Shocking, if it is true.

However, our experience at
TheLawyerics is that fake
lawyers might be operating at
the district court level but not
in High Courts and the
Court. This is
happening in district courts

Supreme

because our courts are still

using some primitive
methods which ought to be
dispensed with. A lawyer’s
appearance in court should
be biometrics-based. In the
Delhi High Court, some of

the Benches are insisting on
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1in 3 lawyers fake, SC
to look at dlgltal registry

Plans To Put
Aadhaar-Like
System In Place
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New Delhi: With one in eve-
rythreeadvocates beingfake
at a time when the judiciary
is occupying a central space
inIndia’s governance, a con-
cerned Supreme Court Thu-
rsday agreed to examine the
plea of the Bar Association
of India (BAI) for a national
digital register for advocates
alongthelinesof Aadhaar.
“Judicial independence
of the legal profession is at
stake,” said BAI's counsel
Prashant Kumar and Vipin
Nair, while drawing the co-
urt’s attention to the Bar Co-
uncil of India (BCI) chairper-
son’s recent statement that
approximately 35-40% of tho-
se practising in courts may be
without genuine degrees.
The counsels told a bench
of CJISuryaKantand Justice
V Mohana periodic drives by
BCI for the verification of
degrees of advocates is an ad
hocmeasuretoaddressthepr-
oblem of fake lawyers and
suggested the creation of ape-

SC said the system must identify
those who are masquerading as
lawyers without proper degrees

a National Digital Registry
for the Legal Professionals.
CJI Kant said the sugges-
tion appeared tobe an innova-
tive one, which could be imp-
lemented with the help of
technology, but it would requ-
ire the impleadment of all
universities which confer law
degrees and instructing them
to reveal the list of those who
had genuinely secured the re-
quisite qualifications to prac-
tise in courts. The bench so-
ught responses from the
Union govt, BCI, University
Grants Commissionand state
bar councils to the PIL. CJI
Kantsaid hehad doubtsabout
the genuineness of law degre-
esof someadvocates who post
derogatory comments on so-
cialmediaagainstthejudicia-
ry. “I am prima facie convin-
ced they are backdoor entries.

SC bins J'khand plea
to cut forest buffer

i zone limit to 250m
)| S upreme Court Thursday

rejected a plea by the Jhark-
hand govt challengingan HC
order quashingits notification
for reducing the forest buffer
zone limit from 500m to 250m to
enable grant of mining leases
and said states endowed with
rich forests must guard the nat-
ional wealth zealously. An SC
benchrefused toaccedetose-
nior advocate Meenakshi Aro-
ra’s pleaon behalf of Jharkhand
that states like Odisha have re-
duced the buffer zone limits to
250m. She said quarryingand
mining have come toa stands-
till because of the HC order. TN

must identify those who are
masqueradingaslawyers wit-
hout proper degrees. The best
way to sideline them is to en-
courage and strengthen the
younglawyers by giving them
periodic training, as is being
done by some advocate bodi-
es, and giving them space in
courts. They must be brought
to theforefront,” he said.
Kumar suggested the BCI
and the court frame guideli-
nesondosand don’tsforlawy-
erstoregulate their social me-
dia activities. CJI Kant said,

rmanent technology-driven
infrastructure in the form of

Advocates by and large are ve-
ry responsible. The system

“Our hope is the young lawy-
ersand future generation.”

appearance through QR code
but the foolproof method is that appearance ought to be biometrics-
based.

This 1s not the only area where improvement and efficiency can be
brought about in the working of the judicial system with the aid of
technology. There are several other areas like court-filings where there
is a lot of repetition, unnecessary solemn affirmations, etc, which can
be avoided by means of digital identification, and the judicial process
can be simplified, but it requires will-power on the part of the legal
profession, so that the justice delivery system becomes cost-effective
and time-effective. It is our personal experience that at some places,
even the courts are not willing to become catalysts of change. They tend
to stick to old feudalist methods of judicial dispensation. They still
prefer to read paper files rather than digital records. All this is done at
the cost of consumers of justice, the litigants.



The Supreme Court has issued a |circular on June 3, 2026, seeking
suggestions on “Regulations for Use of Artificial Intelligence (Al) in
Courts, 20267, but the slant of the proposal in this circular 1s to prohibit

the use of Al in the area where there ought to be a legal application of
mind. However, our view at TheLawyerics is that there ought to be a
comprehensive framework where not only the negative effects of Al
are avoided in the judicial system, but the benefits of Al are also
harnessed to provide a cost-effective and time-effective justice delivery
system.

® lawyerics.law

© TheLawyerics. Fair use however excepted subject to acknowledgement of copyright.


https://lawyerics.law/wp-content/uploads/2026/06/2026-06-03-SCI-AI.pdf

