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Interview with Sushanth Samudrala on AI 

Regularization 

by 

Abhivardhan, Editor-in-Chief, IJAIL 

Mr Sushanth Samudrala, CEO, Sushanth IT Law Associates, was interviewed 

by Abhivardhan amidst the COVID19 Pandemic on the issue of India’s approach 

towards artificial intelligence, AI regularization & its relevant paucities and re-

alities. 

1 Special Introduction by the Editor-in-Chief 

The subtle revolution that has been transgressing the shift of power in tech times 

with the advent of Artificial intelligence had already been recognized by the genre 

of science fiction long back. This shift is necessary when it comes to recognition in 

the profession of Law. To understand the aspects of legal reasoning and the building 

of computational tools for legal practice, these two rationales form the ultimate 

goals. The process of developing an AI model is augmented to larger legal reason-

ing than what the human mind possesses; forming the doctrine of precedent and 

thereby understanding whether AI is beneficial to us or not, and why regularization 

of AI might pose as a challenge in a country like India.  

 

Abhivardhan requests Sushanth to elaborate about the regulation cum regularization of ar-

tificial intelligence. 

 

• Sushanth Samudrala: If we are to talk about regulation of Artificial Intelligence, I 

believe that we need distinctive law especially based on Artificial Intelligence be-

cause the present law has not defined the challenges brought forth by AI. It's grow-

ing at a rapid pace as well. This is further being placed with lots of cutting edge 

legal and regulatory policy issues. A certain kind of policy framework is needed in 

this particular domain to make it prevail. As of now, there is no distinctive legisla-

tion related to AI, everything is based on presumptions and assumptions.  

• Moving on, collating the latest developments:  
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1. "AI is going to permeate the Pentagon from cyberspace to outer space and eve-

rywhere between" as said by the JAIC Director. This poses an interesting sce-

nario. It was previously thought that AI would just be confined to cyberspace; it 

is nothing but information and technology in an electronic ordained format. 

2. Talking about China's security law. This is formulated distinctively and is not 

only limited to cyberspaces. They made it applicable to many sectors as well.  

AI is going to pose an interesting journey and as mentioned the specific legal 

nuances to outer spaces to formulate them further will be striving and interesting 

to wait for.   

3. The third is a darker approach by AI, it can be used by criminals/hackers to 

proliferate cyberattacks. There are several organisations over the darknet and 

are coming with such services using AI as the basis for it.  

4. Talking about India, Ravi Shankar Prasad launched India's National AI Portal, 

this is great as the government has recognized AI and this further pave way for 

development and technological usage.  

• As we move forward, there will be different legal challenges to address; many coun-

tries are in the voyage of coming up with distinctive AI legislations. That proves to 

necessitate a different paradigm. If we are to [consider] jurisprudence in the light 

of AI, the main challenges will be in the arena of ethics and policy issues. These 

challenges will need to be addressed by the stakeholders and their viewpoints would 

be something that will help us formulate different suitable policies. Covering cyber 

legal jurisprudence, I would start with a primary point because unless there is some 

kind of discussion, the primary area to be addressed, and provided clarity. Does AI 

need a legal status? The questions would be whether this intelligence accumulated 

artificially be regarded as a person. A simple entity? An agent? Organisation? LLP? 

Unless some recognition is provided in the statutory provisions, the realities that 

will further get exposes will be wholly different and something to consider about.  

• Different stances have been taken by countries to consider AI as a legal entity. So-

phia, as designed by Hanson Robotics, is one of the examples that is a social exper-

iment existing in the sudden wave of tech order: the main purpose was to ensure AI 

and tech are developed responsibly.  

• China, for example, is using AI as a means to develop telemedicine to combat coro-

navirus spread. They are also being used in news and media agencies, furthermore, 

they are working to demonstrate a leadership sort when it comes to AI legislation. 

Now this will put a question on Company law and how to classify AI and interpret 

its ways.  

• Abhivardhan: We understand AI may not likely be considered as an equitable en-

tity like in a human sense. We know juristic personalities are recognized but one 

curious case was that of the robot Sophia, who became a citizen, so understanding 

how juristic personality works, she cannot be treated as one.  
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2 Q: So, talking about the thought leadership that China 

identifies with, what kind of legal entity by some form of 

severability we can have with Artificial Intelligence?  

• Sushanth Samudrala: That's a valid point. We will have to keep in mind what kind 

of legal recognition needs to be given cause I will put in my way that it will be a 

hard to perceive what kind of legalities AI brings, lots of questions will arise, you 

consider an AI an entity, and then what kind of liability would one fix on it, potential 

ramifications following that and the whole question of separate identity. This is a 

different scenario. One may offer different definitions and we need to look beyond 

it, we need to understand if an AI is treated as a corporation, would that make the 

intelligence a legal person? Or there will be a limited legal purpose and usage to it? 

Lots of approaches can be considered. The capability of an AI needs to be considered 

too. So, we might be able to fit in the ambit. Then arises the questions of constitu-

tional and fundamental rights as well.  

 

• Abhivardhan: Yes, constitutional issues will arise, it is a pandora box, some might 

consider it a eureka or a solution when talking in terms of algorithm and diplomacy, 

something beyond big data.  

3 Q: How much algorithmic centric diplomacy is possible to 

be seen among states, in legalizing and instrumentalizing AI 

in transborder issues now? 

• Sushanth Samudrala: AI runs on code; some kinds of surveillance and liability 

needs to be made by court makers on this aspect. Based on that code, a scenario can 

be looked into while going forward. Many areas require consideration. A Significant 

liability approach needs to be examined and since humans have designed the code, 

the code depends on our designing the whole paradigm.  

• Moving on, one more aspect is what if AI is designed to be biased? AI is nothing 

but what data feeds through code favorable to several entities, quite prone and can 

be considered dangerous. There are AI-specific courts in china. They are designed 

in two separate ways - adjudicating matters so judicial interpretation and assistance 

can be provided to human judges. The interesting thing is all the decisions are sub-

ject to appeal to a human judge. This is going to be prejudicial and will likely affect 

the legal arena and bring forth several challenges.  

• Furthermore, the interpretation of laws, one needs to understand the aspect of lim-

ited recognition of AI, something they may learn to adapt from historical data to 
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make decisions. This will be pretty interesting to look forward to. Another aspect I 

want to focus on is contract generation. Blockchains is one of the paradigms being 

used. Code generally is a designation containing terms and conditions. In these 

Blockchain donated contracts, AI is used. And say if we have two entities negotiat-

ing and putting forth the contract, it will be difficult to understand what kind of an 

approach they will give out. Comparison in the present level scenario, data in elec-

tronic form. It's very clear that electronic records as defined under Section 10(a) of 

the IT Act can likely include AI contracts too. This kind of E-contracts would re-

quire digital signatures. We need to formulate and assess the structure on how an 

AI would dwell here.  

• Abhivardhan: Smart contracts [by] concept is considered [via] rules, [wherein] 

a confluence of AI and blockchain is possible, and blockchain endorses [the] feder-

alization of information, so a trust-centric, decentralized system can be formed by 

this whereas AI as a disruptive system will likely involve the automation and aug-

mented analytics.  

4 Q: So how will this confluence influence Indian contract 

jurisprudence?  

• Sushanth Samudrala: AI in the blockchain is going to be done to generate smart 

[contracts]. AI algorithms will likely be considered to execute it through its code. 

It's going to be non-negotiable and more specifically free consent as considered es-

sential under the Contract Act, would be a challenging aspect when AI deciphers a 

contract. The Algorithm would provide automated program execution, so one 

needs to consider this intersection carefully [because] it's ultimately the human 

mind providing the coding. One needs to assess the regulatory issues that would 

arise and in fact, also face the way the contracts will be designed needs to be au-

thenticated too. Here, the contracts will likely remove the trusted authority factor 

and authentication will be done through the hash. Now whether this authentication 

will be valid when done through an AI or not is a question mark. The current laws 

don't cover it for now.  

• Abhivardhan: I have a question on privacy: as a new concept of differential privacy 

comes where vague information is added in queried information, so real information 

stays protected, but this is usually employed by ML, so consider a scenario where a 

device is being manipulated.  
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5 Q: So, would the legal issues to this be absolute or not? So 

how do privacy in social and anthropological approaches be 

used?  

• Sushanth Samudrala: See, no matter what, protection of privacy is important. And 

this concept will hamper AI into various aspects. And that can be used as a balance 

between application by lawmakers. More because different data, non-personal data 

- anonymous data, could be used for identifying individuals Growth of AI is essen-

tial. This could not affect privacy. More specifically in the scenario, where entities 

use AI to enhance customer experience, products, bring in personal issues and cor-

porate data issues. If designed, AI would protect the system data and personal data.  

• Abhivardhan: When we categorize regions in India, urban areas maybe be able to 

uphold restrictive privacy considerations and harmonize with AI where information 

be appropriately regulated, semi-urban is another question, rural is out of question 

likely for now.  

6 Q: How will this change our perspective? Adding to that a 

balance is needed in absoluteness of privacy - a sort of 

dichotomy that legal fraternity may fail in understanding 

technologies and disruptive nature. How can we maintain 

this?  

• Sushanth Samudrala: The rural sector is an interesting area here. The manner is 

that interpretation is not absolute. Maybe in the near future, this would be a possi-

bility that AI can help harmonize the information in areas that would likely not 

have any sources in delivering the information. The new draft of personal data pro-

tection bill, issues that government and agencies are exempt from doing any data 

protection mechanism and can take information without consent. That is the inter-

pretation by committee; we have just rehashed the GDPR and not applied in sce-

narios. Rural areas are very challenging for now despite the fact that urban areas 

are facing privacy issues as well. A capacity building of sorts needs to happen. Focus 

on legalities would have to be instilled at grassroots level first here.  

• Abhivardhan: One proposition would be [that] privacy cannot be considered as an 

antithetical idea as social contract endorses people to have a system of accountabil-

ity and transparency, maintaining this, privacy under Article 21 be shifted from 

dichotomy model to sovereignty, collective interests where they are directed [from 

the] congruent ways of accountability and then liability. 
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7 Q: Let's say experiential benefits are given, will privacy have 

been afforded or violated? 

• Sushanth Samudrala: Going forward, the aspect is what potential precautions 

available right now, protecting personal privacy, the user of any AI-related services, 

how AI would be using and protecting data, ensuring data significance. And pri-

marily you have parameters, [yet it’s] difficult to evaluate [a] breach. Privacy is a 

myth in today's times; there are going cybersecurity breaches. We will need to 

achieve data retention and formulate legislations for data protection when it comes 

to Artificial Intelligence.  

• The capabilities of AI and ML and deep learning will see a paradigm shift and a new 

way will be paved for the developers to get a hold on it. In short, the role of envi-

ronment and accountability will be interesting and human commission infused 

within AI will prove to be essential in changing the paradigms and providing solu-

tions. What AI holds for the legal profession entirely and the tech industry in India 

will be construed with this wave of development and how this expansion will influ-

ence India in the years to come. 

 

 

 

 


