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1. Introduction

For more than 50 years, Layman Publishing Partners has built its reputation on trustworthy content:
award-winning, user-friendly reference materials produced through authoritative editorial judgment,
rigorous research traditions, and enduring relationships with thousands of international scholars. The
works LPP produces, the Dictionary of Literary Biography, Gale Literature Criticism, American Decades,
and others, are distinguished precisely because they reflect the knowledge, judgment, and scholarly
voice of the human experts who wrote them.

As artificial intelligence tools have become widely available, LPP developed this policy to provide clear
guidance to all external contributors, including subject-matter experts (SMEs), freelance authors, editors,
and researchers, about how Al tools may and may not be used in work submitted to LPP.

This policy exists because of three commitments that are inseparable from LPP’s core beliefs:

* Responsibility to clients. LPP’s client agreements, including those with major academic publishers
and institutions, are premised on human scholarship. Some explicitly prohibit Al-generated content.
LPP’s responsibility to serve clients well means honoring those expectations without exception.

» Dedication to quality. Accuracy and scholarly integrity are the product. Al tools frequently produce
plausible but incorrect information (fabricated citations, invented scholars, inaccurate dates, etc.)
that can survive casual review. LPP’s dedication to quality means every factual claim must be
verified by a human expert against an authoritative source.

* Respect for relationships. The working relationships LPP has maintained with thousands of
contributors over five decades are grounded in mutual trust and shared professional standards.
This policy defines those standards clearly so that contributors and LPP can continue to work
together with confidence.

A note on our approach

This policy is not a blanket prohibition on Al tools. We recognize that contributors use Al in many
ways and we’re not asking you to pretend those tools don’t exist. What we are asking is that the
intellectual work: the analysis, the judgment, the writing, the editorial voice is yours. The sections
below explain what that means in practice.
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2. Key Definitions

These terms are used throughout this policy. Please read them carefully; the distinctions matter.

DEFINED TERM: Creative Content

For the purposes of this policy, “creative content” means any text that reflects original analysis,
interpretation, judgment, synthesis, or scholarly voice. It includes but is not limited to the following:

Prose narrative in biographical entries, critical introductions, or analytical essays

Literary analysis, critical interpretation, or scholarly argument

Summary and synthesis of a subject’s significance, influence, or body of work

Descriptive text accompanying selections of primary or secondary sources

Any text that represents or implies the contributor’s expert opinion or scholarly assessment

Entry introductions, conclusions, transitional passages, and contextual framing

— Captions and alt-text that involve interpretation, description beyond the literal, or editorial
judgment

— Any content submitted as part of an LPP deliverable to a client under a contract that specifies
human authorship

Why this definition is broad

We have deliberately written a broad definition of creative content because the harm comes not from
the presence of Al assistance but from the substitution of Al judgment for human scholarly judgment.
If you are unsure whether a particular passage falls within this definition, treat it as creative content
and write it yourself. When in doubt, ask your LPP editor.

Al Tool Any software that uses machine learning or large language models to
generate, summarize, rephrase, translate, or otherwise process text, audio, or
visual. Includes ChatGPT, Claude, Gemini, Copilot, Grammarly Al features,
and Al writing tools embedded in word processors.

Al-Assisted Work Work in which Al tools played a supporting role (research assistance,
formatting, fact-checking help) but in which all creative content, as defined
above, was generated by the contributor.

Al-Generated Content Content produced by an Al tool and incorporated into a submission without
being substantially rewritten by the contributor into their own scholarly voice.
Editing or light revision of Al-generated text does not convert it from Al-
generated to human-authored.

Submission Any file, document, or content delivered to LPP in fulfillment of a contributor
agreement, including drafts, revisions, bibliographies, lists, source
recommendations, and any other material.
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3. Prohibited Uses

Core prohibition
Creative content, as defined in Section 2, may not be generated by an Al tool. The analysis,
interpretation, argument, and scholarly voice in your submission must be your own.

The following are prohibited in all LPP submissions

— Submitting text generated by an Al tool as creative content in a contribution including entry prose,
critical analysis, introductions, and similar text

— Using Al output as the basis for creative content, even if lightly edited or paraphrased: editing or
revising Al-generated text is not the same as writing

— Submitting bibliographies, citation lists, or source recommendations that were generated by an Al
tool without independent verification of every entry against an authoritative source

— Asking an Al tool to summarize a scholarly work and submitting that summary as your own
assessment of the work’s significance

— Using Al to generate factual claims (dates, biographical details, publication records) and
submitting those claims without independent verification

— Representing Al-assisted work as entirely human-authored when LPP or a client specifically
requests disclosure

Why editing Al-generated text is not sufficient

A common misunderstanding is that Al-generated text becomes acceptable once it has been revised or
“humanized.” LPP’s position is that this is not the case for creative content, for two reasons:

» Accuracy: Al tools routinely produce factually incorrect, misleading, or fabricated output —
including, but not limited to, invented citations, non-existent scholars, and inaccurate biographical
details. Light editing does not catch these errors reliably; only rigorous independent verification
does. If you are verifying every claim, you are effectively rewriting the entry from authoritative
sources, which is what we are asking you to do in the first place.

« Scholarly integrity: Our clients commission contributions from qualified scholars because they value
the expert judgment, interpretive perspective, and intellectual voice that a human expert brings. An
Al-edited entry does not represent that, regardless of how fluent it reads.
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4. Permitted Uses

The following Al-assisted activities are permitted, provided that all creative content in your final

submission is your own original work.

These uses are permitted

— Using Al as a starting point for background research, subject orientation, or scope definition
provided all factual content in your submission is independently verified

— Using Al to help identify search terms, topic categories, or potential sources to explore (not as a

source of citations to submit without verification)

— Using Al to check grammar, clarity, or syntax in text that you wrote, for example, using Grammarly

or similar tools for proofreading

— Using Al to help format a bibliography or citation according to a style guide, where the subject
citations were identified by you from authoritative sources

— Using Al to assist with translation of foreign-language sources you have read and are citing, where
you are the one applying scholarly judgment about the source’s relevance and significance

— Using Al to help organize or outline your own ideas before writing, so long as the prose itself is

written by you

— Using Al to assist in summarizing your own notes or research materials for your own use in
preparing a submission (not for direct inclusion in the submission)

The key test

this policy.

Ask yourself: “Did | write this sentence, or did an Al write it?” If an Al wrote it and it is creative
content as defined in Section 2, it may not appear in your submission, regardless of how much you
edited it. If you wrote it and used Al only to support the process of getting to that point, you are within

5. Worked Examples

The following scenarios illustrate the line between permitted and prohibited Al use. These are provided

to help clarify the policy in practice — they do not represent an exhaustive list.

X Prohibited

Asking an Al tool to generate a list of 15 scholarly
articles on a topic and submitting those citations to
LPP without verifying each one exists.

Generating an analytical paragraph with Claude,
revising it, and submitting it as your own critical
assessment.

Submitting a bibliography of sources recommended
by an Al tool without having read or independently
verified those sources.

v Permitted

Using JSTOR, library databases, or Google Scholar
to identify relevant articles, then asking an Al to
help you format the citations correctly in the
required style — after verifying each source exists.

Drafting your own critical assessment, then asking
Grammarly or Claude to review it for clarity and
grammatical errors, then making revisions based
upon those suggestions yourself.

Submitting a bibliography of sources you identified
and verified, using an Al tool only to help format the
entries consistently.
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Asking an Al to “write a description of this painting” Writing a caption yourself after examining the
and submitting that description as a caption. image, using Al only to check grammar or phrasing.

6. Verification Requirement for All Al-Assisted Work

Even where Al assistance is permitted, contributors must independently verify all factual content in their
submissions. This requirement exists because Al tools routinely and confidently produce incorrect
information, including:

» Non-existent scholarly articles and books

* Invented dates, page numbers, and publication details

» Real scholars’ names attached to works they did not write

+ Biographical details that are partially or wholly fabricated

Verification standard

Every factual claim, citation, date, and biographical detail in your submission must be verifiable
against an authoritative source (a published book or article, a library catalog, a publisher’s record, or
a primary source document). The Al tool is not an authoritative source.

7. Disclosure

LPP may ask contributors to disclose whether and how Al tools were used in preparing a submission.
Where such disclosure is requested:
+ Be honest and specific in your disclosure|

» Disclosure does not automatically make Al-generated creative content acceptable. The prohibition
in Section 3 applies regardless of disclosure.

+ Disclosure may be shared with the client where the client has requested transparency about LPP’s
Al practices.

LPP will not penalize contributors for honest disclosure of permitted Al assistance. We will take action if
a contributor misrepresents the nature or extent of Al use in a submission.

8. Consequences of Violation

Submissions found to violate this policy are subject to the following:
» Return to contributor for revision at no additional cost to LPP, with a revised deadline at LPP’s
discretion

* Rejection without payment where the submission cannot be adequately revised or where the
contributor refuses to comply
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» Notification of the relevant client where the submission was delivered or nearly delivered in
violation of a client SOW restriction

» Removal from LPP’s contributor pool for repeated or egregious violations

9. Questions & Our Commitment to You

If you have questions about whether a specific use of Al is permitted under this policy, contact your LPP
editor before submitting. We would rather answer a question in advance than receive a submission that
needs to be returned. Our editors are here as partners, not auditors.

LPP’s relationships with contributors are among our most valued assets. We have worked with
thousands of international scholars, and those relationships are built on shared professional standards
and mutual respect. This policy is an expression of those standards, not a statement of distrust. We
believe the contributors who LPP works with share our commitment to scholarly integrity. This
document simply makes that commitment explicit in a moment when the tools available to all of us are
changing rapidly.

This policy will be updated periodically as Al tools and industry practices evolve. Contributors will be
notified of material changes before they take effect. We welcome feedback from contributors on how this
policy is working in practice. Please feel free to provide your editorial point of contact any feedback you
may have.
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