising personal data protection or fundamental fair-trial rights. This theme of
balancing technology with procedural integrity is further expanded in the analysis by UAE-
based researchers, who investigate the growing impact of social media on criminal
proceedings. By identifying legislative gaps in Jordan and proposing safeguards to protect
the presumption of innocence and judicial impartiality, their work underscores the global
need to adapt traditional legal principles to the digital sphere.

The European experience remains a central point of reference throughout the issue. The
study from Lithuania provides a timely doctrinal analysis of the new EU Product Liability
Directive, unpacking its updated framework and the critical shift toward stricter liability
regimes for harm caused by AI systems. Complementing this, the contribution from
Ukrainian scholars addresses the pervasive challenge of algorithmic bias. By defining the
limits of technological neutrality and proposing a pragmatic governance blueprint for the
rights-compliant use of large language models (LLMs) in courts, with a specific focus on
the Ukrainian context, the authors bridge the gap between European theoretical standards
and practical judicial application. Together, these studies illustrate the rapidly expanding
intersections between AI and law, highlighting how comparative insights can help navigate
the systemic challenges of digital transformation. We invite our readers to explore these
timely contributions and engage with the vital questions they raise.

I would also like to express my sincere gratitude to our guest editors, Dr. Goda Strikaité-
Latu$inskaja and Dr. Costas Popotas, for their exceptional dedication, meticulous work,
and professionalism. Their commitment, expertise in law and AI, and thoughtful
contributions to the preparation and evaluation of the manuscripts have been invaluable.

Their support greatly assisted the AJEE’s editorial team throughout the development of this
Special Issue, and it is no exaggeration to say that this publication would not have been
possible without their efforts.

We hope that this Special Issue will contribute meaningfully to the ongoing global
discussion on the expanding integration of Al into the legal sphere and the complex
challenges arising from this transformation. We warmly encourage our readers to engage
in post-publication dialogue and continue this increasingly important conversation.
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AHOTAL|IA YKPAIHCbKOIO MOBOIO

(/1080 BIf PEAKTOPIB:
LUTYYHWU [HTEEKT | TPABO B YMOBAX CTPIMKMX TTIOBANbHIX TPAHCOOPMALIIV

AHOTALILA

Is ecmynna cmamms 6i0 pedaxmopié 00 cneyianvHozo eunycky AJEE, npucesuenozo
WMyuHoOMy iHmeneKmy ma npasy, po3enidae cy4acHi mexHonoeiuni po3pobku 6 KoHmexcmi
CMPIMKO MIHAUB020 27106aNIbHO20 CepedOsUL4a, 6 TKOMY 3POCalode UKOPUCIIAHHI UUPPOBUX
mMa anzopummiuHux iHCMpyMeHmie nepemuHaemvcs 3 PyHOAMeHManvHUMU NPABAMU TIHOOUHU,
nyoniuHUM  YNPAGNIHHAM 1 KAO40BUMU DYHKUIAMU cucmem npasocyods. Y mekcmi
niOKPeCcTOEMbCS, W0 WMYHHULL iHmeneKm cmasums ni0 CymHié ycmaneHi npaeosi yseneHHs
(30kpema w4000 8i0N0GIdANLHOCMI, NPOUECYanbHOI CNPasednUBOCMi ma iHCMUMYYiiHOT
CpyKmypu), 600HO4AC BiOKPUBAIOUU HOBI MOMMUBOCMI OIS NiOBUUWEHHA edexmueHocmi,
iHHoBauyilinocmi ma docmyny 00 npasocyoos.
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Mamepianu up0o2o CcneuianvHo20 BUNYCKY DO32AA0AMb 3A3HAYEHI NUMAHHA 6 Pi3HUX
HOPUCOUKYIAX: 8i0 POPMYBAHHS pe2yNIAMOPHOT pamku wimyuHozo inmenexmy 6 Kasaxcmani ma
cknaoHowsie 3acmocysanus LI y cydouuncmei, 00 8UKIUKIE UUBITLHO-NPABOBO2O XAPAKMeEPY 6
apabCcoKux NPasosuUx CUCMeMax, po3sUmKy KpuminanvHozo npasocyods 6 Himewuuni ma Yxpaini,
a maxoxc esomouii ynpasninua yugdposumu npasamu 6 Caydiscvkiti Apasii. Y cykynvocmi ui
00CTi0HCEHHS 0eMOHCIPYIOMb, W40 NPAB06] T IHCMUMYUITiHI NUMAHHS, NOPOOXHeHT 3ACMOCYBAHHAM
WMy4HOo20 iHmMeneKmy, He MONYymMb Oymu ob6MexeHi PAMKAMU OOHIEl OUCUUNTIHU 4U
HAYIOHATIHO20 — KOMIMEKCIY; — HAMOMICMb — 80HU — NOMpe6yIomv  MiHOUCUUNTIHAPHORZO,
NOPIBHANILHO20 A 0PIEHMO6aH020 HA NPABA THOOUHU NI0X00Y, UYMAUE020 AK 00 TOKATILHUX peanit,
max i 00 enobanvHux cmandapmie. Y ecmyni 3anponoHo6aHo 3anpouieHHs O HAYKOBUIE i
NPAKMUKI6 3AMUCTUMUCA HAO YMOBAMU, 3 AKUX WMYHHULI iHMeNeKm MOJHe NOCUNI8AmY, a He
niopusamu, 6epxo6eHCIME0 NPasa ma cycninvHy 006ipy.



