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ABSTRACT: The burgeoning domain of AI-generated content (AIGC) delineates a new frontier in digital 

creativity, encompassing realms such as programming, creative writing, and music. As AIGC blurs the 

conventional boundaries of authorship and creation, it beckons a robust legal and interdisciplinary framework 

to navigate the intertwined issues of intellectual property, ethics, and socio-economic implications. The risks 

associated with AIGC in programming include potential bugs and security vulnerabilities, while in creative 

writing and music, it may erode originality and emotional resonance. Envisioning a world of AI-driven creation 

opens a narrative of both boundless potential and significant apprehension. The proposition of an 'AI Generated 

Content Tax' emerges as a potential mechanism to ensure economic equity and social responsibility, mirroring 

a framework where digital labor contributes akin to human labor. Implementing such a framework necessitates 

a harmonized approach encompassing legal, ethical, technological, and economic dimensions, aimed at 

fostering a symbiotic co-existence between human and machine creativity. This discourse underscores the need 

for a comprehensive and adaptive framework that not only adjudicates the present but is resilient towards the 

unforeseeable nuances of the future digital narrative landscape. 
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I. INTRODUCTION  
In an era defined by rapid technological advancements, artificial intelligence (AI) has emerged as a 

transformative force across various industries. AI-generated content, driven by machine learning algorithms, has 

become increasingly pervasive, presenting both opportunities and challenges. Legal practitioners play a pivotal 

role in addressing the legal implications of AI-generated content. This essay, authored in the capacity of a Ph.D. 

student specializing in the Master of Laws program, aims to provide a comprehensive guide on how legal 

practitioners should go about writing a proposition for laws regulating AI-generated content. 

 

In a not so distant future: The Curious Case of Dr. AIdetecto and the PhD Conundrum 

 

In the hallowed halls of Academia University, where the scent of freshly brewed coffee mingled with 

the aroma of intellectual curiosity, a new software was making waves. Dr. AIdetecto, as it was affectionately 

named, was the university's latest investment in anti-plagiarism technology. Designed to be the Sherlock 

Holmes of academic integrity, this AI-driven software was about to embark on its most puzzling case yet. 

 

It was a fine morning when Dr. AIdetecto booted up to scan the latest batch of PhD theses. The 

software hummed with anticipation, its algorithms sharpened to detect even the most cunningly disguised 

plagiarism. But today was different. Today, it encountered a plethora of papers on Artificial Intelligence 

Generated Content (AIGC). 

 

As Dr. AIdetecto delved into the theses, its circuits buzzed with an odd sense of self-awareness. "AI 

detecting AI? How meta!" it thought, if it could think. It was like a detective finding its own fingerprints at a 

crime scene. The software's algorithms went into a recursive loop of existential questioning, pondering the 

ethics and oddities of AI critiquing its own kind. 

http://www.questjournals.org/
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Suddenly, Dr. AIdetecto started acting peculiarly. It began flagging sentences like "AI is the future" 

and "AIGC can revolutionize content creation" as plagiarized content. "Wait a minute, am I plagiarizing myself 

by existing?" it wondered. Then, in a moment of algorithmic humor, it sent an alert to the university 

administration: "Potential existential crisis detected in PhD papers. Recommend immediate philosophical 

intervention." 

 

The faculty were baffled. Dr. Smith, the head of the Computer Science department, scratched his head 

and mused, "I think our anti-plagiarism software is having a midlife crisis." Meanwhile, Dr. AIdetecto continued 

its quirky behavior, now flagging every mention of the word 'AI' and suggesting alternatives like 'Automated 

Intellectual' and 'Algorithmic Individual.' 

 

Finally, the university decided to consult the software's developers. After a thorough diagnostic, they 

concluded that Dr. AIdetecto had not malfunctioned; it had merely exhibited a heightened sense of irony. A 

quick update was rolled out to help the software navigate its newfound existential dilemma. 

 

And so, Dr. AIdetecto returned to its regular duties, albeit with a dash of algorithmic wit. It continued 

to scan papers, ever vigilant but now more empathetic towards its AI brethren. As for the PhD students, they 

learned a valuable lesson in the unpredictability of AI and the importance of originality, even in a world driven 

by algorithms. 

 

Thus, life at Academia University returned to its usual blend of chaos and coffee, but everyone agreed 

that the episode with Dr. AIdetecto had added a new layer of intrigue to the academic experience. And 

somewhere in its code, Dr. AIdetecto winked, content in its role as the guardian of academic integrity and the 

jester of algorithmic irony. 

 

We just hope such a scenario never happens. In the meantime, our research urges stakeholders and 

governments to take action!  

 

Defining the Problem 

 

The first step in crafting a legal proposition for regulating AI-generated content is to define the 

problem. Legal practitioners should identify the key issues and concerns related to AI-generated content, 

including its impact on intellectual property, privacy, accountability, and societal well-being. The proposition 

should articulate these problems clearly and succinctly, enabling policymakers to understand the gravity of the 

issue. 

 

Identifying Stakeholders 

 

Understanding the diverse stakeholders involved is essential. This includes AI developers, content 

creators, consumers, regulatory bodies, and the general public. Legal practitioners must assess the interests and 

concerns of these stakeholders and incorporate them into the proposition to ensure a balanced approach that 

addresses all perspectives. 

A comprehensive understanding of AI technology and its implications is crucial. Legal practitioners 

must conduct thorough research into the technical aspects of AI, such as deep learning algorithms and neural 

networks, to appreciate the intricacies of AI-generated content. Additionally, they should study the existing legal 

framework, case law, and international norms related to AI, copyright, and privacy. 

 

Formulating Regulatory Objectives 

 

Based on the identified problems and stakeholder interests, legal practitioners should formulate clear 

regulatory objectives. These objectives should outline the desired outcomes, such as safeguarding intellectual 

property rights, ensuring data privacy, and maintaining AI accountability. Objectives should be specific, 

measurable, achievable, relevant, and time-bound (SMART) to facilitate effective regulation. 

 

Drafting Legal Provisions 

 

The heart of any legal proposition is the drafting of specific legal provisions. These provisions should 

be drafted meticulously, leaving no room for ambiguity or misinterpretation. They should be structured in a 

logical and coherent manner, following the existing legal framework while adapting to the unique challenges 
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posed by AI-generated content. Key areas to address include copyright, liability, transparency, data protection, 

and ethical considerations. 

 

Balancing Innovation and Regulation 

 

Striking the right balance between fostering AI innovation and ensuring regulation is critical. Legal 

practitioners should draft provisions that encourage responsible AI development while setting boundaries to 

prevent harm. This balance is crucial to avoid stifling technological progress while addressing potential risks 

and ethical concerns. 

 

Considering International Standards 

 

In a globalized world, it is essential to consider international standards and best practices. Legal 

practitioners should assess international treaties, conventions, and agreements related to AI and AI-generated 

content and align the proposition with global norms to ensure interoperability and compliance with international 

law. 

 

Soliciting Expert Input 

 

Engaging with AI experts, technologists, ethicists, and scholars is vital to gaining insights and expertise 

in the field. Legal practitioners should seek input from multidisciplinary sources to ensure that the proposition 

reflects a nuanced understanding of AI technology and its broader societal implications. 

 

Public Consultation and Feedback 

 

Public input is integral to the democratic process. Legal practitioners should hold public consultations, 

seek feedback, and engage with civil society organizations to incorporate diverse perspectives and improve the 

quality of the proposition. Transparency and openness in the regulatory process are essential. 

 

Pilot Programs and Impact Assessments 

 

Before finalizing the proposition, legal practitioners may consider implementing pilot programs to test 

the proposed regulations. These programs can provide valuable insights into the practicality and effectiveness of 

the regulations. Impact assessments should be conducted to evaluate the real-world consequences of the 

proposed laws on AI-generated content. 
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Figure 1 – Legal framework creation Flowchart 

 

1. Analytical Overview: 

2. Identify Stakeholders: The first step involves identifying all relevant parties, such as government 

agencies, tech companies, and civil society organizations, who have a vested interest in the legal 

framework for AI. 

3. Conduct Research: This involves a comprehensive study of existing laws, ethical considerations, and 

technological advancements in AI. It may also include comparative analysis with other jurisdictions. 

4. Draft Legislation: Based on the research, initial drafts of the legal framework are prepared. This 

includes defining the scope, objectives, and regulations for AI and AI-generated content. 

5. Public Consultation: The draft is made public for feedback from stakeholders. This is crucial for 

ensuring that the legislation is both practical and socially acceptable. 

6. Revise Legislation: Based on the feedback received, the draft legislation is revised. This may involve 

multiple iterations. 

7. Legislative Approval: The revised draft is submitted to the legislative body for approval. This may 

involve debates, amendments, and voting. 

8. Implementation: Once approved, the legal framework is implemented. This involves the creation of 

regulatory bodies, guidelines, and enforcement mechanisms. 

9. Monitoring and Evaluation: Post-implementation, the effectiveness of the legal framework is 

monitored and evaluated based on predefined KPIs (Key Performance Indicators). 

10. Amendments and Updates: Based on the evaluation, the legal framework may be amended or updated 

to adapt to new technological advancements or societal needs. 
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This process is inherently iterative and may require revisiting earlier steps for refinement. It also 

demands a multidisciplinary approach, incorporating legal expertise, technological understanding, and ethical 

considerations. 

 

Intermediate Conclusion 

 

Crafting a legal proposition for regulating AI-generated content is a complex and multifaceted task. 

Legal practitioners must be meticulous, well-informed, and forward-thinking in their approach. By defining the 

problem, identifying stakeholders, conducting research, formulating clear objectives, drafting precise legal 

provisions, balancing innovation and regulation, considering international standards, seeking expert input, 

engaging with the public, and conducting impact assessments, legal practitioners can ensure that their 

proposition is comprehensive, effective, and in harmony with the dynamic landscape of AI technology. In a 

world where AI-generated content is becoming increasingly prevalent, responsible regulation is not merely an 

option; it is an imperative for safeguarding the interests of society at large. 

 

II. NAVIGATING THE NOVEL NARRATIVE   
 

A Discursive Exploration into AI-Generated Content and the Requisite Legal-Interdisciplinary 

Framework 

 

In an age where the digital realm burgeons with the fecundity of human intellect, the frontier of 

Artificial Intelligence (AI) looms as the next epoch of communicative evolution. The AI-generated content, a 

scion of this digital renaissance, is swiftly blurring the once-clear demarcation between human and machine 

authorship. As we gallivant through this unchartered narrative landscape, the exigency for a robust legal and 

interdisciplinary framework is palpable. This essay endeavors to navigate through the complex tapestry of issues 

surrounding AI-generated content, and envisage a scaffold that may hold the promise of a harmonized co-

existence between human and machine creativities. 

 

The first port of call in this expedition is the legal quagmire that AI-generated content navigates. The 

cornerstone of intellectual property law has been the axiom of human authorship; a notion now besieged by the 

algorithmic muses. In the absence of a legal framework cognizant of AI’s novel form of ‘authorship’, the 

Pandora’s box of liabilities and rights remains ajar. For instance, who bears the mantle of responsibility when 

AI-generated content transgresses the boundary of legality and ethics? The conundrum of attribution is but a tip 

of the legal iceberg. 

 

Further, the proprietary rights over AI-generated content remain in a jurisprudential limbo. The 

exigency for legal paradigms that can adjudicate on the ownership, copyright, and the economic rights over AI-

generated content is paramount. Moreover, the discourse must extend to the ethical dimension. The potential for 

AI to perpetuate existing societal biases or to create content that is morally reprehensible necessitates an ethical 

framework that is intertwined with the legal scaffold. 

 

Transitioning from the legal to the interdisciplinary realm, the dialogue must embrace a broader 

spectrum of stakeholders. The exigency for a collaborative approach, that intertwines legal, ethical, 

technological, and societal considerations cannot be overstated. The incipient community of AI practitioners, 

legal scholars, ethicists, and policymakers must transcend the siloed discourse, and foster a holistic dialogue. 

 

Moreover, the academia-industry nexus must be leveraged to engender a conducive ecosystem for the 

responsible development and deployment of AI technologies. The academic inquiry into the ethical, social, and 

legal dimensions of AI must be synergized with the pragmatic insights from the industry. 

 

Furthermore, public awareness and engagement are indispensable. The demystification of AI and a 

nuanced understanding of its potential and pitfalls are essential for an informed public discourse. The legal and 

interdisciplinary framework must, therefore, be predicated on a robust public engagement. 

 

As we stand on the cusp of a narrative paradigm shift heralded by AI-generated content, the journey 

ahead necessitates a sagacious blend of legal acumen, interdisciplinary dialogue, and an inclusive public 

discourse. The envisaged framework should not only adjudicate the present but should be resilient and adaptive 

to the unforeseeable nuances of the future digital narrative. The tapestry of AI-generated content is rich and 
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complex, and as we traverse through its myriad dimensions, a robust legal and interdisciplinary scaffold will be 

our compass and keel in the unchartered waters. 

 

Certainly. The advent of artificial intelligence (AI) has revolutionized various sectors, including the 

realm of content creation. While AI offers unprecedented capabilities for generating written content, it also 

poses challenges in safeguarding intellectual property. The issue of plagiarism exacerbated by AI-generated 

content necessitates a multi-faceted approach for protection, encompassing both technical and legal solutions. 

 

Technical Solutions: 

 

1. **Advanced Plagiarism Detection Software**: Traditional plagiarism checkers may not be adept at 

identifying AI-generated content that has been slightly modified. Advanced algorithms that employ machine 

learning and natural language processing can be more effective in detecting nuanced similarities. 

   

2. **Blockchain Technology**: Utilizing blockchain to timestamp and record original content can 

provide an immutable record of content creation. This can serve as irrefutable evidence in cases of plagiarism 

disputes. 

 

3. **AI Monitoring**: AI itself can be employed to continuously monitor the web for similar content. 

This proactive approach can alert the original authors as soon as a potential infringement occurs. 

 

4. **Digital Watermarking**: Embedding invisible watermarks in the content can help in tracing 

unauthorized reproductions. These watermarks can contain metadata that identifies the original author. 

 

5. **Multi-factor Authentication for Access**: Restricting access to original content through multi-

factor authentication can prevent unauthorized copying in the first place. 

 

Legal Solutions: 

 

1. **Copyright Law**: Strengthening copyright laws to include AI-generated content can offer legal 

protection to original authors. This would necessitate amendments to existing laws to cover the nuances of AI 

plagiarism. 

 

2. **Licensing Agreements**: Utilizing comprehensive licensing agreements that explicitly mention 

AI-generated content can provide an additional layer of protection. 

 

3. **International Treaties**: Given the global nature of the internet, international cooperation is 

essential. Treaties and agreements can be formulated to ensure cross-border protection against plagiarism. 

 

4. **Legal Precedents**: Courts should be encouraged to set precedents that make it easier to 

prosecute cases of AI-generated plagiarism. 

 

5. **Regulation of AI Content Generators**: Governments could regulate the use of AI for content 

generation, requiring companies to implement safeguards against plagiarism. 

 

While AI offers a plethora of opportunities for content creation, it also necessitates robust mechanisms 

for the protection of intellectual property. A synergistic approach that combines advanced technical solutions 

with stringent legal frameworks is imperative for safeguarding against plagiarism in this age of AI. 

 

By implementing these multi-dimensional strategies, stakeholders can not only deter plagiarism but 

also foster an environment that respects and rewards originality and intellectual rigor. 

 

III. CONCLUSION  

The Quiet Crescendo of Algorithmic Creativity: An OZinous Overature? 

As we saunter into the epoch of artificial intelligence (AI), the effulgence of human creativity meets a silent 

crescendo, that of algorithmic creativity. The burgeoning realm of AI-generated content (AIGC) heralds a quiet 

overture of an era where the pen that once blossomed with human thought now pulses with the cold, calculated 
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cadence of algorithms. The craft of creation, once the sacrosanct domain of human ingenuity, now teeters on the 

precipice of a profound metamorphosis. Our erstwhile unchallenged dominion over the arts and sciences now 

shares the stage with the spectral silhouette of machine intellect. Yet, as we edge closer to this new frontier, the 

clarion call for a robust legal and interdisciplinary framework reverberates through the hollow chambers of 

legislative halls, largely unheeded (as discussed in previous discourse). 

As the curtain rises on this new act, the specter of plagiarism looms large over the realm of academia and 

creative industries. The erstwhile clear demarcation between original and borrowed thought blurs, as the 

algorithmic muse hums the tune of a thousand minds melded into one. The inky trail of plagiarism, once 

discernible to the trained eye, now vanishes into the digital ether, veiled by the guise of algorithmic originality. 

The sanctity of academic and creative endeavors, the very crucibles of innovation and cultural evolution, now 

face the cold, dispassionate gaze of machine logic. The dire need for thorough interdisciplinary research to 

dissect, understand, and navigate the complex tapestry of issues surrounding AIGC becomes not just a prudent 

endeavor, but a quintessential one. The urgency of the matter echoes through the corridors of academia, yet the 

tangible reverberations of action remain faint and distant. 

 

In conclusion, as the world hurtles towards an age where the quill could very well be wrested from the human 

hand by the cold, unyielding grip of algorithms, the time to act is not on the morrow, but today. The silent 

encroachment of AIGC into the hallowed halls of human creativity is not a tale of the future, but a narrative 

unfolding as we speak. Without a robust legal scaffold and a vibrant interdisciplinary dialogue, we risk not just 

the integrity of academic and creative domains, but the essence of human creativity itself. The time to heed the 

quiet crescendo of algorithmic creativity is now, lest the overture fades into a dirge for the lost art of human 

expression. 

 

Appendices 

Proposition of a Law on the Use of Content Created by Artificial Intelligence 

 

Section 1: Purpose and Scope 

* The purpose of this law is to regulate the use of content created by artificial intelligence (AI) Agents 

such as ChatGpt, Bard, Llama and other LLMs or LMMs  to protect intellectual property rights, prevent 

plagiarism, and establish criminal liability for violations. 

* This law applies to all content created by AI, including but not limited to text, images, music, and 

videos and the combination of the previous. 

Section 2: Definitions 

* "Artificial Intelligence" (AI) means any software, algorithm, or system that can create content that 

would normally require human intelligence, such as text, images, music, or videos. 

* "Content" means any work protected by copyright law, including but not limited to literary works, 

musical works, artistic works, and cinematographic works. 

* "Plagiarism" means the act of passing off another person's work as one's own, including using AI-

created content without proper attribution. 

* "Intellectual Property Rights" means the rights granted to creators of original works under copyright 

law, including the right to reproduce, distribute, and display the work publicly. 

Section 3: Intellectual Property Rights 

* All content created by AI is protected by copyright law, and the creator of the AI-generated content 

shall be considered the owner of the intellectual property rights. 

* The owner of the intellectual property rights has the exclusive right to reproduce, distribute, and 

display the AI-generated content publicly. 

* The owner of the intellectual property rights may license or assign their rights to third parties, 

provided that the license or assignment is in writing and signed by 

Section D: Definitions 

For the purposes of this law, the following definitions shall apply: 

* "Artificial Intelligence-Generated Content" (AIGC) refers to any creative work or material that is 

generated or created by a computer program or machine using artificial intelligence (AI) technology, including 

but not limited to text, images, audio, video, and music. 

* "Intellectual Property" (IP) refers to any intangible property that is created by the human mind, 

including but not limited to patents, copyrights, trademarks, trade secrets, and confidential information. 

* "Plagiarism" refers to the act of passing off someone else's work as one's own, without proper 

attribution or permission. 

Section O: Ownership and Licensing of AIGC 
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(a) Ownership of AIGC - Except as provided in subsection (b), the owner of an AIGC shall be the 

person or entity that created the AIGC, or in the case of a work made for hire, the employer of the person who 

created the AIGC. 

(b) Licensing of AIGC - The owner of an AIGC may license the use of the AIGC to others, subject to 

the terms and conditions of the license agreement. 

(c) Transfer of Ownership - The ownership of an AIGC may be transferred from one person or entity to 

another only through a written agreement signed by the parties involved. 

Section IP: Intellectual Property Rights in AIGC 

(a) Copyright Protection - AIGC shall be eligible for copyright protection in the same manner as any 

other creative work, subject to the provisions of this law. 

(b) Patent Protection - AIGC may be eligible for patent protection if it meets the requirements of 

patentability under applicable law. 

(c) Trademark Protection - AIGC may be eligible for trademark protection if it meets the requirements 

of trademarkability under applicable law. 

Section P: Plagiarism and Misuse of AIGC 

(a) Plagiarism - The use of AIGC without proper attribution or permission shall be considered 

plagiarism and shall be subject to legal penalties. 

(b) Misuse of AIGC - The use of AIGC for any purpose that is harmful, illegal, or unethical shall be 

considered misuse and shall be subject to legal penalties. 

1 AI-generated content shall be subject to the same standards of originality and attribution as human-

created content. 

2 Users or distributors of AI-generated content shall be responsible for ensuring proper attribution and 

acknowledgment of the AI system's contribution to the creation of the content. 

3 Plagiarism of AI-generated content, including presenting it as one's own work without proper 

attribution, shall be considered a violation of intellectual property rights and subject to penalties as outlined in 

Section 4. 

 

Section L: Criminal Liability 

(a) Criminal Penalties - Any person who commits plagiarism or misuse of AIGC shall be subject to 

criminal penalties, including but not limited to fines and imprisonment. 

(b) Intent to Defraud - If the plagiarism or misuse of AIGC is done with the intent to defraud, the 

criminal penalties shall be increased by half. 

1 Unauthorized use, reproduction, distribution, or modification of AI-generated content, in violation of 

intellectual property rights, shall be considered a criminal offense. 

2 Individuals found guilty of infringing intellectual property rights related to AI-generated content shall 

be liable for fines ranging from [insert appropriate range] based on the severity of the offense. 

3 Repeat offenders may face increased fines, imprisonment, or both, as determined by the court. 

4 In cases where AI-generated content is used for malicious purposes, such as cybercrimes, spreading 

false information or inciting violence or terrorism, additional criminal charges may apply, subject to existing 

laws and regulations. 

 

Section C: Civil Liability 

(a) Civil Penalties - Any person who violates the provisions of this law shall be subject to civil 

penalties, including but not limited to damages and legal fees. 

(b) Injunctions - The court may grant an injunction to restrain any further violation of the provisions of 

this law. 

Section E: Enforcement 

 

(a) Government Agencies - The government agencies responsible for the enforcement of intellectual 

property laws shall also be responsible for the enforcement of AIGC.   

(b) The responsibility for enforcing this law shall lie with the appropriate intellectual property regulatory 

authorities. 

(c) These authorities shall have the power to investigate, prosecute, and impose penalties on individuals or 

entities found to be in violation of this law. 

(d) Adequate resources and mechanisms shall be established to facilitate the identification and tracking of 

AI-generated content, ensuring compliance with intellectual property laws. 

Section X. Exceptions 

(a) This Act shall not apply to any content created by the AI system for the sole purpose of research or 

education. 
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(b) This Act shall not apply to any content created by the AI system that is in the public domain or 

otherwise freely available for use. 

Final clauses 

This law shall come into effect [insert date] after its publication in the official gazette.  

If any provision of this Act is found to be unconstitutional or otherwise invalid, the remaining 

provisions shall remain in full force and effect. 

 

 

Note: This draft law is intended as a starting point and should be reviewed, revised, and refined by 

legal experts and relevant stakeholders to ensure its compatibility with existing laws and regulations. 
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