Supreme Court upholds human authorship requirement in AI copyright dispute

[image: ]
The U.S. Supreme Court has declined to take up a closely watched copyright dispute over whether a work created with artificial intelligence can qualify for protection under American law, leaving in place a ruling that copyright requires human authorship.
The case centred on Stephen Thaler, whose application for registration of an image generated by his AI system, DABUS, was rejected by the US Copyright Office because the work was not made by a human. Lower courts upheld that decision, and the Supreme Court’s refusal to intervene means the denial stands. According to legal commentary on the case, the justices’ action effectively preserves the long-standing view that copyright protects human creativity, not machine output.
The ruling has been followed closely by artists, musicians, photographers and other creators experimenting with generative AI, many of whom had hoped the dispute might produce a broader test of how far copyright law can stretch. For now, the practical effect is clear: AI-generated works created without sufficient human authorship remain outside copyright protection in the United States.
The decision also adds to a growing body of recent court and regulatory thinking that draws a line between human-directed use of AI and content produced entirely by a system. Lawyers writing for major firms have said the Supreme Court’s move leaves the D.C. Circuit’s reasoning intact, reinforcing a position that is likely to shape future disputes over authorship, registration and ownership as AI becomes more deeply embedded in creative industries.
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