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Creating with Chat GPT 

 

​ As a library worker, my job is to connect people to stories that may greatly influence 

them, or simply entertain them. Personally, I enjoy stories that incorporate science fiction and 

horror to depict intense emotions on the human spectrum that can be difficult to explain or 

tolerate. In my reading, I have found that even the strangest stories can adeptly create pathos if 

the writer is creative and clever enough. This is not a task I expect ChatGPT to accomplish, no 

matter the prompt it is given. To test the creative potential of ChatGPT, I chose to prompt the 

tool to write a scene from an existing intellectual property that describes a bomb detonating.  

​ It was surprisingly easy to prompt ChatGPT to write a piece of fiction. A few seconds 

after it was prompted, ChatGPT responded with ideas for the story’s genre, characters, settings, 

and themes, suggesting that it could produce an ‘original’ work based solely on those elements. 

However, I wanted the tool to write me a story from an existing intellectual property, Incredible 

Hulk, and inquired about its familiarity with the characters involved. ChatGPT was able to 

accurately describe Hulk’s origin story and the relationship between the two leading characters, 

Bruce Banner and Rick Jones. Most of the facts about these characters were correct in 

ChatGPT’s answer, but I do not know where it sourced its information, because it did not provide 

a citation. These prompts and responses are bookmarked below. 
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​ From there, I asked ChatGPT to write a story describing Rick’s perspective as the gamma 

bomb detonated, while highlighting his emotional state and using imagery for the audience to 

understand the intensity of the blast. In the original comic, this section of the story is portrayed 

very briefly, which demanded ChatGPT to write an ‘original’ retelling. ChatGPT did write a 

passage that described Rick’s emotions, but it was simplistic. Its description of the power, sound, 

and aftermath of the blast is similarly plain. It does capture the intensity, then moves on quickly. 

Its depiction is very different from my own, and as Chiang argued, ChatGPT’s version was 

“really bland,” (Chiang, 2024). ChatGPT contradicted itself a few times. First, it does not 

describe Rick being thrown into the trench that saved his life, even though it knew that was a key 

element of the story. It also says that Bruce may have covered Rick to protect him, but then said 

Bruce was five feet away from Rick after the blast.  

​ In my retelling, I tried to capture the otherworldliness of the blast, and Rick’s emotions 

before and afterwards. I depicted the intensity of the blast through musical references. I chose to 

frame it this way because Rick is a musician, and thought he might process the strangeness of 

what he witnessed by comparing it to something he is familiar with. Whether or not my story is 

technically superior to ChatGPT’s is not a judgement I can make. Yet I do believe that my story 

has more pathos because I put effort into imagining the scene and describing it in a unique 

manner. I wrote and edited my passage over time and changed some pieces dramatically to hone 

the emotions I wanted to depict. ChatGPT issued its story in a matter of seconds. “The wind 

peeled across the desert floor like a god’s breath, hot and full of static,” is the most interesting 

sentence it generated, but the rest of its passage is too similar to other scripts describing 

explosions to stand out as original instead of status quo.  
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​ In fiction writing, authors work to inspire ethos and pathos in their audience. When 

presenting stories, authors must establish ethos for their readers to suspend their disbelief, and 

this is especially important in science fiction. Ethos is a sense of “trust and respect,” (Lawrence, 

2022, pg. 17) that authors can elicit if the fantastical elements of their stories appeal to the 

reader’s imagination and emotions. Logos, or appeals to logic, are overwritten by pathos, appeals 

to emotion, (Lawrence, 2022) when reading speculative fiction. Is it possible to survive a nuclear 

bomb blast and the resulting radiation just from hiding in a trench? No, probably not. Yet most 

readers intuitively understand that the logic of the story is not its hook; emotion is necessary to 

connect to a story. Readers are willing to make logical jumps when engaging with science fiction 

stories, because “illogical logics are always lurking about in our minds,” (Lawrence, 2022, pg. 

24) and combining with our emotional understanding of a scenario. Rhetorical approaches to 

fiction allow readers to recognize their own emotions in characters who endure impossible 

circumstances, and then trust the depiction enough to continue reading.  

In my excerpt, I made conscious choices to aggressively depict guilt, fear, and shock. 

ChatGPT did not hone in on these emotions, because it is not an emotional creature. What it 

lacks also destroys its credibility and felt sense of logic. How can a human trust the storytelling 

ability of an author who has never felt “a wide variety of rich emotions,” (Lawrence, 2022, pg. 

18), and whose choice to appeal to those emotions is absent? Arguably, readers do not read 

fiction for plots and speculative ideas. Science fiction world building may engage a reader, but 

the emotional connection to the reader and enriching relationships between the characters is what 

makes the story matter and worth revisiting. Incredible Hulk is a narrative that has been 

continuously written since 1962 because readers can connect to the emotions and characters that 

are the backbone of the story. As Chiang notes, writing is about choice, and making choices that 
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reach out and attract the emotions of a stranger takes time. ChatGPT has no choice but to 

produce stories immediately, destroying its opportunity to view the story from multiple angles 

and imagine the most effective way to tell it. It lifts ideas from other writers, but cannot reflect 

the “unique expressive potential,” (Chiang, 2024) human authors indulge in with their 

storytelling. 

Although you could make an argument that fanfiction in itself is a violation of intellectual 

property rights, I feel that its manner of plagiarism is different from ChatGPT’s. Fanfiction is 

largely accepted as a side effect of fans’ interest and interpretation of media. It does lift 

characters, plots, locations, and themes from existing works, but the resulting stories are an 

expression of human creativity and reverence. ChatGPT cannot experience imagination, it uses 

training data to expel uninspired ideas. Prompters are unable to source where the tool pulls 

information from, and whether it stole from other fanworks. Notably, using ChatGTP to write 

fanfiction violates the notion that fanworks are made from the fondness of human audience 

members, who write unprofessional works that are not profitable simply because they are 

inspired by their attachment to a particular story. Writing fanfiction through ChatGPT disrespects 

that process, and passing off its writing as one’s own is particularly egregious. When humans 

write, they spend hours testing the limits of their imagination and revising their story to elicit 

pathos for readers. ChatGPT uses the fine-tuned stories of others to produce an impersonal work 

in seconds. The writing process between human and machine could not be more different.  

Relying on ChatGPT to write fiction does not make one an author. Inspiration alone is not 

storytelling, and asserting authorship over an idea put into words by a machine disrupts the 

implicit trust readers offer to authors. As stated by Chiang, formulating sentences is a key 

element of the writing process, and every letter written establishes a purposeful choice by an 
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emotional creature. Even unremarkable statements are elevated by the humanity underlying them 

(Chiang, 2024). ChatGPT may have ethical uses of other subject areas. However, since it fails to 

generate stories that appeal to rhetoric or reveal originality, fiction writing is not one of them.  

Storytelling is not an automated task that can be replicated by machinery. It exists to 

connect one human being to another. Even the most rudimentary, grammatically incorrect story 

holds more worth than a technically sound story written by ChatGPT.  

A human story roams outside space and time, uniting the author and reader with shared 

imagination and emotion across nations and generations. Without human rhetoric, a fictional 

work is unable to establish such a link between human beings. Machine-made stories therefore 

are an aberration with no value in the human world.  
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The original scene of the bomb blast from Incredible Hulk #1 by Stan Lee and Jack Kirby. 
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ChatGPT’s existing knowledge of the Incredible Hulk characters.
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ChatGPT’s depiction of the gamma bomb blast. 
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My depiction of Rick’s emotions before and after the gamma bomb blast. 
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