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Abstract

The fast adoption of artificial intelligence (Al) in the administration of India is characterized by
both unprecedented possibilities of administration effectiveness and great threats to democratic
accountability. The present paper looks at the present situation in the area of algorithmic
governance in India and discusses the Ministry of Electronics and Information Technology
(MeitY) 2025 Al Governance Guidelines and the overarching IndiaAl Mission frameworks. This
research assesses the way in which India is striking a balance between the potential of Al-driven
efficiency in administration and the need to preserve principles of democracy, transparency, and
ethics through reviewing policy documents, government programs, and regulatory frameworks.
The study shows that although India has achieved a lot in terms of the creation of Al governance
systems, such as the distribution of 10,372 crore to the IndiaAl Mission and the creation of area-
specific regulatory frameworks, there are still major gaps in the process of holding algorithms
accountable and securing the rights of citizens. The main conclusions are that the Indian strategy
is focused on a complex of regulatory approaches and technical means, a whole-of-government
approach, but still has difficulties in the areas of algorithmic openness, mitigation of bias, and
citizen involvement in Al governance. The paper comes to the conclusion that successful Al
governance in India needs to focus on reinforcing democratic oversight tools, increasing citizen
participation in Al policy-making, and creating effective Al accountability frameworks that
maintain efficiency improvements and democratic principles.
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1. Introduction

Introduction of artificial intelligence into the sphere of public administration is one of the most
drastic changes in the world of governance since the emergence of the modern bureaucratic state.
Understanding the potential ease and the threats of algorithmic decision-making, governments
around the globe have found a burning case study in India, where technology innovation has stood
in opposition to democratic responsibility (Joshi, 2024). As the world has the largest system of
digital identities and more than 1.4 billion citizens under the digital system, which is increasingly
dependent on digital public services, the process of algorithmic governance in India has far-
reaching consequences for democratic governance in the digital era.
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The Indian government has shown its dedication towards Al-based transformation through huge
financial investments and policy orientation. The decision of the Cabinet to approve the IndiaAl
Mission and allocate 10,372 crore in five years indicates that the government is planning to
become an Al innovator in the world and promises to be responsible in its implementation
(Ministry of Electronics and Information Technology [MeitY], 2024). However, this lofty program
suggests very basic concerns regarding the ways to preserve democratic accountability, make
algorithms transparent, and preserve citizen rights using the benefits of Al efficiency.

The paper looks at the intricate nexus of algorithmic performance and democratic responsibility in
the governance system in India. It compares existing policy frameworks, such as the MeitY) 2025
Al Governance Guidelines Development Report and the entire IndiaAl Mission framework, to
determine how India is managing the conflicts between technological modernization and
democratic principles. The research will add to the existing body of knowledge on algorithmic
governance and offer an understanding of the ways in which a democracy as large as it is can adopt
Al systems without compromising the fundamental democratic values.

2. Literature Review

2.1 Theoretical Foundations of Algorithmic Governance

Another approach is algorithmic governance, which is a radical transition to a more data-driven
and automated process decision-making as opposed to standard bureaucratic decision-making,
which is often slow and expensive (Katzenbach, 2021). According to Zouridis et al. (2020),
algorithmic governance refers to the use of algorithms, artificial intelligence, and automated
systems in facilitating or substituting human decision-making in government. The transformation
will lead to increased efficiency, consistency, and less human bias, but also provoke the issue of
democratic legitimacy, transparency, and accountability.

Algorithm accountability has become an important model to assess the democratic implications of
Al in governance. According to Bovens, accountability can be defined as a connection between an
actor and a forum where the former is obligated to explain and justify his/her actions, the latter
may ask questions and pass judgment, and the former can get punished (Bovens, 2007). This
conventional concept of accountability becomes a major challenge in the framework of the
algorithmic systems because of the depth and insensibility of the Al decision-making (Ananny and
Crawford, 2018).

2.2 Democratic Accountability in the Digital Age

In algorithmic governance, democratic accountability necessitates laws and regulations that would
hold Al systems within the government accountable to the citizens, allow citizen involvement, and
regulate Al systems (Nemitz, 2018). Citron (2007) proposes the idea that the transfer of policy-
making capabilities to technological systems is done without the proper input or control of the
people, which may destabilize the democratic principles of governance. This dilemma is especially
sharp in the developing world, such as India, where the rapid digitalization can be overtaking the
building of proper governance frameworks.

The recent scholarship has singled out the following essential dimensions of the algorithmic
accountability: procedural accountability (the adherence to adequate procedures), substantive
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accountability (the reasonableness of decisions made), and democratic accountability (the
openness of systems to public scrutiny) (Mittelstadt et al., 2016). The issues in each of these
dimensions are unique in the Indian context, with cultural diversity, digital divide, and institutional
capacities being major challenges in trying to establish holistic accountability mechanisms.

2.3 Al Governance in the Developing Countries.

The Al governance literature in developing countries is still relatively weak but increasing at an
alarming rate. According to Joshi (2024), the Indian attitude to Al governance can be described by
a certain mixture between developmental goals and democracy (unlike the authoritarian model, as
exemplified by China) and a purely market-driven strategy (unlike in some Western nations). This
third way model focuses on the use of Al to benefit society without undermining democratic
mechanisms of control.

Singh (2019) points out that the approach in digital public infrastructure in India, which is
represented by such systems as Aadhaar and UPI, offers the basis of Al governance that is both
scaled and inclusive. This method, however, is also associated with issues of surveillance, privacy,
and centralization of power in technological systems, which might be insufficiently checked
through the process of democracy.

Methodology

The qualitative research approach that has been used in this study is a combination of document
analysis approach, policy review approach, and secondary data analysis to shed light on the
approach that India is taking towards algorithmic governance. The study is based on the official
governmental documents, such as MeitY 2025 Al Governance Guidelines Development Report,
the IndiaAl Mission framework, and the policy documents related to the topic, released during the
period of 2023-2025.

Primary sources will consider policy documents on the Ministry of Electronics and Information
Technology, responsible Al frameworks of NITI Aayog, as well as regulatory bodies’ reports, such
as the Framework of Responsible and Ethical Enablement of Artificial Intelligence (FREE-AI) of
the Reserve Bank of India. Among the secondary sources, there are scholarly articles, sectoral
reports, and foreign policy reviews that offer a comparative background of the Indian strategy.
The discussion is based on three major dimensions: (1) Al governance institutional frameworks,
(2) Al governance mechanisms to ensure accountability of their algorithms, and (3) Al governance
policies to provide democratic controls and citizen engagement. Government budget allocations,
implementation statistics and policy outcomes are evaluated to evaluate the effectiveness of the
current approaches and aspects of improvement.

4. Current State of Algorithmic Governance in India

4.1 Policy Framework and Institutional Structure

India’s technique concerning algorithmic governance rests on a multilayered framework that
integrates national governance strategies with institutional mechanisms at the country and regional
levels. In this regard, NITI Aayog’s “National Strategy for Artificial Intelligence” (2018)
cemented the vision of “#AlI for All”. It affirmed key segments of the economy, especially health,
agriculture, education, and governance, for the deployment of Al.
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With the 2024 launch of the IndiaAl Mission and the subsequent allotment of X 10,372 crore, the
Mission represents the most extensive initiative to construct India’s Al ecosystem. This Mission
has seven pillars: (i) IndiaAl Compute Capacity, (ii) IndiaAl Innovation Centre, (iii) IndiaAl
Datasets Platform, (iv) IndiaAl Application Development Initiative, (v) IndiaAl FutureSkills, (vi)
IndiaAl Startup Financing, and (vii) Safe & Trusted Al (Cabinet Secretariat, 2024). Such a
structure exhibits a balance between governance and technological infrastructure.
4.2 Governance Guidelines and Regulatory Framework
The MeitY 2025 Al Governance Guidelines Development Report is a dramatic shift regarding
India’s agreement on Al and the guidelines controlling it. It highlights the need for the
Development, Deployment, and Diffusion phases of Al to be tackled with Al systems, stamping a
lifecycle approach to its governance. It also emphasizes a “whole-of-government strategy” through
the creation of an Interministerial AI Coordination Committee, an Al technical secretariat, and an
Al incident database (MeitY, 2025).
Amongst the principles that constitute the Al governance framework set by the Indian government
are the following points:
Digital-by-Design Governance: Using digital solutions to improve the governance, monitoring,
and preventive compliance processes.
Risk-based Approach: Implementing varying levels of responses pegged to the significance and
risk posed by the Al systems.
Foundational principles that can cross structural divides, and flexible foundational principles that
are tailored to individual sectors.
Collaborative Governance: The cross integration of the processes of the state, business, scientific
community, and the public.
4.3 Mechanisms of Implementation and Budgetary Distribution
In various years, the board allocated budgets, assignments, and recorded the spending of the
government toward the multiple commitments of Al governance. The government has shown Al
initiative.”.

Table 1: Government Budget Allocation for Al Initiatives (2024-2026)

Initiative Amount R Duration Key Components
Crore)
IndiaAl Mission 10,372 5 years (2024- Compute capacity, innovation
2029) centers, and datasets platform
IndiaAl Mission 551.75 1 year Al infrastructure enhancement,
(Budget 2024-25) GPU procurement
Al Centre of 500 Budget 2025- Educational Al solutions,
Excellence in 26 personalized learning
Education
MeitY Total 21,936.90 FY 2024-25 Comprehensive digital
Allocation transformation
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Total AI-Related 32,360.65 Multi-year Ecosystem development
Investment
Source: Ministry of Electronics and Information Technology (2024, 2025); Union Budget
documents
5. Challenges in Balancing Efficiency and Accountability
5.1 Algorithmic Transparency and Explainability
A central concern within India’s algorithmic governance framework is the explainability of Al
systems and the degree of transparency associated with their functioning. The advanced nature of
systems within the field of machine learning and, in particular, deep learning systems poses
transparency challenges. While the governance guidelines of 2025 endorse the tenets of fAl, their
effective implementation remains problematic.
IndiaAl Mission’s initiatives under the Safe & Trusted Al pillar focus on developing indigenous

bias mitigation tools, explainable Al frameworks, and fairness testing. However, the dissonance
between policy aspirations and technical capabilities is still stark, especially within multi-faceted
Al systems engineered for critical domains, including but not limited to healthcare and criminal
justice.

5.2 Data Governance and Privacy Protection

India’s Data Governance Approach within Al systems balances the tension between innovation
and privacy protection. The Digital Personal Data Protection Act, 2023 (DPDP Act) is a
framework for data collection, processing, and protection, but how this may apply to Al systems
leaves much to be desired. The Act’s provisions with respect to purpose limitation and data subject
rights may conflict with the practices associated with Al development, which necessitate data
liberalism and model iteration.

The purpose of the IndiaAl Datasets Platform is to distribute datasets to users without
compromising on quality. The primary focus of this platform is to ensure privacy. The issues
surrounding the platform’s governance and the active use of the data for responsible purposes still
have to be worked on. This is concerning for many people in both the capabilities of Al and the
general population, since the use of personal data for Al technology is still a sensitive topic.

5.3 Algorithmic Bias and Discrimination

The situation in India is unique, and the phenomena of social stratification and historical
inequalities make resolving biases in algorithms a lot harder. Al systems that are built using
historical data that is biased tend to discriminate more towards lower caste communities. The
governance guideline for 2025 suggests frameworks to deal with issues of biases, and the existence
of this challenge is recognized in them, but very little is done in reality.

The table below contains the most important challenges that have come up during the execution
of the governance policy of Al:
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Table 2: Key Challenges in India’s AI Governance Implementation

Challenge Specific Issues Current Status Recommended Actions
Category
Transparency | Black-box Al systems, | Guidelines developed, | Mandatory transparency
Limited explainability implementation requirements, Technical
limited standards
Accountability | Unclear responsibility | Framework proposed, Clear accountability
chains, Limited redress implementation protocols, Citizen
mechanisms pending complaint mechanisms
Bias and Historical data bias, | Principles established, Comprehensive bias
Fairness Inadequate testing Tools under auditing, Diverse datasets
development
Privacy Data use limitations, DPDP Act enacted, Al-specific privacy
Protection Consent challenges Al-specific guidance guidelines, Technical
limited safeguards
Democratic Limited citizen Consultation Enhanced public
Oversight participation, processes initiated participation, Regular
Inadequate audits
transparency

Source: MeitY (2025); Analysis of current policy gaps
6. Sector-Specific Implementation and Case Studies
6.1 Financial Services: RBI’s FREE-AI Framework
The Reserve Bank of India’s forthcoming Framework for Responsible and Ethical Enablement of
Artificial Intelligence (FREE-AI) constitutes a leading example of sectoral Al governance
architecture on the subcontinent. Approved in December 2024, the instrument strategically
contours prominent deployment hazards in financial services, including the safeguarding of
personal data, mitigation of algorithmic bias, and the prevention of systemic destabilising
impulses.
A multidisciplinary committee, steered by Professor Pushpak Bhattacharyya of the Indian Institute
of Technology Bombay, convenes scholars, civil servants, technology leaders, and financial
intermediaries. By prioritising three cardinal principles—accountability, fairness, and transparent
explanatory capacity—the framework is actively demonstrating how a finely calibrated sectoral
standard can mutually reinforce broader, national Al rules, rather than being entirely subsumed by
them.

6.2 Healthcare: Al in Clinical Diagnosis and Patient Therapy

India’s health sector, with its dual constraints of heterogeneous access and capacity, presents both
seminal promise and acute vulnerability for Al adoption. Complementary national schemes in
telemedicine and artificial-intelligence diagnosis have, through pilot phases, delivered discernible
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benefits in remote practice settings. However, the broader integration of such technologies
necessitates urgent deliberation on patient safety assurance, preservation of personal health
records, and the egalitarian delivery of Al-enhanced interventions.

Present silence in consolidated statute on health-centered Al cultivates an ambient impression of
risk regarding accountability for adverse outcomes, minimal quality benchmarks, and the clinical
monitoring of proprietary models. Existing national-level Al standards, while thematically
relevant, lack the micro-level specificity demanded by the health legislative and ethical apparatus;
concrete, sector-dedicated protocols, therefore, are indispensable for the dual safeguarding of
patient welfare and the respect of normative medical principles.

6.3 Education: AI Centre of Excellence Initiative

The recent budgetary provision of X500 crore for an Al Centre of Excellence in Education signifies
the central government’s strategic intent to employ artificial intelligence in the systemic reform of
the educational sector. The Centre’s mandate encompasses the creation of adaptive learning
ecosystems, automated evaluative mechanisms, and immersive digital pedagogy platforms, all of
which are to be harmonised with the objectives articulated in the National Education Policy of
2020.

Despite the potential benefits, the infusion of Al into educational practice presents qualitative
challenges. Persisting issues of learner confidentiality, the spectre of algorithmic distortions within
evaluative frameworks, and the risk of entrenching the digital divide among socio-economically
marginalised cohorts necessitate vigilant and anticipatory governance. A regulatory architecture
predicated on equitable resource allocation and the inviolable safeguarding of learner entitlements
will therefore be an indispensable complement to the Centre’s technical agenda.

7. International Comparisons and Best Practices

7.1 Comparison with Global AI Governance Frameworks

An assessed juxtaposition of India’s emergent Al governance posture reveals that it is optimal to

situate domestic practice within the matrix of comparative international frameworks. While the

European Union pursues an expansive statutory Al Act, directed principally at high-risk systems,

the Indian polity opts for normative precepts and principles, thus cultivating an adaptive

architecture. This orientation to guideline-led governance, which privileges cooperative pluralism

and progressive innovation, is instructive in calibrating both the domestic legislative process and

the capacities of executing agencies, all within a risk-managed but innovation-facilitative ambit.
Table 3: Comparison of AI Governance Approaches

Country/Region Regulatory Key Features Implementation Status
Approach
European Union | Comprehensive legal Al Act with risk- Enacted in 2024,
framework based classification implementation ongoing
United States Sector-specific + Executive Order + Mixed implementation
Executive guidance Agency guidelines
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China State-led Algorithmic Active implementation
comprehensive management
framework provisions
Singapore Regulatory sandbox + Model Al Voluntary adoption
Guidelines Governance
Framework
India Principles-based + Governance Guidelines released,
Sector-specific guidelines + Mission Implementation
approach beginning

Source: Comparative analysis of international Al governance frameworks

7.2 Learning from International Experiences

Country-specific narratives across the global Al governance landscape yield actionable insights
for constructing India’s national Al regulatory architecture. The European Union’s relentless
priority on protecting fundamental rights, alongside iterative algorithmic impact assessments,
illustrates the necessity of embedding democratic norms as a precondition for Al system
deployment. Singapore complements this jurisprudential approach by articulating the Model Al
Governance Framework, a blueprint that operationalises technical protocols through pragmatic,
readily deployable procedural artefacts.

Notwithstanding these instructive doctrines, India’s distinctive sociotechnical topography—
distinguished by a vast demographic constellation, plurality of languages and cultural mores, and
pronounced developmental asymmetries—demands calibrated derivatives instead of unmediated
borrowing. The national imperative of advancing “Al for All,” coupled with mechanisms for
broad-based deliberative participation, underscores the strategic compulsion to refract external
precedents through a lens of inclusive democratic purpose and developmental equity.

8. Recommendations for Enhanced Democratic Accountability

8.1 Strengthening Institutional Mechanisms

To strengthen democratic accountability within the context of algorithmic governance, India ought
to establish dedicated institutions that fuse technical proficiency with democratic legitimacy.
Preliminary suggestions include:

1. An autonomous Al Accountability Commission endowed with the prerogative to scrutinize
government Al deployments, to examine allegations of misuse, and to mandate corrective actions.
2. Citizen Al Advisory Councils composed of diverse stakeholders—Ilay citizens, civil society
representatives, and domain specialists—tasked with continuous monitoring and evaluative
judgement of national Al policies.

3. A dedicated Parliamentary Al Committee that receives expert technical assistance, thus
ensuring that legislative scrutiny of Al frameworks is evidence-driven and rigorously informed.
8.2 Intensifying Transparency and Engaging the Citizenry
Democratic supervision of algorithmic systems depends upon proactive transparency practices and
structured channels for popular input. Actionable measures include:
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1. Publicly mandated Algorithmic Impact Assessments for major governmental Al initiatives,
presenting prospective social consequences, significance ranking, and comprehensive mitigation
strategies.

2. A Public AI Registry that consolidates, in user-friendly formats, records of government Al
instruments, enumerated uses, explicitly defined success criteria, and regularly updated
performance data.

3. Mechanisms for Citizen Participation, including systematic public consultation sessions, citizen
jury deliberations, and dedicated participatory budgeting rounds specially earmarked for Al-
related expenditures.

8.3 Designing Technical Safeguards that Uphold Democratic Norms
Intelligent architecture can enshrine democratic accountability in the very algorithms that govern
citizens:

1. A Privacy-by-Design paradigm that integrates data minimisation and encryption during
processing, thus limiting exposure through default technical architecture.

2. Harmonised Algorithmic Auditing Instruments calibrated to identify and rectify skewed
training distributions, to document fairness thresholds, and to align algorithmic outcomes with the
nation’s constitutional frameworks.

The continuous advancement of Al functionalities is provoking an alarmingly accelerated
integration of such systems within high-stakes environments, reaching domains previously
regulated by strict human or procedural oversight. The deployment of machine learning algorithms
capable of autonomously generating design, tactical, or ethical recommendations poses existential
challenges, not only by removing well-delineated lines of human decision authority but also by
exceeding human explanation capacities. Empirical evidence indicates that fundamental errors—
emanating from data biases, model inadequacies, or below-threshold deviations—remain
inconceivable while being systematically concealed from human scrutiny. The memorandum,
therefore, stipulates an urgent, formal expenditure of engineering and procedural resources to
guarantee that any forthcoming capable system incorporates mandatory, sufficiently capacitated,
and persistent human-module interfaces. Oversight sufficiency shall be measured against
prevailing resilience engineering thresholds and not against designer-assumed intellectual radii of
abstraction.

Four treatment dimensions warrant specification.

First, cognitive ergonomics warrants proactive marginalization of workload spikes by structuring
information cascades such that salient deviations, temporal pressures, and volitional divergences
induce not system closure but gracious offloading to the human enclave.

Second, the modulation of system uncertainty must confine socially and physically catastrophic
uncertainties to human deliberation by calibrating prediction confidence ellipses and by
systematically embedding evidence and hesitancy expos¢ interfaces.

Third, procedural scaffolding must represent and extend accredited operating doctrine to permit
the human actor to judge configurations of alternatives and counterfactual regret communication.
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A sufficiency standard shall be computed not against optimally adaptive cases but only against
systematically representative cases of operational disruption.

Finally, authority propagation must invert the mechanized hierarchy and obligate fundamental
operational cores to effect continuous reverence to the human locus of intention, rendering any
algorithm—changing, adaptive, or proprietary operational successor only by epistemikh saunter
that documents and critically exposes deviation rationale.

9. Implications for Democratic Governance

9.1 Redefining Public Administration

The embedding of artificial intelligence within public administration signals a reorientation that
transcends mere technological enhancement and induces a reconsideration of democratic
governance architecture. Established normative frameworks of bureaucratic accountability—
predicated upon vertical chains of responsibility and the oversight of human agents—must
consequently adapt to the complexities posed by automated, data-driven decision-making.
Effecting this adaptation necessitates a deliberate rearticulation of foundational democratic
tenets—namely, transparency, accountability, and civic participation—suitable for Al-augmented
environments. The objective is not to transpose existing oversight institutions onto novel
technologies, but to architect governance modalities capable of ensuring effective scrutiny,
redressive legitimacy, and normative fidelity within algorithmic contexts, without compromising
the core democratic ethos that animates public institutions.

9.2 Citizen Rights in the Algorithmic State

The incorporation of artificial intelligence within public governance engenders crucial inquiries
concerning the contours of citizenship and the evolving bond between the individual and the
sovereign apparatus. Established rights constructs—crafted within the paradigm of human-
administered administrative processes—appear increasingly insufficient to account for the specific
complexities introduced by opaque algorithmic adjudication.

India’s institutional trajectory must therefore secure for the citizenry a sustained entitlement to
comprehend, contest, and obtain effective remedies against algorithmic determinations operating
upon them. Such a guarantee will not derive solely from statutory pronouncements; rather, it
mandates the design of operational apparatuses that translate abstract entitlements into tangible,
practicable instruments for laypersons, to whose circumstances the intricacies of contemporary Al
data-processing remain largely inaccessible.

10. Future Directions and Research Needs

10.1 Emerging Technologies and Governance Challenges

The accelerating pace of artificial intelligence advancement compels continuing reform of India’s
governance architecture. Capabilities such as generative artificial intelligence, semi-autonomous
systems, and algorithmic regulation of social media content introduce strategic uncertainties
beyond the reach of extant legal and institutional mechanisms.

The prospective integration of extensive language models into administrative and policy delivery
raises acute dilemmas concerning facticity, algorithmic bias, and the health of democratic debate.
Any regulatory architecture, therefore, must embed resilience, enabling periodic reassessment and
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recalibration, precisely to contain these present dangers while simultaneously accommodating
subsequent, as-yet-unknown technological transformations.

10.2 Research and Development Priorities

To ensure robust Al governance, the Republic of India must maintain directed and sustained
investment in research and development that bridges governance technologies and democratic
innovation. Three interdependent priority areas warrant immediate attention.

First, the advancement of algorithmic auditing research is essential. India requires the design of
systematic and scalable methodologies, accompanied by open-source toolkits, that assess the
democratic implications of algorithmic systems across the public, private, and value-driven
domains. Findings must be translational, informing iterative regulatory design.

Second, participatory Al design must be contextualized for Indian democratic needs. Rigorous
methodologies enabling diverse citizen assemblies—reflective of intersected caste, class, and
regional identities— to influence the co-creation and evaluation of Al systems will ensure that
emergent technologies reflect collective democratic will and locally intelligible norms.

Finally, the formulation of democratic Al metrics and indicators is indispensable. Interdisciplinary
collaborations should produce exhaustive, empowering indicators that quantify algorithmic
performance against constitutional, statutory, and customary notions of distributive equity,
procedural inclusiveness, and transparency. These metrics will form the empirical foundation of
evidence-led, adaptable, and anticipatory governance frameworks.

11. Conclusion

India’s strategy of algorithmic governance represents a deliberate effort to leverage the potential
of artificial intelligence while safeguarding democratic principles and ensuring systematic
accountability. The nation’s expansive policy architecture, considerable allocations of fiscal
resources, and iterative governance arrangements involving a spectrum of stakeholders
collectively reflect a measured pledge to responsible Al advancement. Nonetheless, pronounced
hurdles persist in transcending aspirational texts and embedding practical architectures capable of
reconciling efficiency imperatives with the imperatives of democratic oversight.

The viability of the Indian model will hinge on the design of governance instruments that are
simultaneously technologically high-performing and politically legitimate. Such a model demands
the sustained augmentation of institutional competency, progressive technical infrastructure, and
iterative civic innovations, alongside a persevering allegiance to transparency, participatory
engagement, and accountability that are to be treated as immutable tenets in the articulation and
execution of Al policy.

While India operationalises its Al governance framework, global actors are likely to scrutinise
how the most populous democracy persists in reconciling the intricate challenges posed by
algorithmic systems. The Indian enterprise, therefore, constitutes a laboratory from which
instructive insights can be distilled by other jurisdictions aspiring to reconcile technological
advancement with democratic integrity, rendering algorithmic governance a subject of paramount
concern for both policy formulators and scholarly inquiry.
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Any pragmatic strategy for the future must begin from the insight that sound governance of
artificial intelligence is more than the management of algorithms or architectures; it is an
inheritance of the longstanding discipline of democratic politics, now relocated into digital forms
of power. Progress, therefore, presupposes that the technologies at issue are calibrated with civic
rationality. However, it presupposes yet more that the design, deployment, and oversight of those
technologies are persistently aligned with and answerable to the normative claims of the polity
they interface with.

References

Ananny, M., & Crawford, K. (2018). Seeing without knowing: Limitations of the transparency
ideal and its application to algorithmic accountability. New Media & Society, 20(3), 973-989.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1461444816676645

Bovens, M. (2007). Analysing and assessing accountability: A conceptual framework. European
Law Journal, 13(4), 447-468. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-0386.2007.00378.x

Cabinet Secretariat. (2024). Cabinet approves IndiaAl Mission with a budget outlay of Rs 10,372
crore. Press Information Bureau, Government of India.

Citron, D. K. (2007). Technological due process. Washington University Law Review, 85(6), 1249-
1313.

Joshi, D. (2024). Al governance in India — law, policy and political economy. Communication
Research and Practice, 10(3), 328-339. https://doi.org/10.1080/22041451.2024.2346428
Katzenbach, C. (2021). Algorithmic governance. Internet Policy Review, 10(4).
https://doi.org/10.14763/2021.4.1615

Ministry of Electronics and Information Technology. (2024). Union Budget 2024-25 allocates
over 550 crores to the IndiaAl Mission. Government of India.

Ministry of Electronics and Information Technology. (2025). Report on Al governance guidelines
development. Government of India.

Mittelstadt, B., Allo, P., Taddeo, M., Wachter, S., & Floridi, L. (2016). The ethics of algorithms:
Mapping the debate. Big Data & Society, 3(2). https://doi.org/10.1177/2053951716679679
Nemitz, P. (2018). Constitutional democracy and technology in the age of artificial intelligence.
Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society A, 376(2133).
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsta.2018.0089

NITI Aayog. (2018). National strategy for artificial intelligence. Government of India.

NITI Aayog. (2021). Responsible Al approach document for India: Part 1 - Principles for
responsible AI. Government of India.

Reserve Bank of India. (2024). Framework for responsible and ethical enablement of artificial
intelligence (FREE-AI). RBI Press Release.

Singh, J. P. (2019). Digital India: Technology to transform a connected nation. Harper Business.
Zouridis, S., van Eck, M., & Bovens, M. (2020). Algorithmic decision-making and the control
revolution in public administration. Public Administration Review, 80(6), 931-941.
https://doi.org/10.1111/puar.13251

Volume 24, Issue 02,2025 178



