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PUBLICATION RECORD

An Institute thesis and decision
framework

Consequential Al-assisted creative, research and product work should carry a five-part
rights trail covering source authority, access basis, system, human contribution and
accountable approval before commercial use or IP registration.

WHAT LEADERS SHOULD TAKE FROM THIS PAPER

01 Separate authority to use source material from permission to release the resulting output.

02 Record the human contribution as decisions and edits, not as a vague claim that a person
was involved.

03 Allocate responsibility across supplier, deployer, user and approving executive before a
dispute.

04 Stop consequential release or registration when one of the five rights-trail records is
missing.

05 Test the control in one live workflow over the next 30 days.

Research method

This regulatory decision brief compares Singapore's official consultation and consultation paper with current official sources from
the European Union, United Kingdom, United States, Australia and WIPO, a regional rights-data signal, and the newest relevant
arXiv release batch available by 27 August 2026. It distinguishes enacted law from consultation, policy reports and voluntary
dialogue, and separates confirmed facts from Institute analysis.

First published 27 August 2026 - Updated 27 August 2026 - Research period August 2026 — August 2026 - Version 1.0 - Suggested citation: The AI
Institute, AI-Assisted Work Needs a Rights Trail (2026).
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How to use this brief

Start with the decision and use the framework to challenge the current plan. Figures retain their original populations and
definitions. Institute analysis is labelled, and limitations are recorded before the references.
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01 THE MANAGEMENT DECISION

Rights now follow the
workflow

Singapore opened a public consultation on 26 August covering Al training, potentially infringing outputs,
human authorship and Al-assisted invention. The consultation runs to 22 October. It does not itself change the
law. Its value for global leaders is that it separates questions that organisations often compress into one
approval. ?

A team may have authority to access material for one purpose without being free to publish every result. A
supplier may provide safeguards without carrying the organisation's full release responsibility. A person may
use Al extensively and still create protectable work—but only if the relevant human contribution can be
identified under the law that applies. The rights position therefore has to travel with the work.

A prompt log records an interaction. A rights trail
records the authority, contribution and
accountability needed to use the result.
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02 WHAT CHANGED—AND WHAT DID NOT

Consultation is a signal, not
a new rule

Singapore's existing computational data analysis exception is intended to cover commercial generative-Al
training, subject to safeguards including lawful access. The consultation asks whether that position remains
appropriate, how responsibility for outputs should be allocated among developers, deployers and users, and
how human contribution should be understood and evidenced. *

Those questions do not make every training use lawful or every output cleared. Access restrictions, contracts,
licensing, the material used, the output produced and the intended market can each change the answer.
Treating the consultation as a new permission would create exactly the risk it is helping leaders see.

REGULATORY DECISION BRIEF - 27 AUG / 2026 05



THE Al INSTITUTE / OPERATING INTELLIGENCE

03

Build a five-part rights trail

The control can be compact. For consequential work, capture five records at the point where they are created.
First, identify the source material and its owner or authority. Second, record the basis for access: licence,
permission, statutory exception or applicable terms. Third, name the provider, model or tool and the terms
and safeguards relevant to the use. Fourth, show the human contribution through framing, selection,
arrangement, editing, validation and judgment. Fifth, name the owner who reviewed the result, its intended
markets and the final release decision.

This is not a demand to preserve every keystroke. It is a way to make the few facts that determine commercial
use available to legal, product, creative, R&D and assurance teams. The record should be attached to the asset
or decision, searchable, retained for the relevant period and exportable if the supplier changes.

1

Source

What material was used, who
owns it and what authority
exists?

Institute control

5

Approval

Who reviewed the output,
markets and intended use,
then authorised release?

Institute control

2

Access

Which licence, permission,
exception or terms allowed
the use?

Institute control
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System

Which provider and tool were
used, under which relevant
terms?

Institute control

4

Contribution

Which human choices, edits
and judgments shaped the
final work?

Institute control
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04 ACCOUNTABILITY

Divide responsibility before
the dispute

The supplier can document model terms, training policies, controls and known limitations. The deployer can
define approved systems, sources, use cases and escalation paths. The user can follow the workflow and
disclose material human choices. The approving owner can decide whether the intended use, audience and
market make the residual risk acceptable.

These duties should be explicit in procurement, policy and release design. A supplier indemnity may matter
commercially, but it does not tell an employee whether a source was authorised, prove authorship or ensure
the output has been reviewed in the market where it will be used.
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05 HUMAN CONTRIBUTION

Make judgment visible
without counting prompts

The useful record is not how many prompts a person typed. It is what that person decided: the problem
framed, material selected, alternatives rejected, arrangement chosen, claims checked and expression revised.
The US Copyright Office's analysis under existing law likewise centres human authorship, while Singapore is
asking how contribution should be assessed and evidenced. *

A generated declaration is not proof. The newest arXiv research reinforces the distinction. One preprint found
that a system could retrieve a financial disclosure accurately yet fail to use it in the final judgment when
irrelevant context grew; another found that visible medical reasoning could remain plausible after the
reasoning chain was meaningfully damaged. *'° Both are early research, but the operating lesson is sound:
retain source events and accountable decisions, not just polished explanations.
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06 GLOBAL DIVERGENCE

One trail, different legal
decisions

The European Union now has enforceable AI Act obligations for applicable general-purpose Al providers,
including copyright-policy and training-content transparency duties. * The United Kingdom's March report
and impact assessment set out policy options but are not themselves new law. * In the United States,
copyrightability and training analysis remain fact-specific under existing law. °

Australia is examining licensing, generated-output certainty and lower-cost enforcement, and the government
says it is not considering a text-and-data-mining exception. * WIPO's new infrastructure dialogue is exploring
attribution, watermarking and rights management, but it is voluntary and does not set law or standards. ’
Rights-data concerns raised by Philippine and Korean music institutions show why the operating problem
extends beyond major Western markets. ® A common trail can support these different decisions; it cannot
make the law identical.
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07 WHAT REMAINS UNPROVEN

Do not mistake
documentation for
assurance

Research teams are testing automatic model-card generation and controls that check agent actions before
execution. Early results are promising, but both cited studies are version-one preprints, and the quality of
generated documentation depends heavily on the source material available. """

Use automation to make the rights trail easier to complete and review. Do not let it manufacture missing
authority or approve its own record. The accountable owner still needs a clear exception path and the authority

to stop release.
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08 THE NEXT 30 DAYS

Test the control on one
consequential workflow

Choose one process that creates an external asset or potentially valuable IP: a campaign, product design,
research report, software component or training resource. Add the five fields to the existing approval record.
Name legal, operating and release owners. Define which missing field stops the work and which uncertainty

requires specialist review.

Run the control on real work for 30 days. Count missing records, delayed decisions, supplier-term gaps and

assets stopped before release. Then simplify the trail without removing the facts decision-makers actually use.

The result should be a faster, more defensible release decision—not a new archive that nobody reads.

Thirty-day test: one consequential workflow, five
required records, three named owners and one
explicit stop rule.
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RESEARCH RECORD

Method and limitations

Method

This regulatory decision brief compares Singapore's official consultation and consultation paper with current
official sources from the European Union, United Kingdom, United States, Australia and WIPO, a regional
rights-data signal, and the newest relevant arXiv release batch available by 27 August 2026. It distinguishes
enacted law from consultation, policy reports and voluntary dialogue, and separates confirmed facts from
Institute analysis.

Limitations

The Singapore consultation remains open and may not result in the positions discussed. Copyright, patent,
contract and database rules are jurisdiction- and fact-specific. The cited arXiv papers are version-one
preprints, not peer-reviewed production evidence. The five-part rights trail is an operating-control

recommendation, not a guarantee of ownership or non-infringement and not legal advice.

Sources and limitations

AI-ASSISTED WORK NEEDS A RIGHTS TRAIL

Source facts link to the original publication. Institute analysis reconciles definitions and turns the material into

a management proposition. Frameworks are decision aids, not claims of universal causality. Read every
important statistic with its population, date, definition and caveat.

Research cutoff: 27 August 2026. Review cycle: six months, or earlier after a material change in the underlying facts, standards or
policy.
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Singapore Ministry of Law and IPOS, public consultation on Al and IP

Official consultation page published 26 August 2026; closes 22 October 2026.

Singapore Ministry of Law and IPOS, consultation paper

Official consultation paper; proposals and questions are not enacted changes.

European Commission, Enforcement of the Al Act

Official enforcement guidance updated 24 August 2026; obligations vary by role and provision.

UK Government, report and impact assessment on copyright and Al

Policy report published 18 March 2026; not itself new law.

US Copyright Office, Copyright and Artificial Intelligence

Official reports under existing US law; Part 2 addresses copyrightability and Part 3 training.

Australian Attorney-General's Department, Copyright and Al Reference Group

Official policy work; Australia has stated it is not considering a text-and-data-mining exception.

WIPO, Atrtificial Intelligence Infrastructure Interchange

Voluntary technical and operational dialogue launched 17 March 2026; not law or a standard.

IPOPHL, Philippines-Korea copyright forum

Official specialist forum report published 20 August 2026; sector-specific evidence.

arXiv, Reading Is Not Using

Version-one preprint submitted 25 August 2026; not peer reviewed.

arXiv, Right Diagnoses, Decorative Reasoning

Version-one preprint submitted 25 August 2026; medical QA study, not production evidence.

arXiv, Automatic Model Card Generation Using an LLM

Version-one preprint submitted 25 August 2026; not peer reviewed.

arXiv, StepGuard

Version-one preprint submitted 25 August 2026; benchmark results require production validation.
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