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Abstract: The Digital AI Assisted Chatbot for Legal Support in Marginalized Communities is a pioneering 

solution designed to bridge the gap in access to justice for marginalized individuals. By harnessing the 

power of artificial intelligence and chatbot technology, the system aims to provide timely, accessible, and 

culturally sensitive legal support services. Through features such as legal information dissemination, 

personalized advice, referrals to legal aid organizations, and language accessibility support, the chatbot 

seeks to empower marginalized communities to navigate the legal system effectively. This innovative 

solution has the potential to promote social justice, equality, and empowerment for all members of society. 

Overall, the implementation of such AI-powered chatbots represents a significant advancement in 

democratizing access to legal information and supporting to develop a user-friendly digital assistant 

providing legal information in multiple languages, aiding accessibility and improving legal awareness 

among marginalized communities in India.   
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