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Some insights from the Italian experience

• Artificial intelligence and judicial activity: an 
inevitable marriage

• Efficiency vs. protection of rights: an impossible 
balance?

• «Regulatory bulimia» and the ethical dimension 
of the role of the judge

• The importance of training to guarantee the 
anthropocentric principle
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• The Italian experience

• Law No. 132 of 23 September 2025, 'Provisions and powers 
delegated to the Government regarding artificial intelligence'

• Art. 1: 'This law sets out principles on the research, testing, 
development, adoption and application of artificial 
intelligence systems and models. It promotes the correct, 
transparent and responsible use of artificial intelligence in an 
anthropocentric dimension, with a view to seizing the 
opportunities it offers. It ensures oversight of the economic 
and social risks and the impact of artificial intelligence on 
fundamental rights'.

• The European AI Act is an interpretative tool for internal 
provisions.
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• The Italian experience

• General principles (Art. 3):

• respect for fundamental rights

• use must ensure compliance with the principles of transparency, 
proportionality, security, personal data protection, confidentiality, 
accuracy, non-discrimination, gender equality and sustainability, 
and must allow for the explainability of these principles

• respect for human autonomy and decision-making power

• human oversight and intervention must be ensured
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• The Italian experience

• Use of AI systems in judicial activities (Art. 15):

• 'In cases where artificial intelligence systems are used in 
judicial activities, all decisions regarding the interpretation 
and application of the law, the assessment of facts and 
evidence, and the adoption of measures are always reserved 
to the magistrate'

• The use of AI is only instrumental, therefore an aid to 
activities that must remain entirely in the hands of the judge
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• The Italian experience

• The need for adequate training (Art. 15, para. 4):

• The Ministry of Justice promotes educational activities on the use 
of AI "aimed at basic and advanced digital training, the acquisition 
and sharing of digital skills, and raising awareness of the benefits 
and risks".

• This also applies to administrative staff

• Since 1 January 2026, trials of the use of Copilot have been 
underway in Italian courts

• Note from the Ministry of Justice: voluntary trial phase; 
only support activities with no direct impact on judicial 
activity; guarantee of high security standards.
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• The Italian experience

• Recommendations on the use of AI in the administration of 
justice, CSM 8 October 2025:

• the use of AI cannot undermine constitutional principles and, in 
particular, that of due process

• the central role of the magistrate and the irreplaceable nature of 
their evaluative and decision-making autonomy must be reaffirmed

• The educational role of the Italian High School of the 
Judiciary
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