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Artificial intelligence still requires human reviews, but the exponential increase in the speed of generation

necessitates a new control gating between creation and release, and re-imagining the human review process.

Enterprise control systems have long separated the production of work from its release. Regulatory bodies,

enterprises, and teams define the controls and checks that a created work item must pass before it is fully

released. In banking, a credit analyst may prepare a loan memorandum but a credit committee has the final

authority to release the funds. In pharmaceutical manufacturing, a plant may produce a batch that cannot ship

until quality assurance clears it. In software engineering, a development team may build a feature while formal

release controls gate its deployment. The distinction matters because errors discovered during production can

still be corrected; errors discovered after release may already have propagated into financial, regulatory,

operational, or legal consequences. Consider an incorrect analysis. Once released, actions based on the analysis

can directly translate the errors into financial loss, regulatory breach, operational failure, or legal liability.

The first part of this argument is that human authority remains necessary in consequential AI workflows. In our

previous analysis, we discussed the limits of manual human review and why model evaluation differs from

output verification. That principle is reflected in emerging regulation (such as Article 22 of the EU GDPR[1]) and

enterprise risk frameworks like NIST’s AI Risk Management Framework[2]. The second question is operational:

how can that human authority survive when AI increases the volume and speed of work by orders of magnitude?

AI Changes the Economics of Review

Traditional knowledge work often leaves the creator with working context: the documents consulted,

calculations performed, assumptions made, and exceptions encountered. That context may be incomplete or

poorly documented, but the reviewer can often reconstruct it through the analyst’s workpapers or direct

questioning. AI can compress that production process into a finished artifact without exposing the same

provenance by default.

A polished report may state a claim without making clear what underlying data was used, why sources were

selected, and what assumptions were made. A reviewer has incomplete evidence on how each claim was
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established in the artifact itself. Generative AI collapses the cost of production without collapsing the cost of

assurance. A report that once took an analyst days to construct may now be generated in minutes, but a reviewer

may still need hours to trace its sources, reconstruct its calculations, and test its assumptions. Left unchanged, the

review process becomes the operational bottleneck.

What the reviewer needs is a clear release protocol. The release boundary is the control gate where generated

work moves from draft to authorized use. Once it crosses that boundary, the work may enter downstream

workflows, be shared externally, or influence consequential decisions. The question is simple: does this specific

work product satisfy the conditions required to proceed?

To preserve human authority at scale, organizations must design this boundary around a clear principle of

minimizing the unnecessary review burden. Right now, AI reports are difficult to verify because they are not

auditable. But it does not have to remain this way. An analyst’s claims in a report are auditable either from the

contextual knowledge they retain in their head, or from any work they document, both of which may not be

precise captures. AI workflows can provide unusually precise operational provenance when systems capture

retrieved evidence, tool calls, calculations, model and policy versions, and execution state. These records do not

need to expose or rely on a model’s internal chain of thought to make the work auditable. The problem is that

these traces are either not captured, or not presented to reviewers in an effective way. The traces alone are just

more text for a reviewer to sift through, adding to the burden of scale that human reviewers face from AI.

Instead, the release boundary can be designed to utilize traces to reduce the work on reviewers. When conditions

can be established mechanically, it should not consume scarce expert attention. Deterministic checks can verify

numerical reconciliation, data feed freshness, schema constraints, and regulatory rule compliance before an AI

draft reaches a human reviewer's hands. Instead of requiring a human to define an error evaluation framework

and hunt for those errors across an unbounded 30-page document, the control layer should narrow the review

surface and present the reviewer with the evidence required to resolve the remaining uncertainty. For example,

consider a claim in a report that a company generated $5 billion in annual revenue. Rather than requiring the

reviewer to search through dozens of reports and spreadsheets, locate the underlying financial statements,

determine which figures were used, reconstruct the calculation, and decide whether the result is supported, the

control layer could surface the evidence directly: the source documents, the specific inputs used, the formula

applied, and the resulting calculation. The system can establish that the calculation reconciles to those inputs.

The reviewer can then focus on the narrower questions that require judgment: Are these the correct source

documents? Is this the appropriate formula? If so, the reviewer can approve the claim without having to

reconstruct the entire analysis. Over time, organizations can automate additional checks where the correct source

selection or calculation method can itself be expressed as governed policy, leaving humans responsible for the

genuinely judgment-dependent remainder.
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Managing Uncertainty Without Halting Pipelines

Even as the release boundary is built to reduce the work required by a human reviewer, it cannot fully automate

decision-making into a simple binary. Collapsing complex knowledge work into a rigid Pass or Fail gate

introduces severe operational friction. If a commercial credit memo is mathematically accurate but requires a

senior credit officer's policy waiver for a concentration limit, calling the document "Failed" triggers expensive,

redundant re-drafting. Calling it "Approved" prematurely leaks unmonitored risk into the portfolio.

Disciplined enterprise operations require an explicit middle state. Drawing from financial straight-through

processing (STP) and quality control exception management, a practical release architecture can resolve

decisions into three operational states:

Release: configured verification checks and policy rules are satisfied for the supported scope. The work product

is authorized to move downstream automatically or via routine signoff.

Hold: the work product is structurally sound, but specific, resolvable uncertainty exists. Additional data is

required, a policy exception demands approval, or human judgment is needed before the artifact can proceed.

Block: a material factual contradiction, hard regulatory rule breach, or fatal logical failure prevents release. The

artifact is prohibited from downstream movement and returned for re-generation or termination.

A Hold should not become an indefinite exception queue. It is a flag for human review, but now instead of a

review being required to analyze an entire report, they may only have an isolated set of policy variance or

unverified assertions. This allows the remaining 95% of verified work to clear automatically, preserving

operational velocity while protecting institutional discipline.

When evidence is bound directly to the release decision, downstream teams no longer need to reopen and re-

verify raw source data. An auditor or regulator reviewing the file months later can reconstruct why the work was

allowed to proceed without reopening every underlying source and calculation from scratch.

Formalizing the release boundary accelerates enterprise velocity by establishing Straight-Through Processing for

probabilistic work (read the case for independent verification at the authorization boundary). When an artifact

satisfies all required automated checks and no unresolved judgment-dependent conditions remain, it can pass

the release boundary without additional manual review where policy permits. When edge cases occur, targeted

Hold states route isolated exceptions directly to expert judgment without stalling the pipeline.

With this defined release boundary, companies can use AI to accelerate workflows, while still maintaining the

reviews and controls between creation and release that allow companies to confidently stand behind their work.

A company no longer has to choose between safety and acceleration: they can have both.
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References & Regulatory Citations

[1] Article 22 of the EU GDPR — https://gdpr-info.eu/art-22-gdpr/

[2] NIST’s AI Risk Management Framework — https://www.nist.gov/itl/ai-risk-management-framework
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