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European Graduate School Policy on the Responsible Use of Artificial Intelligence in 

Academic Work 

  

Institutional Rationale 

The academic world is profoundly challenged by the advent of AI and its potential impacts on the culture of 

learning and research as it has traditionally functioned. While the stricture on plagiarism holds in principle, the 

meaning of this term shifts as students and researchers rely increasingly on a tool that has been described as 

fundamentally plagiaristic in itself. 

Not all will agree with that last description, but it is evident that reliance on a tool that potentially reduces the 

author's responsibility for what is ostensibly presented as original work presents a serious menace to traditional 

academic standards and evaluation. 

The purpose of this statement is to convey the rationale behind the EGS regulations on AI usage. The 

Institutional Code of Conduct itself will follow.  

First, we must acknowledge that we do not want to prohibit the use of AI for academic endeavours–such a 

stance would actually be absurd in the contemporary world. Learning today cannot productively do without the 

contributions of AI. It must also involve a measure of learning about AI itself. But the EGS seeks to cultivate 

and preserve the individual, human share in the work that it recognizes for advanced degrees.  

As an institution devoted, in both of its divisions, to the pursuit of creative thought and expression, the EGS 

considers it vital that its community of study be anchored in hands-on practice and forms of thought that 

manifest individual freedom. In the PACT Division, the crafts of writing and reading are essential to the 

intellectual ambitions it pursues. The same holds true for the AHS Division, which adds the important dimension 

of experiential learning, a practice that is incompatible with any mediation involving AI. 

The traditional European academic model, imported to North America, stresses research-led teaching. At the 

EGS, we practice teaching-led research, which means that research is happening in the meeting space (be 

this online or in-person) in which learning occurs. Study takes its shape in the relation between instructor and 

student, in encounter. 

When students are asked to incorporate the fruits of this encounter in their individual research projects, they 

are expected to show something of the creativity that EGS instructors seek to inspire in them. In PACT, there 

is an emphasis on the craft of thought in cross-disciplinary passages. In AHS, an emphasis on releasing the 

human capacity for poiesis and interrelational care. In both divisions, the presence of the student's voice and 

gesture (taking these terms in a broad sense) is critical.  

The processes of an LLM efface that individual signature. This happens at very subtle levels (already in the 

composition of a sentence or the presentation of a concept). If AI is allowed to take over to a significant degree, 

the singular character of the practice of study and the original synthesis at work in presentation are gradually 

effaced. What is left is an oddly empty echo. 
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In sum, the EGS wants to preserve the integrity of the practices it pursues in its degree programs as it advances 

a mission that gives a central function to art and the craft of thought. We seek to promote research that is 

worldly and pertinent to our time (critical, in this sense), but we aim for research that is genuinely original, 

whatever its level. Our reference to the legacy left by the Black Mountain College is not casual, nor is our 

commitment to the vital health of the theoretical, cross-disciplinary exchanges we pursue, with all the learning 

they require. Accordingly, the research produced in and for our degree programs must remain faithful to those 

values.  

 

Code of Conduct for Using AI Tools Responsibly in Coursework  

This code of conduct establishes a baseline for the ethical and responsible use of AI tools in coursework. 

Please note that individual courses or faculty may introduce additional rules tailored to specific assignments 

or stages of academic work.  

This code provides basic ground-rules. The rationale for these rules, provided above, is designed to convey 

the educational intent behind them. The complexity and gravity of the issues involved should not be 

underestimated, and any ambiguity confronted by a student should be taken up with their professor, advisor, 

or program director. 

 

Responsibilities  

Students are expected to adhere to the following responsibilities and requirements when incorporating AI 

tools in their coursework:  

• Fact-Checking and Accuracy: Students are responsible for ensuring the accuracy of any information 

obtained from AI tools and for appropriately citing external sources.  

 Students may use AI tools for purposes such as brainstorming, inspiration, grammar correction, or 

citation. However, they must remain aware that AI tools can provide inaccurate information, fabricate 

sources, or fail to attribute ideas to their original creators. Students are responsible for any errors 

introduced by these tools. 

 • Citation Compliance and Accuracy: When using AI to generate citations, students must verify that 

the citations comply with the required format for the course (e.g., MLA, APA).  

We repeat that students should be aware that generative AI may fabricate citations that are entirely 

fictitious. 

 • AI-Generated Images: Any AI-generated images must be cited in accordance with the course’s 

required citation format.  
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• Grammar and Composition: When using AI tools for grammar or spelling corrections, students must 

ensure that language usage and style remain consistent throughout the text and identifiable as that 

of the author. All assignments are subject to being evaluated with detection tools capable of 

identifying non-human language patterns, and MA and PhD theses will routinely be so evaluated. 

  Students should be cautious in their manner of using AI for sentence composition or the articulation of an 

argument. Conceptual articulation remains their responsibility. 

°Translation: Students may employ AI for translation, be that of their own work or for citations. However, 

the use of AI for this purpose is only safe and beneficial if the authors undertake the work of 

evaluating, validating, and rewriting, wherever necessary, the suggestions generated by AI tools. If a 

third party is consulted for this purpose, their work must be acknowledged and the student must be 

capable of justifying the translation presented.  

 • Privacy Considerations: Sensitive, copyrighted, or personal data must not be introduced into AI tools, 

as doing so could violate privacy regulations or intellectual property policies. This stipulation holds for 

both students and faculty.  

• General Accountability: Inaccuracies in citations or content resulting from the use of AI tools will not be 

excused. Students are fully accountable for the integrity of their work.  

 

Documentation of AI Usage  

Failure to cite AI-generated content risks constituting an act of plagiarism. Students should be scrupulous in 

this matter. 

In addition to the contents of a traditional bibliography, the student will indicate in each piece of work submitted 

for assessment that they are cognisant of EGS policy governing AI usage and that the work has been produced 

in conformity with this policy. When necessary, and for the sake of transparency, they should add a statement 

that explains and documents the use of AI tools (specifying which tools are used and how). The use of AI tools 

should be appropriately noted in this manner like any other external contribution or resource.  

Sample AI Use Explanation:  

• Grammar and Spelling Correction: “ChatGPT” was used to detect and suggest corrections for grammar 

and spelling errors. The author then reviewed the corrected text to ensure the language and content 

remained consistent with their intent.  

• Bibliography Generation: “zoterobib” was used to create the bibliography for the listed resources. 

The author reviewed and corrected the citations to ensure compliance with MLA format. 
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Sample bibliographical entries:  

• Atherton, David, et al. AI Code of Conduct, 2023, https://aicodeofconduct.mlml.io. Accessed 26 Nov. 2024.  

• "Initial Guidance for Use of Generative AI Tools." Information Systems & Technology, 3 Apr. 2024, 

https://ist.mit.edu/ai-guidance. Accessed 26 Nov. 2024.  

• "Course Policies on Generative AI Use." Teaching and Learning Hub, https://tlhub.stanford.edu/ docs/course-

policies-on-generative-ai-use/. Accessed 26 Nov. 2024.  

 

EGS Procedure in the Assessment of AI Usage and Possible Actions  

● The EGS will rely on the acumen of professors and appointed advisors in spotting potential problems 

with submitted work relating to AI use. It should be noted that AI use that exceeds the minimal forms 

outlined in the Code of Conduct is quite apparent to specialists in the relevant fields, and it is their 

responsibility to investigate any signs of possible abuse and discuss this matter with the student.  

● The EGS also uses the Compilatio program for the detection of AI, and may employ this for any 

submitted student work. It will be routinely used for theses presented for MA or PhD degrees. 

Compilatio gives an estimation of the percentage of the language of any piece of work analyzed that 

includes some AI assistance. A figure of less than 25% will not be considered problematic inasmuch 

as this number marks a kind of threshold for normal grammatical corrections and so forth. Above 25%, 

the responsible faculty member will assess AI use and seek clarification from the student if needed.  

If excessive or unallowable use of AI is discovered, the student may be asked to address the problem 

and resubmit the piece of work. In conformity with its standard policy governing the originality of 

submitted work, the EGS reserves the right eventually to fail a student for AI use in any given project 

that violates standards of academic integrity. Repeated offense can result in expulsion. However, the 

institution's first step will be to strive to reach understanding with the student regarding the 

responsibilities outlined in this code of conduct. 

 

 

Policy Review and Amendment 

This Policy shall be subject to periodic review to ensure its continued relevance and effectiveness. Particular 

consideration shall be given to ongoing developments in the use and application of artificial intelligence (AI) 

within academia. The Policy may be amended, as appropriate, to address emerging challenges, risks, 

opportunities, and other material developments in this area. 

 


