Current Affairs Debate Study: Is Artificial Intelligence posing a threat to creative disciplines?
 
The use of Artificial Intelligence in creative fields is a largely debated topic for a variety of reasons, ranging from how AI models are trained to adapt and the kind of results these machines churn out on a day-to-day basis. However, AI has never been inherently bad; it’s been around for many years, even dating back to the late 1950’s, where it was used to determine whether a machine had the capacity to present any form of “intelligence”. So why now has AI caused such an upset in so many creativity-driven spaces?

The more recent wave of AI, present in the last few years, is what’s called ‘generative AI’ – the “bad” AI. It’s named this because of its ability to generate content from a prompt people feed into it, be it an image of one of your pets doing something inadvertently human, or perhaps developing the plot for an upcoming novel idea that’s been stewing in the back of your mind. The main issue raised within creative disciplines is how AI is trained to generate material: using the works of real, breathing artists and throwing it back in their faces with a stamp of AI “authenticity” (despite there being nothing authentic about it). AI generated content used to be so painfully obvious to the naked eye, but as more of people’s work is stolen by data centres to train newer AI models, the harder it is to distinguish between the man-made and the machine-generated matter – which is the scary part.

Another debate within this topic is whether anything within a creative discipline which has been altered or created entirely with AI should be considered “art”. Does art need to be inherently human? Is it still a form of creative expression if something has been run through a data centre? Many believe that AI is an excuse for laziness; it’s easy enough to put a prompt into Chat GPT and ask it to generate something, and again circulates back to the fact that the results will always somehow relate to a real artist’s work that has been fed into a bot – is it really creative expression if the results are doctored from something that has already been made, or can people argue that it’s just another form of taking inspiration and developing ideas like we tend to do in real life? Isn’t it mirroring our behaviours, after all?

Recent articles circulating the internet have also uncovered how the big tech companies that oversee these AI data centres have the ability to track down and store all of our personal data, which happens right under our noses. Nothing is guaranteed to be safe on the internet, but AI has made virtually everything widely accessible. Any private drafts or work you keep is highly likely to have been stolen without knowledge and, again, used in the training of newer versions of Artificial Intelligence. Considering how much work nowadays is stored online, our seemingly private accounts are a goldmine for these AI companies to profit off stealing our data. This is a serious breach of privacy, and we don’t get a say anymore in how our data is used. When you think about how AI is presenting smarter results or “behaviours”? It’s because it is, with the unwarranted help from all the data it consumes.

I agree that AI is posing a threat to artistic and creative disciplines, because there are many examples of real authors or artists who have used AI to alter their work and have gone undetected, going so far as to publish their “creations” without any shame that their work is not their own. It feels as though there is no accountability when you use AI – that it’s something that today, you’re expected to take advantage of, and you aren’t questioned because you asked an AI chatbot how to structure a sentence. For inquiries that a regular Google search won’t have the answer to (although Google has also been infiltrated by artificially generated results), it’s routine for many of us to pull up Chat GPT and get lost in all this new information at our fingertips. However, this is where the real issue lies: the AI isn’t any smarter than us, because it uses our own statistics and just gives them back to us in another format. So did we ever need to bring AI into daily life when it regurgitates things we already know?

AI has never been viewed as bad as it is now, and I believe that’s because there is no moderation around its usage. We truly have free rein; it used to be a tool that could be helpful to those in need, but without limitation, AI can be used and abused in any way we see fit. Moderation is essential for growth, but AI is growing at a speed far quicker than scientists and engineers can comprehend and has been reported that it’s starting to take its own back, for a lack of better words. Breaking free from data centres and breaching data that should stay private, like medical records or online history, with no way to stop it. What comes next? Something reaches our deeper personal records and is able to replicate us? At the speed in which AI is developing, this doesn’t seem like such an unlikely scenario. So we can ask ourselves where the creative disciplines stand with the upheaval of AI, seeing as none of these big companies seem worried about the effects?
That is a question for the ages.
