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ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE AND GENERATIVE ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE

FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS

What risks of learning loss can AI or Gen. AI systems create?

Using AI or Gen. AI can feel like learning. Though much of the public
conversation on AI use has focused on cheating, the bigger risk is students
using AI because they think it helps them learn when it is instead replacing
the experiences students are meant to learn from. Learning requires effort,
and not understanding something can make people feel dumb. Getting an
answer from AI quickly and easily is a shortcut that does not feel like one. It
is easy to believe that generating an answer or plausible response is the same
as creating one. 

One significant risk is automation bias, which is to say students placing
undue trust in the output of Gen. AI systems. These systems have been
trained to produce written output that sounds confident and plausible,
leading many people to believe that the output is also accurate. Interestingly,
failure rates tend to be higher for answers produced in highly structured
formats, like journal citations or legal case identifiers.

Relatedly, students should understand that Gen. AI systems are not
authoritative sources. While their output should be acknowledged, they
should never be cited as evidence. No matter what systems are used, students
are ultimately responsible for the content of any work they submit.

AI output is opaque, reducing student understanding of the process. There
is no way for a student (or anyone) to know how an answer was constructed
or how a change to a prompt will change the answer. There is also no way to
produce the same answer in the future, even with an identical prompt. This
can limit students’ comprehension of the material. See https://www.nyu.
edu/faculty/teaching-and-learning-resources/teaching-with-generative- 
tools/frequently-asked-questions.html#:~:text=are%20local%20policies.-
What-%20risks%20of%20learning%20loss%20can%20generative%20AI
%20create%3F,are%20meant%20to%20learn%20from.

Can I trust the answers generated when using a Gen. AI system?

An open Gen. AI system is publicly accessible while a closed Gen. AI system
is not. Open systems can make mistakes, and third-party content on the
internet may not always be accurate or reliable. These systems may also
misrepresent the information they find. Always check the sources of the
information. These systems do not replace human judgment. See https://
genai.ucla.edu/faq#:~:text=Copilot%20will%20sometimes%20misrepres
ent%20the,does%20not%20replace%20human%20judgment.
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What should I know about hallucinations?

Hallucinations are outputs from Gen. AI systems that look coherent but are
either simply incorrect or sometimes outright falsehoods (e.g., a case that
does not exist). In the legal research context, we see a few different types of
hallucinations: citation hallucinations, hallucinations about the facts of cases,
and hallucinations about legal doctrine. For many of the publicly available
open Gen. AI systems, hallucinations sometimes come from being trained on
"bad data," i.e. a model may be trained on internet sources like Quora posts
or Reddit, which may have inaccuracies. More often, hallucinations result
from the nature of the prompt given to the model. See https://lawlibguides.
sandiego.edu/generative-AI-faculty.

How secure is the data used and processed by a public AI system?

Data used and processed by AI on an open public system (like ChatGPT,
Gemini, or CoPilot) instead of a closed system, should not be considered
secure at all. Any prompt inputted into an open AI system trains that system
and will become part of the public version of that system.

What are the privacy concerns using Gen. AI systems?

Many open Gen. AI systems save the information used to create an account,
such as the user’s name, phone number, email, and (for accounts requiring
a fee) payment method. In addition, these systems may save your entire
conversation, including every prompt you enter, to be used in training the
system. (Some systems allow users to opt out of allowing their prompts to be
added to the tool’s dataset.) See https://genai.provost.virginia.edu/
guidance-for-faculty-students.

What does the American Bar Association say about Gen. AI?

On July 29, 2024, the American Bar Association (“ABA”) Standing
Committee on Ethics and Professional Responsibility released Formal
Opinion 512 regarding attorneys' use of Gen. AI systems. The opinion states
that to ensure clients are protected, lawyers and law firms using Gen. AI
systems must “fully consider their applicable ethical obligations,” which
includes duties to provide competent legal representation, to protect client
information, to communicate with clients and to charge reasonable fees
consistent with time spent using [Gen. AI]." As Gen. AI systems continue to
develop and become more widely available, it is conceivable that lawyers will
eventually have to use them to competently complete certain tasks for clients.
But even in the absence of an expectation for lawyers to use Gen. AI systems
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as a matter of course, lawyers should become aware of the Gen. AI systems
relevant to their work so that they can make an informed decision, as a matter
of professional judgment, whether to avail themselves of these tools or to
conduct their work by other means. See https://lawlibguides.sandiego.
edu/generative-AI-faculty.

When will the use of Gen. AI systems or AI-generated content be considered
violations of NSL’s Honor Code?

This is a complex topic. Students should always remember (1) that NSL’s
Honor Code applies to the use of AI and Gen. AI systems, (2) that NSL has a
default policy preventing the use of Gen. AI systems in the context of graded
assignments or assessments, (3) that NSL’s faculty has authority to define or
tailor specific limitations on the use of Gen. AI systems in their course(s), and
(4) that AI-generated content may never be employed for any use that would
constitute plagiarism or unauthorized assistance.

Pace University’s Elisabeth Haub School of Law has addressed this question
in a helpful way:

It is academic dishonesty to pass off writing that is not your own as if
it were your own.  You must clearly attribute whole works, paragraphs,
sentences, fragments of sentences, phrases or any other work that is
the creation of or borrowed from another.  This is true whether that
other is a real person or an artificial intelligence. This risk of passing
off another’s work as your own is one that exists whenever the
products of artificial intelligence are utilized in the process of doing
academic work. 

Applying traditional academic honesty principles to the context of
artificial intelligence, you should be guided by the following:

When preparing written work or oral presentations of any kind in
doing academic assignments or satisfying academic requirements, you
should not consult or utilize the help of artificial intelligence in any
situation or for any purpose in which it would be inappropriate to
consult or utilize the help of another person.  What is “inappropriate”
will, of course, depend upon and be subject to specific instructions and
permissions provided by the professor as part of the assignment.  How
artificial intelligence can be used is always subject to the instructions
of the professor.  In the absence of such instructions or permissions
the presumption will be, as always, that the work you turn in for credit
must be your own.
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Examples:

1. Students have been assigned to answer a question of
partnership law by researching cases and statutes and then
writing a three-page memorandum. One of the students began
by consulting an artificial intelligence platform to get an
overview of the relevant area of partnership law, similar to the
overview that one might find in a legal encyclopedia or treatise.
The student checked out the cases and statutes cited in the AI
overview and then searched for other primary and secondary
authorities using standard legal research materials and
techniques. The student did not quote or paraphrase any
portion of the AI overview (or any other outside source)
without the use of proper quotations, indications and
attribution. Based on these facts, no academic dishonesty
occurred. 

2. Students have received an assignment similar to the one in
the preceding example. One of the students began by
consulting an artificial intelligence platform to get an overview,
as in the preceding example. But then: (1) in writing the paper,
the student relied heavily on the primary sources that were
cited in the AI overview, without reading the authorities or
without doing additional research; (2) the student turned in a
paper that contained identical wording or paraphrases of some
of the sentences or lesser passages in the AI overview without
proper quotation, indications or attribution; and (3) the overall
structure of the student’s paper (or one or more substantial
portions thereof) essentially tracked the structure of the AI
overview. The use of artificial intelligence as described in (1),
(2) or (3) would constitute academic dishonesty.

 3. During an examination, a student consults an artificial
intelligence source that generates natural language responses
to questions that are posed to it. According to the examination
instructions, the exam is “open book” and “open Internet,” but
the instructions do not expressly mention restrictions on
getting help from other persons in taking the final exam. The
student’s use of this artificial intelligence source constitutes
academic dishonesty, just as it would have been academic
dishonesty for the student to get help from a real person in
taking the exam. The prohibition on getting help from other
persons is implicit in the protocols and rationales for

-4-



Ver. 02-27-2025

examinations and logically extends to getting help from digital
sources that emulate real persons. See https://www.pace.edu/
sites/default/files/2024-07/law-ai-law-ai-policy.pdf.

How broad is the application of NSL’s default policy prohibiting the use of Gen.
AI systems or AI-generated content for graded assessments and assignments?

The crux of Policy §§ 1.04(A) and (B), which apply in any context in which a
student submits work for any graded assessment or assignment, is the
application of existing academic integrity policies.

Thus, some but not all, uses of Gen. AI systems in preparing work to submit
for a course will violate this default policy. If permitted by the professor,
using a Gen. AI system to brainstorm ideas for a paper—akin to asking a
search engine (like Google), professors, or professional contacts for
suggestions—would not violate NSL’s default policy. Nor would using Gen.
AI for proofreading or spell-checking. The principle here is that if Gen. AI is
performing a task that other technologies (or people) currently perform and
if such uses are not a violation of academic integrity, then those uses of Gen.
AI do not violate NSL’s default policy.

In contrast, using a Gen. AI system to compose part or all of a paper, or
copying or paraphrasing AI-generated content and passing it off as one’s own
writing, would violate NSL’s default policy. The same principle applies here:
if a Gen. AI system is performing a task that other technologies (or people)
currently perform and if such uses are a violation of academic integrity, then
those uses of Gen. AI do violate NSL’s default policy.

NSL’s default policy sweeps more broadly than a prohibition against
academic plagiarism. Students cannot avoid limits on the use of Gen. AI that
would otherwise apply by attributing their work to Gen. AI. It is not
plagiarism to copy or paraphrase another’s work, so long as one properly cites
that source. But under the default policy, the use of Gen. AI with or without
attribution on graded assignments or assessments is compared to the use of
a human-created source without attribution. Thus, under NSL’s default
policy, using Gen. AI to compose all or part of a graded exam or paper, even
if the use of Gen. AI is fully documented in properly placed footnotes, is a
violation of NSL’s default policy. See https://www.law.uchicago.edu/
students/handbook/academicmatters/generative-ai.
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Do the default restrictions on the use of Gen. AI systems and AI-generated
content apply to other coursework?

NSL’s AI policy does not address the use of Gen. AI systems or AI-generated
content for coursework other than graded assessments or assignments. While
these systems may not be used to compose any part of the submitted
assignment, using them to brainstorm ideas of a paper – akin to asking a
search engine (like Google), professors, or professional contacts for
suggestions – would not violate NSL’s default policy. Nor would using AI for
proofreading or spell-checking. The principle here is that if a Gen. AI system
is performing a task that other technologies (or) people currently perform
and if such uses are not a violation of academic integrity, then those uses of
Gen. AI systems do not violate NSL’s default policy. See https://www.law.
uchicago.edu/students/handbook/academicmatters/ generative-ai.

May I use Gen. AI systems for my coursework other than exams and papers?

Some professors may permit or even encourage some uses of Gen. AI systems
in your coursework. When in doubt about whether a particular use of these
systems is permissible, talk with your professor. If you have used a Gen. AI
system in completing an assignment, even in ways explicitly permitted by the
professor, you should clearly indicate the Gen. AI system used, how you used
it, the prompts you used, and when appropriate, your efforts to fact-check the
results.

Gen. AI systems draw on information published on the internet without
regard to its accuracy, and their output may include misleading, biased, or
false content. They sometimes deliver inaccurate responses, attribute content
to the wrong source, and even invent “sources” that do not exist. You should
always critically assess the responses generated by the tools and check factual
claims against reliable sources.

Presenting AI-generated content as one’s own or using a Gen. AI system  for
coursework in ways not permitted by the professor may violate NSL’s Honor
Code. See https://genai.provost.virginia.edu/guidance-for-faculty-
students.
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When should I acknowledge that I have used a Gen. AI system in my
coursework?

The Modern Language Association sums this up nicely:

“You should:

• cite a generative AI tool whenever you paraphrase, quote, or
incorporate into your own work any content (whether text,
image, data, or other) that was created by it 

• acknowledge all functional uses of the tool (like editing your
prose or translating words) in a note, your text, or another
suitable location

• take care to vet the secondary source it cites...”

You should also acknowledge other functional uses of these systems,
including but not limited to generating ideas for an assignment and
identifying potential sources for research. When in doubt, acknowledge your
use of the tool.

A reminder: these tools draw on information published on the internet
without regard to its accuracy, and their output may include misleading,
biased, or false content. They sometimes deliver inaccurate responses,
attribute content to the wrong source, and even invent “sources” that don’t
exist. You should always critically assess the responses generated by the tools
and check factual claims against reliable sources.  See  https://genai.provost.
virginia.edu/guidance-for-faculty-students. 

How should I cite material produced by a Gen. AI system?

At this time, there is little consensus on whether AI should be cited as a
source of information or treated as a co-author. While the current Bluebook
does not provide clear rules on how to cite AI, the upcoming 22nd edition (to
be published in 2025) will likely provide helpful guidance. Many journals
require some acknowledgment or disclosure regarding the author's use of AI.
Carefully review the submission guidelines for each journal or reach out to
their editorial staff for clarification.

Drexel University’s Thomas R. Kline School of Law has created a
recommended citation format based on Bluebook Rule 18.2. You can use the
title ChatGPT gives to the chat or write your own descriptive title:
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Author, Descriptive Title, Main Page Title (full date), URL.

Author, Chat Title, Main Page Title (full date), URL (explanatory
parenthetical).

Elements:
• Author: Provide the institutional author (e.g., OpenAI) (Rule

18.2.2(a)).
• Title (choose one)

N Chat title: Use the title ChatGPT gives to the chat,
capitalizing in accordance with Rule 8.  Title should be
italicized (Rule 18.2.2(b)(ii)).

N Descriptive title: Write a descriptive title, capitalizing
in accordance with Rule 8.  Do not italicize (Rule
18.2.2(b)(iv)).

• Main page title: Homepage/domain name (e.g., ChatGPT). 
Capitalize as it is shown on the website and use small caps
(Rule 18.2.2(b)(i)).

• Date: Include the date the text was generated (Rule 18.2.2(c)).
• URL: Ideally, the URL should point directly to the cited source.

We recommend using a tool like ShareGPT to create a direct
URL. If this is not available, use the root URL of the site (Rule
18.2.2(d)).

• Explanatory parenthetical (optional): If you do not include the
full prompt in the title or in the main text of your paper,
consider including it in an explanatory parenthetical (Rule
1.5(a)). See https://klinelaw.libguides.com/aiclasspolicy

Can Gen. AI systems be helpful in studying?

Yes. Gen. AI systems can be used in ways that contribute to learning without
providing direct assistance on assignments. For example, these systems can
explain concepts at different levels of complexity (“explain the Rule Against
Perpetuities to a student  who is first encountering the concept”, “… to a law
student who wants to deepen their understanding of the concept”, etc). You
can use a prompt like “quiz me on the Rule Against Perpetuities”, and the
system will deliver a series of questions; you can then answer those questions,
and the system tool will give you feedback on your responses. You can
provide your own explanation of the Rule Against Perpetuities and submit it
to the system for critique. You can also use Gen. AI systems to create virtual
flash cards and other study aids. Remember that these systems can deliver
inaccurate responses. You should always check their responses against
reliable sources such as the course textbook or legal treatises. 
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Where should I go if I have questions about the use of Gen. AI systems or AI-
generated content in my courses?

Make sure you have a clear understanding about the permissible use of Gen.
AI systems or AI-generated content before you use them. Consult the course
syllabus. You may also talk with your professor about what uses, if any, are
permitted in his or her class. If you have used this technology on your own or
in other classes, your professor may want to hear about your experience with
it. Your professor may also have tips for – or cautions about – using this
technology as a study aid. Remember that you may be required to disclose
your use of Gen. AI systems or AI-generated content. See https://genai.
provost.virginia.edu/guidance-for-faculty-students

May professors use AI systems to grade students’ work?

No. AI systems are not effective for grading most kinds of assignments,
including writing assignments. Students’ original work is, in most cases, their
intellectual property, and thus professors may not enter a student’s original
work into any Gen. AI system that will add that work to the system’s data set.
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