
SIAR - Global Journal of Humanities, Management & Educational Review  
www.siarpublications.org        ISSN: 3122-0886 

                   info@siarpublications.org        Vol. 1 Issue 1 July-Aug. 2025  

 

46 
 
 
 

      Official Publication of the Society of Innovative Academic Researchers- SIAR PUBLICATIONS 

Advancing Real-Time Innovative Knowledge Globally.  Copyright ©SIAR Publications. All rights Reserved. 

 

The Human and AI in Law and Social Science Education: Navigating the Future of 

Critical Expression and Critical Thinking 

Peace Emmanuel Edinyang 

Department of Law, Faculty of Law, University of Calabar, Calabar, Cross River State. 

edinyangp@gmail.com +2348102429196 

https://orcid.org/0009-0009-8460-3354 

(Corresponding Author) 
 

Mary Emmanuel Edinyang 

Department of Law, Faculty of Law, University of Elizade, Ilara Mokin, Ondo State. 

+2348114935318 
 

Dr. Solomon Uwem Matthew 

Department of Business Management, University of Calabar 

Uwem123@gmail.com +2348038323990 

https://orcid.org/0009-0003-9779-6438 

Abstract 

As artificial intelligence (AI) increasingly permeates educational systems, its integration into law 

and social science education raises urgent questions about the preservation and evolution of 

critical expression and critical thinking. This article explores the complex and evolving 

relationship between human intellectual agency and AI in academic contexts, focusing on how 

these technologies reshape pedagogical practice, assessment, epistemology, and academic 

freedom. Drawing on interdisciplinary literature, the article examines both the potential and the 

perils of AI-enhanced learning, particularly within fields that prioritize ethical reasoning, civic 

engagement, and democratic values. The article concludes with strategic recommendations for 

educators, institutions, and policymakers, advocating for inclusive, transparent, and justice-

oriented approaches to AI integration in legal and social science education. 

Keywords: Artificial Intelligence (AI), Law Education, Social Science Education, Critical 

Thinking, Critical Expression, Human–AI Synergy. 

1.0 Introduction 

The integration of Artificial Intelligence (AI) into educational systems is rapidly transforming the 

landscape of teaching, learning, and research. In the context of law and social science education, 

this transformation is especially profound. Given the central role these disciplines play in 

cultivating critical expression, analytical reasoning, and civic responsibility, AI technologies 

become increasingly integrated into educational tools, administrative platforms, research analytics, 

and even pedagogical content delivery. Questions arise regarding the future of human agency in 

education, the preservation of critical thinking skills, and the ethical implications of AI-human 

collaboration. 
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Historically, law and social sciences have served as the intellectual bedrock for understanding 

societal norms, power structures, justice systems, governance, and human behaviour. These fields 

are deeply reliant on interpretative reasoning, argumentation, and ethical deliberation capabilities 

traditionally seen as uniquely human. With AI systems now capable of generating legal drafts, 

analysing case law, performing sociopolitical data mining, and even composing essays, the 

boundaries between human and machine contributions are becoming increasingly blurred. As a 

result, educators, researchers, policymakers, and students are confronted with fundamental 

questions: How can AI enhance, rather than erode, the cultivation of critical minds? What does it 

mean to "express critically" in an era where machines can mimic human discourse? How do we 

preserve the humanistic essence of law and social science education in an age driven by 

algorithms? 

This article explores the complex interplay between human and artificial intelligence in law and 

social science education, with a particular focus on critical expression and critical thinking. It 

argues that while AI presents transformative opportunities, it must be integrated thoughtfully, with 

a clear commitment to preserving the humanistic values that underpin democratic education. The 

discussion will begin by grounding the analysis in key theoretical frameworks, followed by an 

examination of AI's role in educational settings, and then a deep dive into the specific contexts of 

law and social science education. Subsequent sections will explore human agency, ethical 

dilemmas, practical innovations, and policy considerations.  

2.0 Understanding Artificial Intelligence in Education 

Artificial Intelligence (AI) has rapidly evolved from a niche research domain to a pervasive 

technological force across multiple sectors, including education. Its presence in classrooms, lecture 

halls, research labs, and digital learning environments is redefining how knowledge is delivered, 

accessed, and assessed. In law and social science education, AI’s application ranges from 

automating mundane tasks to facilitating complex learning experiences. This section explores the 

fundamentals of AI in educational contexts, its primary tools and technologies, its promises and 

limitations, and its specific applications in the classroom. 

2.1 Defining Artificial Intelligence in Education 

Artificial Intelligence refers to the simulation of human intelligence processes by machines, 

particularly computer systems. These processes include learning, reasoning, problem-solving, 

perception, and language understanding. In educational contexts, AI typically manifests through 

machine learning (ML), natural language processing (NLP), computer vision, and robotics. 

According to Luckin et al. (2016), AI in education can be broadly categorized into two paradigms: 

AI for Education (AIED): where AI systems are designed specifically to enhance educational 

processes. 

Education for AI: where students are taught to understand and work with AI technologies. 

In law and social science education, the focus is primarily on the former, using AI to enhance 

learning outcomes, foster engagement, and improve administrative efficiency. 

 

2.2 Core AI Technologies in Education 

Several core technologies underpin the use of AI in the education sector: 
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• Natural Language Processing (NLP): Allows machines to understand and generate human 

language. Tools like ChatGPT, Claude, and Google's Gemini use NLP to engage students 

in dialogue, generate essay drafts, summarize texts, or simulate legal arguments. 

• Machine Learning (ML): Enables systems to learn from data and improve over time 

without being explicitly programmed. ML is used in predictive analytics for student 

performance, dropout prediction, and adaptive testing. 

• Intelligent Tutoring Systems (ITS): These systems provide personalized instruction by 

diagnosing student needs and adapting content delivery accordingly. For example, 

platforms like Carnegie Learning and Squirrel AI adapt legal or historical content based on 

learner pace and performance. 

• Automated Assessment Tools: AI can assess essays, quizzes, and even legal case analyses. 

Tools like Gradescope and Turnitin use AI to grade assignments, detect plagiarism, and 

provide feedback. 

• Generative AI: Tools such as ChatGPT and DALL·E generate human-like text and images. 

These tools are being used to simulate courtroom scenarios, create historical visualizations, 

or draft policy reports. 

 

2.3 Benefits of AI Integration in Law and Social Science Education 

The integration of AI in education brings several advantages, particularly when used to support 

human-centred pedagogy: 

a. Personalized Learning 

AI can tailor instruction to individual student needs, allowing learners to progress at their own 

pace. For instance, a student struggling with jurisprudential theory might receive additional 

resources or simplified explanations through an AI tutor, while advanced learners can be 

challenged with higher-order tasks. 

b. Scalable Feedback and Assessment 

AI enables large-scale education systems to provide consistent, timely feedback. In legal writing 

courses, for example, AI tools can flag logical inconsistencies, citation errors, or unclear phrasing, 

offering students immediate suggestions for improvement. 

c. Enhanced Research Capabilities 

AI tools such as Lexis, Westlaw Edge, and Bloomberg Law employ AI to help students and 

scholars find relevant case law, track judicial behaviour, and analyse legal trends with impressive 

speed and precision. In social sciences, AI is used for big data analysis, survey interpretation, and 

social media sentiment tracking. 

d. Support for Inclusive Education 

AI can aid learners with disabilities by offering text-to-speech, speech-to-text, language 

translation, and captioning services. This fosters a more inclusive classroom where all students can 

access and engage with content effectively. 

e. Simulation and Role Play 
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In both legal and social science disciplines, simulations help learners understand complex systems. 

AI-powered simulations can allow students to engage in virtual courtroom trials, policy 

negotiations, or sociological field studies, enhancing experiential learning.  

2.4 Limitations and Risks of AI in Education 

Despite its benefits, AI in education presents a number of limitations that must be critically 

evaluated, especially in disciplines that demand ethical reasoning, human judgment, and 

contextual understanding. 

a. Lack of Moral and Emotional Intelligence 

AI lacks empathy, moral reasoning, and cultural sensitivity. It cannot replace the affective and 

relational dimensions of teaching, particularly in disciplines like law and political science, where 

ethical debates and emotional intelligence are critical. 

b. Algorithmic Bias and Data Inequality 

AI systems reflect the biases of their training data. In law education, this could mean reinforcing 

racial, gender, or socioeconomic biases found in historical case law or criminal justice data. Social 

scientists must also be cautious of biases in data sets sourced from social media or governmental 

records. 

c. Overdependence and Passive Learning 

Students may become passive consumers of AI-generated content, leading to diminished critical 

thinking and expression. For example, relying on ChatGPT to write essays may bypass the 

intellectual rigor of argument construction and evidence evaluation. 

d. Privacy and Data Ethics 

AI systems often require vast amounts of personal data. In educational environments, this raises 

concerns about consent, surveillance, and data protection issues that are particularly salient in law 

education, where confidentiality is a core ethical principle. 

e. Equity and Access 

Advanced AI tools often require strong internet access, powerful hardware, and subscription fees, 

which may not be available in all institutions, particularly in developing countries. This can deepen 

the digital divide in education. 

3.0 AI in Legal Education 

Legal education is undergoing a profound transformation as artificial intelligence (AI) becomes 

increasingly integrated into its core practices. From automated legal research and predictive 

analytics to AI-driven simulations and writing tools, the traditional model of legal education 

centered on case analysis, doctrinal instruction, and Socratic dialogue is being reimagined in light 

of new technological possibilities. 

As the legal profession itself is reshaped by AI, law schools must adapt to ensure that students 

graduate not only as competent jurists but also as digitally literate, critically reflective 

professionals capable of navigating a technology-rich legal landscape.  
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4.0 AI in Social Science Education 

The social sciences encompassing disciplines such as sociology, political science, anthropology, 

economics, psychology, and human geography offer critical insights into human society, 

behaviour, governance, and institutions. These disciplines rely heavily on interpretation, 

contextual understanding, and ethical reasoning, making the integration of artificial intelligence 

(AI) both promising and deeply complex.  

AI has begun to influence how research is conducted and how students engage with social issues; 

its use in social science education must be approached with a deep commitment to preserving 

critical inquiry, cultural sensitivity, and human-centered perspectives.  

5.0 Human Agency and Intellectual Freedom 

In an era where artificial intelligence (AI) increasingly mediates knowledge production, 

communication, and educational practice, the preservation of human agency and intellectual 

freedom has become an urgent imperative. As AI systems expand their presence in law and social 

science education, educators and students must grapple with foundational questions: What does it 

mean to think critically and express oneself authentically in the age of algorithms? How can human 

autonomy be preserved in a system increasingly shaped by machine intelligence?  

This section explores the philosophical, ethical, and pedagogical dimensions of human agency and 

intellectual freedom within AI-enhanced educational contexts. It emphasizes the non-negotiable 

human elements of critical thinking and expression that AI cannot and should not replace. 

5.1 Defining Human Agency in Education 

Human agency refers to the capacity of individuals to make choices and act independently, guided 

by reflection, intention, and values. In education, this means the ability of learners to: 

• Determine their learning goals 

• Interpret and critique knowledge 

• Take responsibility for their intellectual development 

• Resist manipulation by systems that limit or distort their freedom 

In AI-mediated learning environments, agency is challenged by the risk of automation bias, the 

tendency to uncritically trust machine-generated outputs. Students may defer to AI tools for 

answers, losing the habit of asking deep questions or examining alternative perspectives. When 

this occurs, AI becomes not a tool for liberation but an instrument of cognitive outsourcing. 

5.2 Intellectual Freedom and Academic Autonomy 

Intellectual freedom is a cornerstone of higher education. It includes: 

• The right to access diverse sources of knowledge 

• The freedom to express dissenting or unconventional views 

• The academic autonomy to pursue inquiry without coercion 
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AI can support these freedoms by democratizing access to knowledge and expanding information 

literacy. However, it also introduces new threats: 

• Content filtering and personalization algorithms may narrow the scope of ideas students 

encounter. 

• Generative AI tools may prioritize consensus, reducing exposure to dissent or minority 

perspectives. 

• Institutional surveillance systems, often powered by AI, may monitor student behaviour, 

suppressing free thought and expression. 

Thus, while AI can expand learning opportunities, it can also subtly undermine intellectual 

pluralism and academic freedom if not critically examined. 

Law and social science education must reaffirm the human as the centre of inquiry, the bearer of 

meaning, and the agent of justice. AI may extend our capabilities, but it is the human mind and 

spirit that must guide how those capabilities are used. 

The task before educators is clear: to design AI-enhanced education that fosters, not replaces, 

human freedom, thought, and expression. Only then can the future of education be both intelligent 

and just. 

6.0 Challenges and Risks of AI Integration 

While the potential benefits of Artificial Intelligence (AI) in education are vast, ranging from 

personalized learning and research efficiency to increased access and innovation, its integration is 

far from unproblematic. In law and social science education, especially, where critical thinking, 

ethical reasoning, human rights, and democratic values are foundational, AI presents a set of 

deeply consequential challenges. These challenges are not merely technical but involve social, 

cultural, epistemological, and moral dimensions that must be critically examined and addressed. 

This section outlines the key challenges and risks associated with AI integration in education, with 

particular focus on its impact on pedagogy, academic integrity, social equity, institutional 

autonomy, and the overall ethos of human-centered learning.  

6.1 The Risk of Superficial Learning 

One of the most pressing concerns is that the convenience offered by AI tools automated 

summaries, essay generation, and predictive grading, can lead to superficial engagement with 

learning materials. Students may skip the cognitive rigor involved in: 

• Reading and interpreting texts 

• Structuring coherent arguments 

• Engaging with diverse perspectives 

• Developing original ideas through reflection and revision 

In law and social science education, such superficiality is especially damaging, as it undermines 

the cultivation of analytical depth, moral reasoning, and discursive competence skills that are vital 

to legal advocacy and civic leadership. 
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6.2 Erosion of Academic Integrity 

Generative AI models like ChatGPT, Gemini, or Claude are capable of producing high-quality 

essays, summaries, and responses. While these tools can aid learning, their misuse can lead to: 

• Plagiarism (presenting AI-generated work as one’s own) 

• Contract cheating (using AI instead of third-party human writers) 

• Evasion of assessment criteria (relying on AI-generated answers for tests or assignments) 

This raises complex questions about authorship, originality, and the nature of knowledge 

production. Institutions must now reexamine traditional notions of academic integrity and develop 

new policies that account for co-creation with machines, rather than assuming a purely human 

production model. 

6.3 Algorithmic Bias and Epistemic Inequality 

AI systems are only as unbiased as the data and assumptions they are built. In law and social 

science education, where questions of identity, power, and justice are central, algorithmic bias 

poses a serious threat to epistemic integrity. For example: 

• AI systems trained on Western legal systems may marginalize non-Western jurisprudence. 

• NLP tools may misinterpret culturally specific expressions, reinforcing stereotypes. 

• Predictive models may normalize data reflecting historical discrimination. 

Without conscious intervention, such systems risk reproducing and legitimizing existing 

inequalities under the guise of “neutral” computation. Educators and students must therefore be 

equipped with data literacy and algorithmic accountability skills. 

6.4 Data Privacy and Surveillance 

AI systems rely heavily on data collected through learning management systems, student profiles, 

online behaviour, and even biometric indicators. This raises serious concerns about: 

• Student surveillance (AI-proctored exams, emotion detection tools)  

• Data exploitation (educational platforms selling student data to third parties)  

• Consent and transparency (students often unaware of how their data is used) 

Such practices risk creating an environment of compliance over curiosity, where learners feel 

watched rather than empowered. In disciplines like law and political science, where privacy rights, 

due process, and civil liberties are key themes, such contradictions are ethically and pedagogically 

untenable. 

6.5 Undermining Pedagogical Relationships 

AI tools may shift focus from human-centred teaching to automated instruction and feedback. 

While this can increase scalability and efficiency, it threatens to erode the relational dimension of 

education: 

• The mentor-mentee relationship between teacher and student 
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• Collaborative learning between peers 

• The formative value of dialogical exchange 

In law and social science, where meaning is often co-constructed through discussion, debate, and 

negotiation, these relational dynamics are irreplaceable. Overreliance on AI may result in 

individualized but isolated learning, limiting the development of interpersonal and communicative 

competencies. 

7.0 Future Possibilities and Human AI Synergy in Education 

As the landscape of education continues to evolve under the influence of artificial intelligence 

(AI), the most promising vision lies not in the replacement of human capacities but in the 

cultivation of a synergistic relationship between humans and intelligent systems. This emerging 

paradigm challenges educators, students, policymakers, and technologists to reimagine how AI 

can serve critical thinking, intellectual creativity, and democratic learning in law and social science 

education.  

This section envisions the future of human–AI collaboration in education, highlighting possible 

innovations, pedagogical shifts, and structural transformations that may define the next era of 

teaching and learning. 

7.1 Redefining Intelligence: Human–AI Complementarity 

Traditionally, education has centred around human intelligence, our capacity to reason, feel, 

interpret, and act with ethical purpose. AI, on the other hand, excels at processing large datasets, 

identifying patterns, and generating responses based on probability and statistical inference. 

The future of education depends on recognizing these as complementary forms of intelligence, 

where: 

• Humans provide context, creativity, moral reasoning, and narrative framing 

• AI contributes speed, scale, data analysis, and iterative design capabilities 

In legal education, for instance, AI can sift through vast legal databases to suggest precedents, 

while human students evaluate the moral and societal implications of those legal interpretations. 

In social science, AI can analyse social media sentiment, while students critique its relevance to 

local cultures or political economies. 

7.2 Hybrid Classrooms and Smart Learning Environments 

Future classrooms are likely to become hybrid ecosystems, integrating human-led discussions with 

AI-powered enhancements. These “smart” learning environments could include: 

• AI tutors that offer individualized feedback and practice problems 

• Adaptive reading systems that adjust text complexity based on the learner’s pace 

• Discussion facilitators that use AI to suggest counterarguments or diverse perspectives 

• Real-time translation and transcription tools, enabling multilingual dialogue 
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These systems should not displace the educator but augment their ability to reach and support 

every student. For example, AI can flag students who may be struggling based on engagement 

metrics, allowing teachers to intervene with empathy and precision. 

7.3 AI as a Catalyst for Interdisciplinary Learning 

One of the most exciting possibilities is the role of AI in breaking disciplinary silos. In future legal 

and social science education: 

• Law students might collaborate with data scientists to design transparent AI for court 

systems 

• Sociology students could use machine learning to model urban inequality and policy 

interventions 

• Political science learners may work with computer engineers to create simulated elections 

and analyse propaganda mechanisms 

These collaborations would prepare students for complex real-world challenges where technical 

knowledge, ethical reflection, and social insight must converge. 

7.4 Critical Pedagogy and Participatory AI Design 

As AI becomes a normative presence in education, students must not remain passive users; they 

should become co-creators of these technologies. Participatory AI design involves: 

• Engaging learners in developing ethical guidelines for classroom AI use 

• Allowing students to fine-tune language models using inclusive, context-sensitive data 

• Involving students in auditing algorithmic outputs for bias or misinformation 

Such practices promote technological citizenship, ensuring that the next generation is equipped 

not only to use AI but to shape its evolution in alignment with democratic and educational values. 

7.5 Ethical-AI Labs in Universities 

To institutionalize these practices, universities should establish Ethical-AI Learning Labs within 

law and social science faculties. These labs can serve as: 

• Incubators for interdisciplinary research on AI and society 

• Spaces for experiential learning, where students critique, test, and create AI systems 

• Forums for community engagement, bringing policy makers, civil society, and academia 

together 

In regions like sub-Saharan Africa, these labs could also support local language AI development, 

ensuring that technological progress reflects regional cultures, epistemologies, and aspirations. 

8.0 Conclusion and Recommendations 

The integration of Artificial Intelligence (AI) into law and social science education is neither a 

distant possibility nor a neutral technological shift; it is a current, transformative reality that is 

redefining how knowledge is produced, accessed, and evaluated. Throughout this article, we have 

examined the profound impact of AI on critical expression, critical thinking, academic freedom, 

human agency, and pedagogical integrity.  

AI offers remarkable capabilities for enhancing learning experiences: automating routine tasks, 

enabling personalized instruction, supporting multilingual access, and extending analytical 
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capacities in research. It provides opportunities for collaborative inquiry, interdisciplinary 

engagement, and real-time responsiveness in ways that were unthinkable even a decade ago. 

Yet, these benefits come with serious challenges: the risk of cognitive passivity, data exploitation, 

algorithmic bias, surveillance in learning environments, and the erosion of human relationships 

that are central to transformative education. In law and social science education disciplines 

grounded in human rights, justice, freedom, identity, and social critique, the stakes are even higher. 

Crucially, this article affirms that the most valuable contributions of education, ethical reasoning, 

civic courage, democratic discourse, empathy, and intellectual autonomy cannot be outsourced to 

machines. These are human capacities, cultivated not through automation but through dialogical 

relationships, reflective inquiry, and participatory learning. 

AI, therefore, must be integrated in a way that serves and enhances human-centred educational 

goals, not subverts them. The challenge before educators, students, and policymakers is to develop 

models of AI-enhanced education that affirm human dignity, uphold academic freedom, and 

prepare learners to navigate and shape a rapidly transforming world. 

Recommendations 

1. Promote Critical AI Literacy interdisciplinary modules that teach students how AI systems 

work, how they reflect societal values, and how they influence knowledge production. 

Encourage students to question AI outputs, identify biases, and reflect on ethical 

implications. 

2. Design Human–AI Collaborative Assignments Encourage projects where students use AI 

tools to assist but not complete their work. Require students to reflect on how the AI shaped 

their thinking and decisions, fostering metacognitive awareness. 

3. Prioritize Dialogical Learning Models Reaffirm the centrality of face-to-face and peer-to-

peer dialogue in classrooms. Use AI to augment not replace discussion, mentoring, and 

community-based learning. 

4. Encourage Reflexivity and Self-Awareness Embed reflection tasks that prompt students to 

consider their positionality, their interaction with AI, and how both affect their 

interpretations and values in legal and social contexts. 
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