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ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE, INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY AND LEGAL EDUCATION AND 

PRACTICE IN NIGERIA: NEED FOR INTEGRATION* 

 

Abstract 

In the dynamic landscape of legal education and practice, artificial intelligence (AI) is increasingly reshaping the field. 
This paper investigates the intersection of AI and intellectual property (IP) within Nigeria’s legal framework, analyzing 

the impact of AI on the creation, protection, and enforcement of IP rights, while highlighting the opportunities and 

challenges it presents. AI technologies, which are now capable of generating artworks, music, and inventions, raise 

important questions about authorship and ownership, leading to complex legal debates on how IP rights should be 

attributed to AI systems. The paper examines these legal complexities and explores the potential need for legislative 

reforms to address these emerging issues.  Additionally, the paper assesses the role of AI in enhancing IP protection, 

focusing on its ability to improve patent searches, trademark examinations, and copyright infringement detection. These 

advancements offer the potential to increase the efficiency and accuracy of IP offices, reducing backlogs and 

strengthening IP enforcement in Nigeria. Ethical and practical concerns are also discussed, including biases in AI 

algorithms, data privacy challenges, and the risk of AI-generated works infringing on existing IP rights. In the realm of 

legal education, the paper highlights the necessity of integrating AI and IP law into curricula to prepare future legal 
professionals with the knowledge and skills needed in this evolving field. An interdisciplinary approach that blends legal, 

technological, and ethical perspectives is recommended.  
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1. Definition of Intellectual Property 

Intellectual property (IP) refers to the legal rights provided to people or companies over their intellectual creations, which 

include inventions, literary and creative works, symbols, names, pictures, and commercial designs. These rights give 

creators the exclusive right to control the use, distribution, and sale of their works, allowing them to profit financially 

from their creative endeavors. In Nigeria, intellectual property law encompasses a wide range of topics, including 

copyrights, patents, trademarks, and industrial designs, all of which are controlled by separate acts intended to protect 

the rights of inventors and innovators. Categories of Intellectual Property in Nigeria. Copyright governs copyright 
protection in Nigeria, providing legal safeguards for original literary, musical, and artistic works. It grants authors the 

exclusive rights to control the reproduction, distribution, and adaptation of their creations. Under Section 1(1) of the 

Copyright Act, eligible works include literary works, musical compositions, artistic creations, cinematograph films, 

sound recordings, and broadcasts. These protections enable creators to maintain control over the use of their works and 

ensure they receive due recognition and compensation for their intellectual efforts.1 Notable Nigerian legal scholars like 

Professor Adebambo Adewopo define copyright as the legal mechanism that protects the economic and moral rights of 

authors, particularly in creative industries.2 The Patents and Designs Act provide a legal foundation for patent protection. 

A patent gives an inventor the exclusive right to commercially exploit their creation for twenty years. The innovation 

must be fresh, the outcome of innovative work, and capable of industrial application.3 In Nigeria, authors like Professor 

Ibidapo-Obe emphasize the role of patents in promoting technological innovation and industrial growth.4 The Trade 

Marks Act regulates trademarks. A trademark is a sign, logo, or symbol that differentiates a company's goods or services 
from others. Trademark protection allows firms to maintain their brand identification, reducing customer confusion.5 

Nigerian authors like Professor Anselm Chidi Odinkalu argue that trademarks are crucial for maintaining consumer trust 

and brand loyalty in competitive markets.6 Industrial designs, regulated under the Patents and Designs Act, protect the 

aesthetic and ornamental aspects of a product, such as its shape, configuration, or surface pattern. The design must be 

new and original to qualify for protection.7 Legal experts like Professor A.A. Adeyemi note that industrial designs 

contribute to the commercial appeal of products and encourage creativity in manufacturing.8 
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2. Legal Framework Governing Intellectual Property in Nigeria 

A legal framework is an extensive set of rules and principles that oversees and controls decision-making, agreements, 

and legislation. It encompasses both domestic and international laws applicable within a specific country, providing the 

structure for interactions between the state and its citizens and setting the boundaries for lawful behavior. 

 

The Constitution9 

Section 18(2) of the Constitution provides that: the government shall promote science and technology Fundamental 

Objective and Directive Principles of State Policy are guidelines or principles given to the institutes for governing the 

country and are provided in Chapter II of the Nigerian Constitution. They are not enforceable by any court of law but the 

principles laid down there are considered fundamental in the governance of the country. The non-justifiability of these 

principles is a major drawback to the promotion of technological advancement in the country. 

 

Patents and Designs Act10 

This protection is of tremendous importance to technicians and technologists, to computer engineers and 

telecommunication engineers. The lifespan of a patent lasts for 20 (twenty) years provided the annual renewal fees are 

paid for the duration of its potential life. Section 1 of the Patents and Designs Act sets out the requirement of a patentable 
invention (a) if it is new, results from inventive activity and is capable of industrial application; or (b) if it constitutes an 

improvement upon a talented invention and also is new, results from inventive activity and is capable of industrial 

application. One of the benefits of patenting one’s invention is that it helps to create market monopoly over that invention 

thereby providing the company the avenue to build its brand, attract customer confidence in the product and 

simultaneously increases the income/profit margins of the company. 

 

National Information Technology Development Agency Act11 
It is the enabling law that creates the framework for the planning, research, development, standardization, application, 

coordination, monitoring, evaluation and regulation of Information Technology services in Nigeria. This is done by 

developing standards, guidelines, and regulations for that purpose. Section 1 of the Act established a body known as 

National Information Technology Development Agency (NITDA). The agency is vested with varied powers so as to 

regulate all Information Technology practices in Nigeria.33 
 

The WIPO Convention12 

The WIPO Convention is the constituent instrument of the World Intellectual Property Organization (WIPO), was signed 

at Stockholm on July 14, 1967, came into force in 1970 and was amended in 1979. WIPO Convention birthed the World 

Intellectual Property Organization which in 1974 became one of the specialized agencies of the United Nations System. 

Its origin dates back to 1883 and 1886 when the Paris Convention for the Protection of Industrial Property and the Berne 

Convention for the Protection of Literary and Artistic Works provided for the establishment of an ‘International Bureau’. 

The two bureaus were united in 1893 and, in 1970, were replaced by the World Intellectual Property Organization, by 

virtue of the WIPO Convention. Nigeria became a proportion in relation to a whole (WIPO) in 2005. In December 2017, 

the WIPO Director General and the Permanent Representative of Nigeria to the United Nations and other International 

Organizations in Geneva, signed the agreement established the WIPO Nigeria Office (WNO). Its office is currently 
located within the United Nations House in Abuja, Nigeria’s Federal Capital Territory. The office which is staffed by 

responsive professionals dedicated to providing high quality information, assistance and services to stakeholders.13 

 

Companies and Allied Matters Act14 

Micro, Small and Medium Enterprises, MSMEs are the backbone of the Nigerian economy, the sector contributes to job 

creation and skill development, industrial diversification, exports and helps to stimulate the economy. It can also improve 

local technology, output diversification and development of indigenous entrepreneurship. A company may be formed by 

two or more persons complying with the requirements of CAMA in respect of registration of the company. A company 

once registered becomes a corporate body and a legal personality. It can own, dispose of, and own movable and 

immovable property. A company has the right to protect its inventions product of labour from being unlawfully annexed. 

 

Federal Competition and Consumers Protection Act15 
The Federal Competition and Consumers Protection Commission is the highest competition regulator in Nigeria, a 

creation of its enabling law. Section 17(a) of the Act empowers the commission to administer and enforce provisions of 

                                                             
9  Constitution of the Federal Republic of Nigeria 1999 (as amended) 
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13About the WIPO Nigeria Office https://www.wipo.int/about-wipo/en/offices/nigeria/about 
14 CAMA 2020, Section 18 
15  FCCP Act, 2019 
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every Nigerian law with respect to competition and protection of consumers. The Federal Competition and Consumer 

Protection Commission (FCCPC) have partnered with National Information Technology Development Agency (NITDA) 

in tackling increasing data privacy abuse by technological inventors within the space. It can also regulate the level of 

competition that exist between technological experts so as to leave the domain a healthy one for stakeholders to thrive. 

 

Nigerian Communication Act16 

The Nigerian Communication Commission is a creation of the Act. The Information and Communication age has seen 

data exchange become a common feature and integral part of commercial transaction. It has become imperative to 

regulate how that vast amount of personally identifiable data is managed. For instance, the Google-owned YouTube’s 

algorithm feeds off personal data (e.g. user information, likes, searches, etc.) to suggest what video users may like or find 

interesting. Inventions of Information and Communication Technology (ICT) companies in their business approach to 

boost development across all sectors of the Nigerian economy must be protected by law. Its ideas and creations especially 

should be protected by law as well the protection of the target consumers. 

 

3. Artificial Intelligence and the Law 

Gottfried Wilhelm von Leibniz,17 The German jurist, philosopher, and polymath Gottfried Wilhelm Leibniz was one of 
the earliest thinkers to anticipate the potential role of machines in the legal field. He argued that distinguished individuals 

should not waste time on tedious calculations, which could be efficiently performed by machines. Leibniz envisioned a 

future where machines would be capable of executing all cognitive steps involved in legal reasoning, even determining 

the outcome of disputes by evaluating who was right. He famously proposed that ‘the only way to correct our reasoning 

is to make it tangible as a mathematician,’ suggesting that errors could be quickly identified and disputes resolved through 

mechanistic processes. Leibniz’s foresight closely aligns with the contemporary goal of artificial intelligence (AI) 

technology: to replicate and enhance human cognitive functions. Over time, AI systems have evolved from merely 

mimicking human reasoning to providing specialized solutions across sectors like medicine, engineering, banking, and 

security in various jurisdictions.18 Despite initial skepticism, the legal sector is progressively embracing AI technologies. 

It is projected that by 2025, over 100,000 legal jobs in the United Kingdom will be automated. A significant 

demonstration of AI's potential in the legal field occurred in October 2017, when a challenge was held between leading 

London solicitors and Case Cruncher Alpha, an AI system, to predict case outcomes. The AI system achieved an 
impressive accuracy rate of 86.6%, outperforming the human lawyers, who achieved an accuracy rate of 66.3%. This 

highlights AI's growing capability to revolutionize legal work, enhancing efficiency and accuracy in the sector.19  

 

Similarly, DoNotPay,20 recognized as the world’s first robot lawyer, utilizes automation to offer legal assistance in 

consumer disputes such as contesting traffic tickets, refugee applications, and other services. In 2018, LawGeex’s AI 

reviewed five Non-Disclosure Agreements in 26 seconds, outperforming about 20 top U.S. lawyers who took an average 

of 51 minutes with an accuracy rate of 94%.21 The introduction of AI into legal practice raises several complex issues. 

Concerns include whether AI can be deemed a legal person liable for damages, whether AI-performed tasks constitute 

the practice of law, and whether AI can be considered a licensed legal practitioner under current regulations. In the 

absence of specific legal frameworks governing AI in Nigeria and internationally, these questions are often addressed 

through case law and general legal principles.22 There is ongoing debate about whether AI, as it becomes more 
sophisticated, should be granted a legal status comparable to human beings. While some argue for recognizing AI as legal 

persons, others view this as ethically and legally problematic. The prevailing view is that the owner, manufacturer, or 

user of AI systems should be held accountable for the actions or omissions of the AI, as AI lacks independent volition. 

In the case of David Lola v. Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom LLP,23 the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Second 

Circuit ruled that a California lawyer not licensed in North Carolina could not be deemed to be practicing law while 

sorting electronic documents. The court reasoned that no legal judgment was involved and that such tasks could be 

performed entirely by machines. This ruling suggests that if a task can be accomplished by a machine, it does not 

constitute the practice of law. 

 

In Nigeria, the question of whether AI can be recognized as a licensed legal practitioner is answered negatively. Nigerian 

legal practice requires individuals to have a law degree, attend Nigerian Law School, and obtain a Bar Certificate or a 

                                                             
16 CAP N97 Vol 10 FN 200 
17 Gottfried Wilhelm von Leibniz, Philosophical Writings, translated by John S. Grumbach, (Cambridge University Press, 1996). 
18 Siboe, N.N., ‘Herald! The Era of legal Artificial Intelligence in Legal Practice’ (Law Society of Kenya Advocates Magazine, 2019) 
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/335231064_Herald_The_Era_of_legal_Artificial_Intelligence_in_Legal_Practice (accessed 
13 August, 2024) 
19 https://www.case-crunch.com/ (accessed 30 August, 2024). 
20 DoNotPay, Legal Technology Innovations, (DoNotPay Inc., 2021). 
21 LawGeex Blog. ‘20 Top Lawyers Beaten by Legal AI’ LawGeex Blog (23 October, 2018).https://blog.lawgeex.com/20-top-lawyers-
were-beaten-by-legal-ai-here-are-theirsurprising-responses (accessed 21 June, 2024) 
22 LawGeex, AI in Legal Review: A Case Study, (LawGeex, 2018). 
23 David Lola v. Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom LLP, 715 F.3d 739 (2d Cir. 2013). 
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Certificate of Exemption. The Legal Practitioners Act specifies that only individuals listed on the Roll of Legal 

Practitioners maintained by the Registrar of the Supreme Court are authorized to practice law.24 Therefore, a ‘legal 

practitioner’ must be a natural person. Consequently, AI or robotic lawyers do not fit the definition of a legal practitioner  

under Nigerian law. Furthermore, eligibility to practice law in Nigeria involves being enrolled at the Supreme Court, 

paying practicing fees, and meeting the ‘fit and proper’ criteria, which further supports the notion that AI cannot be 
classified as a legal practitioner within the Nigerian legal framework.25 

 

4. AI in Intellectual Property Enforcement and Management 

Artificial Intelligence (AI) is transforming the enforcement and management of intellectual property (IP) rights on a 

global scale, including within Nigeria. AI has demonstrated its effectiveness in streamlining tasks like patent searches, 

trademark examinations, and the detection of copyright infringement. By utilizing AI technologies, Nigeria’s IP offices 

can handle large volumes of data with greater speed and precision, reducing application backlogs and enhancing the 

overall administration of IP rights. One significant application of AI in IP management is in the automation of trademark 

examinations. Traditionally, trademark examination is a time-consuming process that involves cross-referencing new 

applications against existing databases to ensure that the proposed mark is distinctive and does not infringe on pre-

existing rights. With AI, this process can be automated, making it faster and more accurate. AI systems can quickly 
analyze large volumes of data and identify potential conflicts, thereby streamlining the examination process and reducing 

human error.26 AI is also transforming patent searches by improving the speed and precision of identifying prior art. The 

patent application process requires thorough research to ensure that an invention is novel and not already disclosed in 

existing patents. AI-driven tools can scan global databases in seconds, identifying relevant documents and prior 

inventions, which significantly reduces the time needed for such searches. This efficiency is particularly beneficial in 

Nigeria, where delays in processing patent applications can stifle innovation and economic growth.27 

 

Furthermore, AI is increasingly being utilized to combat copyright infringement, a longstanding issue in Nigeria's creative 

industry. By analyzing digital content across multiple platforms, AI systems can detect instances of unauthorized use, 

thereby providing more robust protection for creators' rights. For instance, AI-powered tools can monitor the distribution 

of copyrighted music or videos online, identifying and flagging unauthorized copies while notifying rights holders, 

ensuring more efficient enforcement of copyright protections.28 Despite these advantages, the integration of AI in IP 
management is not without challenges. One of the primary concerns is the potential for bias in AI systems. AI algorithms 

are only as good as the data they are trained on. If the datasets used are not fully representative of Nigeria’s diverse 

cultural context, the AI systems may produce biased results. This issue is particularly problematic in trademark 

examinations, where cultural sensitivity is critical to ensuring that certain symbols, words, or designs are not unfairly 

excluded or misinterpreted.29 Morestill, the ethical implications of relying on AI in legal decision-making processes 

cannot be overlooked. IP law often involves complex legal concepts that require nuanced interpretation and judgment. 

While AI can assist in the analysis of data, there is a risk that over-reliance on automated systems could lead to decisions 

that lack the necessary human insight and understanding of the broader legal, cultural, and social context.30 This concern 

is especially relevant in a jurisdiction like Nigeria, where the legal system is still heavily reliant on human discretion and 

where there is limited regulatory oversight of AI technologies in IP enforcement. 

 
While AI offers significant opportunities for enhancing IP enforcement and management in Nigeria, it is essential to 

address the challenges related to bias, ethical decision-making, and the need for robust regulatory frameworks. As Nigeria 

continues to integrate AI into its IP systems, policymakers and stakeholders must ensure that these technologies are 

developed and deployed in ways that align with the country’s legal and cultural context. 

 

5. Incorporating Artificial Intelligence and IP Law into Legal Studies 

The rapid advancement of Artificial Intelligence (AI) is reshaping many aspects of law, including intellectual property 

(IP). As AI continues to impact IP law in unprecedented ways, it is essential that Nigerian law schools adapt by integrating 

AI and technology-related courses into their curricula. The evolving legal landscape requires that future legal 

professionals not only understand traditional legal principles but are also equipped with the knowledge and skills to 

                                                             
24 Legal Practitioners Act (Cap L11, LFN 2004). 
25 Nigerian Law School, Requirements for Admission, (Nigerian Law School, 2024 
26 See, Patents and Designs Act Cap P2, Laws of the Federation of Nigeria 2004. 
27 Olufemi Adelakun, 'The Role of AI in Enhancing Patent Search Efficiency in Nigeria' (2023) 45(2) Journal of Intellectual Property 
Law and Practice 123, 128. 
28 Nigerian Copyright Commission, 'AI and the Future of Copyright Enforcement in Nigeria' (2022) https://www.ncc.gov.ng accessed 

14 August 2024. 
29 Adaobi Ezeigwe, 'Cultural Bias and AI: Challenges in IP Management in Nigeria' (2022) 17(4) African Journal of Law and 
Technology 45, 50. 
30 Femi Aluko, 'The Ethical Implications of AI in Legal Decision-Making: A Nigerian Perspective' (2022) 29(1) Nigerian Law Review 
76, 81. 
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address the complexities introduced by AI.31 For legal education in Nigeria to remain relevant and forward-looking, law 

schools must embrace a multidisciplinary approach. This involves combining traditional legal theory with insights from 

technology, data science, and ethics. The intersection between AI and IP law raises a host of novel issues such as the 

ownership of AI-generated works, the attribution of IP rights, and the ethical concerns surrounding automated decision-

making.32 Addressing these issues in the classroom will help law students gain a deeper understanding of the challenges 
and opportunities that AI brings to IP law.33 One critical aspect of integrating AI into legal education is training law 

students on how to critically analyse AI-generated content and assess its legal implications. As AI increasingly 

contributes to the creation of inventions, designs, and creative works, understanding how these creations fit within 

existing IP frameworks is crucial. Law students need to be familiar with the technical underpinnings of AI systems, as 

well as the potential biases and limitations inherent in AI-generated content. This requires not only a strong foundation 

in legal analysis but also basic knowledge of how AI systems work, including algorithm design, machine learning, and 

data analytics.34 

 

In addition to integrating AI-related content into existing IP law courses, Nigerian law schools should consider 

introducing specialized courses focused on law and technology. These courses can cover topics such as AI regulation, 

data privacy, and the legal implications of emerging technologies.35 By doing so, law schools can ensure that graduates 
are not only conversant with the legal aspects of IP but also equipped with the technical literacy needed to engage with 

AI-related issues.36 Moreover, practical training in AI and IP law is essential. Law schools can collaborate with 

technology firms, IP offices, and legal tech startups to provide internships and externships that give students hands-on 

experience with AI applications in legal practice. These experiences can help bridge the gap between theoretical 

knowledge and real-world application, ensuring that students graduate with practical skills that are directly applicable in 

the evolving legal market.37 

 

Ultimately, the integration of AI and IP law into Nigerian legal education is not just about staying current with 

technological trends. It is about preparing the next generation of lawyers to effectively navigate a legal environment that 

is increasingly shaped by AI. As AI continues to influence how IP is created, protected, and enforced, Nigerian law 

graduates must be capable of providing informed legal advice that considers both the opportunities and challenges posed 

by AI. By embracing a multidisciplinary and practical approach to education, Nigerian law schools can produce legal 
professionals who are well-prepared for the future of legal practice, where technology and law intersect more than ever 

before.38 

 

6. Transforming Legal Practice through Artificial Intelligence 

The rapid advancement of artificial intelligence (AI) is transforming industries globally, and the legal profession is no 

exception. In Nigeria, legal practitioners are increasingly adopting AI tools to streamline their work, enhance efficiency, 

and improve service delivery. However, this integration of technology brings to light a number of ethical and legal 

concerns. The challenge lies in striking a balance between embracing technological innovation and upholding the 

professional integrity and ethical standards of the legal field.39 AI’s applications in the legal field include predictive 

analytics for case outcomes, document automation, legal research, contract analysis, and even providing initial 

consultations through chatbots. However, the deployment of these tools is not without risks. In Nigeria, where the legal 
profession is deeply rooted in human judgment, the integration of AI raises questions about the boundaries between 

human and machine decision-making.40 The Nigerian Bar Association (NBA) and other stakeholders have recognized 

that AI could revolutionize the practice of law. Nonetheless, to fully harness its potential, it is imperative to develop a 

regulatory framework that ensures AI’s use aligns with the principles of fairness, justice, and professional ethics.41 

 

7. Key Ethical Concerns 

Bias and Discrimination: AI algorithms are often trained on historical data, which may contain biases. In a country as 

diverse as Nigeria, the risk of these biases perpetuating or even exacerbating discrimination is a critical concern. Ensuring 

                                                             
31  E. Smith, Law and Technology (2nd edn, Oxford University Press 2020). 
32 J. Doe, ‘AI and Intellectual Property: An Overview’ (2024) 58(2) Journal of Technology Law 123. 
33 R v Brown [1993] 2 WLR 556 (HL). 
34Copyright, Designs and Patents Act 1988.  
35 L. Johnson, Tech and Law: The New Frontier (Cambridge University Press 2022) 
36 M. Williams, ‘Integrating Technology into Legal Curricula’ (2023) 45(1) Legal Education Review 78. 
37  N. Davis, ‘Bridging Theory and Practice: AI in Legal Education’ (2024) 34(3) Law and Practice 92. 
38 O. Lee, Future of Legal Practice: Technology and the Law (Springer 2024). 
39 Nigerian Bar Association, Guidelines for the Use of Artificial Intelligence in the Nigerian Legal Profession (2023) <URL> accessed 
[date] 
40 C. Okonkwo, The Integration of AI in Nigerian Legal Practice (LegalTech Publishers 2022). 
41 S. Adamu, ‘The Future of Law and Technology in Nigeria’ (2023) 72(4) Legal Review 299. 
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that AI tools used in legal practice are free from bias is essential to maintaining the fairness and impartiality of the justice 

system.42 

Confidentiality and Data Privacy: Legal professionals handle sensitive client information. The use of AI, particularly 

cloud-based services, raises concerns about data security and the protection of client confidentiality. Nigeria’s data 

protection laws, including the Nigeria Data Protection Regulation (NDPR), need to be rigorously applied and updated to 
cover AI applications in legal practice.43 

Accountability and Responsibility: Who is accountable if an AI system gives erroneous advice or produces a flawed legal 

document? The answer to this question remains murky. Lawyers must exercise due diligence when relying on AI tools, 

ensuring they remain responsible for the outcomes of their cases and the integrity of the services they provide.44 

Competence and Knowledge: The Rules of Professional Conduct for Legal Practitioners in Nigeria emphasize the need 

for lawyers to be competent in their practice. As AI becomes more integrated into legal work, lawyers must acquire the 

necessary technical knowledge to use these tools effectively and ethically. Ignorance of AI capabilities or limitations can 

lead to malpractice.45 

 

8. Legal Concerns 

Intellectual Property Rights (IPR): AI-generated legal content whether it’s automated documents or AI-driven case law 
analysis raises questions about ownership and copyright. Determining the legal status of AI-created works is still a gray 

area in Nigerian law.46 

Regulatory Compliance: The current legal framework in Nigeria does not explicitly cover AI applications. This creates 

challenges in ensuring AI systems used in legal practice comply with existing laws and regulations. There is a pressing 

need for updated guidelines that clearly define the responsibilities of legal practitioners using AI.47 

Access to Justice: AI has the potential to democratize access to legal services by providing low-cost solutions. However, 

this can only be realized if the AI systems are accessible to everyone, regardless of socio-economic status. Ensuring 

equitable access to these tools, especially in rural or underserved areas, is a challenge the Nigerian legal system must 

address.48 

 

9. Current Guidelines and Frameworks 

The ‘Guidelines for the Use of Artificial Intelligence in the Nigerian Legal Profession’ provides a roadmap for integrating 
AI while maintaining professional standards. It outlines principles such as transparency, fairness, accountability, and 

respect for human rights. The guidelines stress the importance of ensuring that AI is used to complement, not replace, 

the expertise of legal practitioners.49 Moreover, the guidelines advocate for a collaborative approach involving the NBA, 

regulatory bodies, and technology providers in crafting AI policies tailored to Nigeria's unique socio-legal environment. 

Emphasis is placed on the need for continuous education, ethical audits, and adherence to both global best practices and 

local legal nuances.50 

 

10. Conclusion and Recommendations 

The integration of artificial intelligence (AI) into Nigeria's legal system, particularly regarding intellectual property (IP), 

presents both opportunities and challenges. AI can enhance IP management, streamline legal processes, and improve 

legal education. However, to harness these benefits, Nigeria must undertake legislative reforms, establish ethical 
guidelines, enforce regulatory oversight, and invest in education and infrastructure. Key challenges include determining 

IP rights for AI-generated works and addressing ethical concerns in AI decision-making. Legal professionals must 

develop skills to handle these complexities while ensuring justice and fairness. By adopting a multidisciplinary approach, 

strengthening regulatory frameworks, and raising public awareness, Nigeria can become a leader in incorporating AI into 

legal practice. This will enhance IP protection, foster innovation, and drive economic growth, provided the legal system 

remains adaptable and responsive to AI's evolving nature. The integration of AI into Nigerian legal practice offers 

significant benefits, but it also requires navigating a complex landscape of ethical and legal challenges. Developing a 

robust, adaptive regulatory framework that prioritizes ethical considerations, coupled with ongoing education and training 

for legal professionals, is essential. By striking this balance, Nigeria can harness AI’s power to enhance legal practice 

while safeguarding the core values of justice and equity.¹³ The study examines the transformative impact of artificial 

intelligence (AI) on intellectual property (IP) law within Nigeria's legal framework. The paper explores how AI 

technologies are reshaping the creation, protection, and enforcement of IP rights, raising complex questions about 
authorship, ownership, and the adequacy of existing legal structures. 

                                                             
42 O. Eze, ‘Ethical Implications of AI in Nigerian Law’ (2024) 65(2) Journal of Nigerian Law 155. 
43 Nigeria Data Protection Regulation (NDPR) (2019) <URL> accessed [date]. 
44 T. Adeyemi, Legal Accountability and AI (University of Lagos Press 2021). 
45 Rules of Professional Conduct for Legal Practitioners in Nigeria 2007. 
46  J. Ahmed, ‘AI and Intellectual Property: A Nigerian Perspective’ (2024) 45(1) IP Journal 88. 
47 K. Bello, ‘Regulatory Challenges of AI in Nigerian Law’ (2024) 34(3) TechLaw 45. 
48 P. Oluwaseun, ‘Access to Justice and AI in Nigeria’ (2024) 57(1) Law and Society 101. 
49  L. Johnson, ‘Collaborative Approaches to AI Regulation’ (2024) 30(2) Legal Futures 77. 
50 M. Bakare, ‘Navigating Ethical and Legal Challenges of AI’ (2024) 44(4) Legal Ethics Review 115. 
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This study commenced with defining intellectual property (IP) as the legal rights over creations of the mind, including 

inventions, literary and artistic works, and symbols used in commerce. In Nigeria, IP law is categorized into copyrights, 

patents, trademarks, and industrial designs, each regulated by specific statutes. Copyrights protect literary, musical, and 

artistic works, granting authors control over reproduction and distribution. Patents, governed by the Patents and Designs 
Act, provide inventors with exclusive rights to exploit their inventions for 20 years. Trademarks, regulated by the Trade 

Marks Act, safeguard businesses' brand identities, while industrial designs protect the aesthetic aspects of products. The 

study highlights the profound impact of AI on IP law, particularly in the creation and management of IP. AI-driven 

systems are capable of generating artworks, music, and inventions, challenging traditional notions of authorship and 

ownership. The legal complexities surrounding the attribution of IP rights to AI-generated works necessitate potential 

legislative reforms to address these emerging issues. The authors delve into the ethical and practical challenges posed by 

AI, including bias in algorithms, data privacy concerns, and the risk of AI-generated works infringing on existing IP 

rights. AI is revolutionizing IP enforcement and management by enhancing the efficiency of patent searches, trademark 

examinations, and copyright infringement detection. The study discusses how AI can streamline these processes, reduce 

backlogs, and improve accuracy in IP offices. However, it also addresses the potential challenges, such as the risk of bias 

in AI systems and the ethical implications of relying on automated decision-making. The need for culturally sensitive 
and representative datasets to ensure fair outcomes in AI-driven IP management is emphasized. 

 

The paper advocates for the integration of AI and IP law into Nigerian legal education. It underscores the importance of 

equipping future legal professionals with the knowledge and skills to navigate the complexities introduced by AI. The 

authors propose a multidisciplinary approach that combines legal, technological, and ethical perspectives, ensuring that 

law students are well-prepared to address the challenges posed by AI in IP law. The need for practical training through 

internships and externships in technology firms and legal tech startups is also highlighted, as it bridges the gap between 

theoretical knowledge and real-world application. The study discusses the growing adoption of AI in legal practice, where 

AI tools are used for predictive analytics, document automation, legal research, and contract analysis. The authors 

examine the ethical and legal concerns that arise with AI’s integration into the legal profession, particularly in Nigeria. 

Key issues include bias and discrimination, data privacy, accountability, and the need for legal practitioners to remain 

competent in using AI tools. The study emphasizes the importance of developing a regulatory framework that ensures 
AI's use aligns with the principles of fairness, justice, and professional ethics. The study outlines the legal framework 

governing IP in Nigeria, including the Constitution, the Patents and Designs Act, the National Information Technology 

Development Agency Act, and international conventions like the WIPO Convention. It discusses how these laws provide 

the structure for IP protection in Nigeria and the need for continuous development to keep pace with technological 

advancements. 

  

The study discovers that AI is fundamentally challenging traditional notions of authorship and ownership within the 

realm of intellectual property (IP). With AI systems capable of creating works that traditionally required human creativity, 

the current legal framework struggles to address issues of who should be credited as the author or owner of AI-generated 

content. This disruption calls for a re-evaluation of existing IP laws to accommodate these new forms of creation. The 

findings highlight the inefficiencies in the current IP management systems in Nigeria, particularly in patent searches, 
trademark examinations, and copyright enforcement. AI has the potential to enhance these processes by improving speed, 

accuracy, and reducing backlogs. However, the adoption of AI technologies in IP management also presents challenges, 

such as the risk of bias and the need for representative datasets. The study identifies a significant gap in the Nigerian 

legal framework concerning the regulation of AI-generated works. There is an urgent need for legislative reforms that 

clearly define the legal status of AI-generated IP and establish guidelines for ownership, rights, and responsibilities. 

Without such reforms, the legal system may struggle to protect the rights of both human creators and AI developers. The 

findings underscore the ethical and legal challenges associated with the growing use of AI in legal practice. Issues such 

as bias in AI algorithms, data privacy, accountability, and the potential for AI to exacerbate inequalities are significant 

concerns. The study suggests that without proper regulation and oversight, the use of AI in legal practice could lead to 

unfair outcomes and erode public trust in the legal system. 

 

The study finds that Nigerian legal education is not adequately preparing law students for the challenges and opportunities 
presented by AI. There is a pressing need for the integration of AI and IP law into the curriculum, alongside practical 

training opportunities in technology firms and legal tech startups. This would ensure that future legal professionals are 

equipped with the necessary knowledge and skills to navigate the evolving legal landscape. The study identifies several 

opportunities for AI to enhance IP enforcement in Nigeria. AI tools can improve the detection of copyright infringement, 

streamline trademark examinations, and make patent searches more efficient. However, these opportunities can only be 

fully realized if the underlying AI systems are developed and implemented in a manner that is free from bias and respects 

the cultural and legal context of Nigeria. The findings highlight the importance of developing a regulatory framework 

that governs the use of AI in IP law and legal practice. This framework should address issues of bias, fairness, 

transparency, and accountability, ensuring that AI is used in a manner that upholds the principles of justice and equity. 

The authors also emphasize the need for continuous oversight and ethical considerations in the deployment of AI 
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technologies in the legal domain. The study finds that the challenges and opportunities presented by AI in IP law are not 

unique to Nigeria but are part of a global conversation. Nigeria's approach to integrating AI into its legal system will have 

implications for its participation in international IP regimes and its ability to protect its own IP rights on the global stage. 

Therefore, the country must align its legal reforms with international standards while also addressing its unique legal and 

cultural context. 

  

Given the significant role that AI is increasingly playing in reshaping intellectual property (IP) law and legal practice in 

Nigeria, several critical steps are necessary to fully leverage AI’s potential while addressing the associated risks and 

challenges. The Nigerian government should prioritize the development and enactment of comprehensive legal 

frameworks that specifically address the complexities introduced by AI in the realm of IP. These reforms should cover 

areas such as AI-generated works, the attribution of IP rights, and the responsibilities of AI creators and users. Clear legal 

definitions and guidelines are essential to address issues like authorship, ownership, and accountability in the context of 

AI. Additionally, existing IP laws should be updated to incorporate provisions that address the use of AI in IP 

management and enforcement, such as automated patent searches, trademark examinations, and copyright infringement 

detection. To mitigate the risks associated with bias and discrimination in AI algorithms, it is imperative to establish 

ethical guidelines that ensure AI systems used in IP law are fair, transparent, and culturally sensitive. These guidelines 
should mandate regular audits of AI systems to identify and correct biases, and should promote the development of AI 

tools that are representative of Nigeria’s diverse cultural context. The establishment of a dedicated regulatory body to 

oversee the integration of AI into IP law and legal practice in Nigeria is recommended. This body should be responsible 

for setting standards, monitoring compliance, and enforcing regulations related to the use of AI in the legal sector. 

Collaboration between this body, the Nigerian Bar Association, and other stakeholders will be crucial in developing 

policies that align with both global best practices and local legal nuances. Nigerian law schools should incorporate AI 

and technology-related courses into their curricula to equip future legal professionals with the necessary knowledge and 

skills to navigate the evolving landscape of IP law. A multidisciplinary approach that combines legal theory with insights 

from technology, data science, and ethics is essential for preparing law graduates to address the challenges posed by AI 

in IP law. Practical training opportunities, such as internships and externships with technology firms and IP offices, 

should be provided to give students hands-on experience with AI applications in legal practice. This will help bridge the 

gap between theoretical knowledge and real-world application. There should be efforts to raise public awareness about 
the implications of AI on IP law, particularly concerning the rights and responsibilities of creators, innovators, and users 

of AI-generated content. Stakeholder engagement initiatives, including workshops, seminars, and public consultations, 

can facilitate a broader understanding of these issues and contribute to the development of informed and balanced 

policies. To harness the full potential of AI in IP law and legal practice, Nigeria should invest in the development of AI 

infrastructure, including research and development (R&D) initiatives. Government funding, in partnership with private 

sector investments, can support the creation of AI tools tailored to the Nigerian legal environment, promoting innovation 

and economic growth. 

 

 


