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The Guidelines…do not address the use of GenAI in all research or 
higher education activities.  

Similarly, the Guidelines are not a comprehensive overview of AI 
technologies. 

Accordingly, the advice should be supplemented with other 
frameworks that support research, teaching, learning, and other 
contexts within and beyond the institution.











LTU guidance also includes:
- Must be justified
- Must not be used on others
- Must be ‘proportional’
- Only humans can ‘own’ outputs



So where are we now?

•Planning vs. panicking
•Prescribing vs. proscribing
•Not really addressing the one thing graduate 

researchers ask for: specific rules



Guidance? Well, is it a discipline thing?

https://ceur-ws.org/GenAI/Policy.html



Or is it a publishing industry thing?

https://manusights.com/blog/nature-communications-ai-policy



The problem:

•Knowing what to do requires judgement
• Judgement is a product of development
•Development is a product of experience
• There is no short-cut to developing judgement



Our approach at LTU:

•Provide the broad guidelines
•Specify exclusions (including arbitrary ones)
• Targeted reflection (within discipline cohorts) on 

the tolerances for inclusion, noting that the 
expectations of graduate research are different to 
research in general because of the ‘training’ 
component



Schön’s Reflective Practitioner:

•Reflection-on-action
•Reflection-in-action
•Case examples as ‘safe’, externalised surrogates
•Cases devised to suit specific cohorts



For your consideration:

•3x cases, designed specifically for Deans/ PVCs/ 
Directors of graduate research
• Increasing complexity (3rd one is the fun one)
• 5 minutes reading/reflection on all scenarios
• Group decision about which one to discuss
• 15 minutes group discussion
• 15 minutes room discussion



Observations:
• The issues raised may be about AI, but may also 

about other things (developing judgement, 
attention to detail, legislative compliance, etc.)
•Concerns about writing may actually about 

assurance of learning. 
•Existing checks and balances for good research 

governance may already equipped to deal with the 
challenges presented by GenAI in graduate 
research.


