This policy applies to all department milestones immediately after the vote to adop on 05/11/2026.

Department AI Policy for Milestones
This policy relates specifically to graduate students’ use of Artificial Intelligence (AI) on departmental milestones (thesis, comprehensive examination, and dissertation). Faculty might have different policies for graduate students’ use of AI in their labs and classes. Students should assume that this policy applies to their lab and classes unless the faculty member specifies their own policy. Students are responsible for knowing individual faculty members’ polices when they work with said faculty.

Automated and generative Artificial Intelligence tools are rapidly evolving tools, and thus this policy will likely need to be revised as they advance and knowledge about how to use them effectively becomes more widespread. This policy seeks to provide useful guidance to graduate students at the current moment, acknowledging that some uses of AI cannot be legitimately restricted and are arguably useful. Nonetheless, we also recognize that there are many potential hazards that can come from the careless use of AI.

Emerging Utility of AI: Currently, AI tools are increasingly embedded directly in many common software tools – such as Microsoft Word (e.g., text prediction and clarity suggestions from Editor), Adobe Acrobat (e.g., automated AI summaries), reference management software systems such as EndNote (e.g., finding articles, providing summaries of articles, generating formatted references of articles), and many software systems used for accessibility and accommodation purposes (e.g., text-to-speech software systems such as Google Assistant). Thus, the use of AI in some fashion is perhaps difficult to avoid and even beneficial. Beyond this, a legitimate case could be made that the careful use of other AI tools in circumscribed fashions is not meaningfully different (e.g., Grammarly to edit documents).

Potential Hazards of AI Use: Nonetheless, significant hazards can sometimes be encountered if AI is not used carefully. Many AI tools will sometimes generate inaccurate or fraudulent information (e.g., studies that were never conducted; AI summaries that include inaccurate information; false claims about studies that were conducted) and fraudulent sources (e.g., to studies that were never conducted). Including fraudulent sources and fraudulent information in any form of scientific writing (including proposal/defense documents for any milestone, papers for classes, or drafts of manuscripts being prepared for publication consideration) represents a form of Academic Fraud that can be grounds for dismissal from the graduate program. Beyond this, excessive reliance on AI (e.g., only reading AI-generated summaries without reading full articles; using AI to generate writing without fully understanding it) can lead a student to develop an insufficient understanding of the relevant scientific literature. This can lead a student to fail an oral defense for milestones (for example), even if they submit an acceptable written document. 

Artificial Intelligence Disclosure Policy: Consistent with an emerging practice of many journals in the field, all students will be required to disclose how they used Artificial Intelligence on all written milestone documents (including proposals and defenses). If a student did not use AI in any fashion, they can include one sentence briefly stating that. If a student used AI for any of the Acceptable uses listed below (or any other use for which they gained special permission, as described further below), they should disclose this in this statement. Beyond this, students should be prepared to answer questions about how they ensured they understood the AI’s suggestions and how they checked them for accuracy and appropriateness. Students remain responsible for any AI-generated ideas or verbiage they include in their writing. 

Acceptable Uses: Given the above considerations, the following uses of AI by students are considered acceptable, under the condition listed there. Broadly, students should always first ensure they understand AI-generated output, check it for fraud or inaccuracy, disclose how they used AI, and be prepared to answer questions about how they checked it and their understanding of it. 
-Accessibility and Accommodation: AI software systems (e.g., text-to-speech for visually impaired students) are increasingly used for accessibility and accommodation purposes. Thus, use of these tools is permitted, especially when students have approved accommodations through Disability Support Services.
-Editing: Similar to traditional spell-check features, many AI tools can be used to improve spelling, grammar, clarity, conciseness, and proper formatting (e.g., APA style). Nonetheless, students must check all edits suggested by any AI tool. If an AI tool distorts the student’s original writing in a way that renders it a fraudulent or inaccurate claim, the student will be held accountable for including such claims in their writing.
-Reference Management: Many AI tools can be helpful for purposes such as checking that a reference has been provided for all in-text citations, organizing in-text citations and references, and properly formatting them. However, students using them for this purpose should check all AI-generated citations and references carefully, verify the existence of the source and the accuracy of the citations/references. Including fraudulent sources in any form of scientific writing is a form of Academic Fraud and can be grounds for dismissal from the program. If an AI-generated reference is inaccurate enough so as to no longer directly refer to an existing source, it is a fraudulent reference.
-Literature Searching: Similar to standard scientific search engines (e.g., PsycInfo, Google Scholar), some AI tools can also be useful for locating sources within the scientific literature. AI tools also have novel features (e.g., suggesting keywords or directly suggesting sources) that may have added utility above standard search engines. Thus, this use is permitted. However, students who used AI for this purpose should be aware that the relative efficacy of standard scientific search engines vs. AI-driven searches is not yet known. If a student omits obviously relevant sources (e.g., from their comprehensive exam written defense documents), this will be considered a sign of insufficient engagement with the literature and inadequate knowledge of it, and this could result in failure (e.g., of a milestone event). Thus, the current recommendation is that if AI tools are used for literature searching, they should be used in conjunction with more standard scientific search engines.
-Reading AI-Generated Summaries: The general expectation is that you will directly and fully read sources that are relevant and you expect to use. However, similar to reading an abstract, reading an AI-generated summaries can sometimes be beneficial (e.g., for quickly extracting very general information from an article, determining whether a full read of the article would be useful). Thus, this use is permitted. However, excessive reliance on AI-generated summaries can lead to a shallow and insufficient understanding of the literature. Students who rely on AI-generated summaries risk developing a poor or inaccurate understanding of the literature. Further, it is important to remember that these summaries are not written by the author. Therefore, these summaries can also be incomplete or misleading and reliance on them, as with other AI, is at your own risk. This can lead a student to fail the oral examination of a milestone event, even if the written defense document is fully adequate. That is, to develop true expertise in their research area, students are expected to directly and fully read sources that are relevant before citing or relying on the articles in their papers.
-Assistance Writing Statistical Code or Visualizing Data: In the same way that consulting a textbook, software manual, or blog post may sometimes be helpful in writing code to analyze or visualize your data (e.g., for R or other software packages), AI tools can be useful for this purpose as well. Thus, this use is permitted with acknowledgment. However, any student who does so should be aware that AI tools can sometimes generate code that will lead to incorrect output (e.g., if it implements a different statistical analysis than intended, or if it does not select the appropriate options for that analysis). Thus, students must always check the suggestions and code that AI tools generate for accuracy before using them. More broadly, students should use AI tools to help them develop a greater understanding of the statistical analysis and the visualization options they are utilizing and not as a substitute for understanding the analysis or visualization options.
-Assistance Formatting Documents, Tables, or Visualizing Concepts: AI also has some uses in formatting and creating visualizations for scientific communication. Students should be aware that AI may not have mastery of the nuances and could generate false information in formatting or visualization. However, when used responsibly, AI can save time these areas. Thus, this use is permitted with acknowledgement. Students should always check the AI product for accuracy and are ultimately responsible for ensuring that all formatting and content are correct.
-Stimulus Generation: Many AI tools can be used to generate various types of stimuli (e.g., long text passages) more efficiently than humans could. Thus, this use of AI is permitted with acknowledgment. However, students using it for this purpose should carefully craft the prompts they provide any AI tool with to carefully generate stimuli which conform to the intended parameters, and they should take steps to validate that they truly conform to those parameters (e.g., by conducting pretests). Students using AI for this purpose should be ready to defend the validity of the AI-generated stimuli for the intended purpose.

Prohibited Uses: A broad, general recommendation is that students should avoid using AI to replace higher-level thinking. In graduate education, the primary goal is to develop independent skills in critical thinking, synthesis, theoretical reasoning, research design, analysis, and scholarly writing. Therefore, any use of AI that substitutes, rather than supports, this learning is inappropriate. Additionally, students should not present AI-generated content, ideas, or interpretations as their own work. All work should reflect the student’s own understanding and abilities, and students are expected to be able to explain and defend their work during oral examinations.

Thus, the following uses of AI are currently prohibited broadly. Using AI for these purposes would directly contribute to a shallow and insufficient understanding of the scientific literature and/or the inclusion of inaccurate and even fraudulent information in writing:
-Developing an outline or organizational structure. An outline is a critical part of scholarly writing. Outlining requires a person to determine how ideas relate to each other and how to structure an argument logically. One purpose of graduate school is to develop the ability to organize complex information into a coherent and persuasive framework. Therefore, students should create their own outlines rather than relying on AI-generated organizational structures. Additionally, students should not present AI-generated organizational structure as their own work. Students are expected to understand not only the content of their writing, but also why ideas are organized in a particular way. Relying on AI-generated outlines may weaken students’ ability to develop independent arguments and may leave them unable to justify the structure and logic of their work.
-Synthesizing and summarizing articles in your own writing. Given that one purpose of graduate school is to learn how to synthesize and summarize literature, students should read, summarize, and synthesize all articles that they cite themselves. This means that students should not include AI-generated summaries or syntheses in their writing. Students are expected to understand the articles that they cite deeply enough that they can discuss them in an oral defense. Relying on AI summaries and syntheses reduces student understanding and places a student in danger of failing an oral defense.
-Generating a theoretical framework. Developing a theoretical framework requires students to integrate existing theories, identify relations among constructs, and justify the conceptual foundation of their work. Because a core goal of graduate school is to learn how to think theoretically and situate research within broader scholarly conversations, students should generate their own frameworks. This means students should not rely on AI to construct or substantially shape their theoretical arguments. Additionally, students should not present AI-generated conceptualizations as their own ideas. Students are expected to understand and defend the logic of their theoretical framework in detail, including why specific theories were selected and how constructs are related. Reliance on AI for this task undermines theoretical development and may leave students unable to justify their framework in written or oral defense contexts.
-Designing research methods in full (aside from stimulus generation, as noted above). One goal of graduate school is to develop the ability to design rigorous, appropriate, and ethical studies. Therefore, students are expected to independently design their research methods rather than relying on AI-generated designs. Students should not submit methods that they do not fully understand or could not reproduce or adapt themselves. Additionally, students must be able to justify each methodological choice and anticipate limitations. Heavy reliance on AI for study design reduces methodological competence and may result in designs that students cannot adequately defend, implement, or reproduce.
-Generating literature review prose. Writing a literature review requires students to synthesize prior research, identify patterns and gaps, and construct a coherent narrative that motivates their study. Because this skill is central to scholarly writing, students should generate their own literature review prose. This means students should not use AI to draft, paraphrase, or substantially rewrite literature reviews. Additionally, students should not present AI-generated summaries or interpretations as their own. Students are expected to demonstrate a clear and accurate understanding of the literature and to articulate that understanding in their own voice. Reliance on AI-generated prose diminishes writing development and may result in superficial or inaccurate representations of the literature.
-Written analysis or data interpretation. Analyzing and interpreting data requires students to apply statistical knowledge, evaluate patterns in results, and draw appropriate conclusions. A key goal of graduate training is to develop independent analytical reasoning. Therefore, students should conduct their own analyses and generate their own interpretations rather than relying on AI to produce them. Students must understand how results were derived, what they mean, and their limitations. Additionally, students should not present AI-generated interpretations as their own. Reliance on AI for analysis or interpretation weakens critical thinking skills and may leave students unable to explain or defend their findings.
-Writing discussion sections with AI-generated conclusions. The discussion section requires students to integrate their findings with existing literature, consider theoretical and practical implications, and acknowledge limitations and future directions. Because this section reflects a student’s ability to think critically and contribute to scholarly discourse, students should write their own discussions. This means students should not use AI to generate conclusions, implications, or interpretations of their findings. Additionally, students should not present AI-generated insights as their own. Students are expected to demonstrate ownership of their conclusions and to defend them clearly. Heavy reliance on AI in this section undermines intellectual contribution and may result in arguments the student cannot support.
-Generating Reference Lists or Sources without Checking AI-Suggested Sources Thoroughly. Accurate citation and representation of sources are fundamental to academic integrity. Students are expected to include only sources that they have personally located, read, and verified. This means students should not rely on AI to generate citations or references without independently confirming their existence and accuracy. AI tools are known to fabricate or misrepresent sources, and including such sources constitutes academic misconduct. Additionally, students must be able to discuss and defend all cited works. Using fabricated or unverified sources undermines the credibility of the work and may result in serious academic consequences. Thus, if you choose to use AI for reference management, literature searching, or reference formatting, you are responsible for ensuring that the references generated are real (by locating, reading, and verifying) and correctly formatted according to APA style.

Other Possible Uses: If a student feels that another possible use of AI not listed above is appropriate, they should discuss it first with relevant faculty members before using it—such as their committee members for a milestone event, the faculty co-authors for a research manuscript, or their course instructors.

Consequences for Improper Use of AI: Improper use of AI under this policy can result in disciplinary action which can include negative evaluation; loss of funding, training, and research opportunities; probation in the program; or dismissal from the program. Further details on the nature of the Student Evaluation, Probation, and Dismissal process can be found in the Graduate Student Handbook.
