
Before diving into exercises and pillars, it helps to understand a few foundational ideas. These
concept pages give you the mental models you need to use AI well — no technical background
required.

- [What We Mean by AI Fluency](/concepts/what-we-mean-by-ai-fluency/) — What AI fluency
actually is, why it matters for generalists, and how the five pillars fit together
- [How AI Actually Works](/concepts/how-ai-actually-works/) — What happens when you type
something into ChatGPT, Claude, or Gemini
- [Tokenization & Context Windows](/concepts/tokenization-and-context-windows/) — Why AI can
only "remember" so much, and what you can do about it
- [Why AI Gets Things Wrong](/concepts/why-ai-gets-things-wrong/) — What hallucinations are, why
they happen, and how to catch them
- [Prompt Engineering Basics](/concepts/prompt-engineering-basics/) — How to communicate with
AI effectively using clear, structured instructions
- [Agents vs. Assistants](/concepts/agents-vs-assistants/) — The spectrum

Agents vs. Assistants
How AI Actually Works
Prompt Engineering Basics
Tokenization & Context Windows
What We Mean by AI Fluency
Why AI Gets Things Wrong

Core Concepts



People talk about "AI agents" like it's a single thing. It's not. There's a spectrum of autonomy, and
understanding where different tools sit on it helps you choose the right approach:

Chatbot — You ask, it answers. No memory, no tools, no planning. A basic ChatGPT conversation
with no custom instructions. You drive everything.

Assistant — It responds to your requests but can also follow standing instructions. Claude with a
system prompt, a custom GPT with specific behaviors configured. It has a personality and
constraints, but still only acts when you ask.

Copilot — It works alongside you in real-time, proactively suggesting things. GitHub Copilot auto-
completing your code, Notion AI offering to summarize your page, Gmail suggesting replies. It's
watching your work and offering help without being asked.

Agent — It can plan a multi-step task, decide which tools to use, and execute steps on its own. You
give it a goal ("research these three competitors and draft a comparison table"), and it figures out
the steps: search the web, read several pages, extract key data, format the output. You review the
result, not each step.

Autonomous agent — It operates with minimal human oversight over extended periods. It
monitors, decides, and acts. These are still emerging and mostly experimental — think automated
trading systems or self-healing infrastructure monitoring.

Agents vs. Assistants
Plain English: An AI assistant waits for you to ask it something and responds.
An AI agent can plan steps, use tools, and take actions — with varying degrees
of independence. Most of what you use today is somewhere in between.

“

The spectrum

You do everything          AI does everything

      ↓                           ↓

  [Chatbot] → [Assistant] → [Copilot] → [Agent] → [Autonomous Agent]

Where you actually are in 2026



Most generalists interact with AI in the assistant-to-copilot range. And that's fine — there's
enormous value there that most people haven't fully tapped yet.

But agent-level tools are becoming accessible to non-developers:

Claude Projects — persistent context that makes Claude act more like an assistant who
knows your work, less like a blank chatbot
Custom GPTs — pre-configured assistants with specific knowledge and instructions
Claude with tool use / web search — the AI decides when to search the web, read a
document, or run code, then does it
Cowork / Claude Code — full agent capability: reads your files, plans multi-step tasks,
executes them, asks for your input at key decision points
MCP (Model Context Protocol) — a standard that lets AI connect to your other tools
(calendar, email, databases), so it can act on real information rather than just chat about
it

The progression from the Agent Collaboration exercises mirrors this spectrum exactly:

Basic (Your First AI Team Meeting) — giving AI roles in a conversation (assistant level)
Intermediate (The Handoff Protocol) — coordinating between AI sessions (copilot level)
Advanced (Design Your Agent Workflow) — designing multi-step AI workflows (agent
level)

More autonomy isn't always better. The right level depends on three things:

Stakes. How bad is it if the AI gets it wrong? For brainstorming ideas, high autonomy is fine — a
wrong suggestion costs nothing. For sending an email to a client, you want to review before it
sends. For financial calculations, you verify every number.

Predictability. How well-defined is the task? Formatting a weekly report from the same data
sources is highly predictable — good candidate for an agent. "Help me figure out our strategy for
next quarter" requires judgment at every step — keep it as a collaborative conversation.

Your expertise. Can you evaluate the output? If you're an expert in the domain, you can give AI
more autonomy because you'll catch mistakes quickly. If you're learning a new area, keep the AI in
assistant mode where you're directing every step and building your own understanding.

A practical framework:

The key question: how much autonomy
should you give?

https://books.informationgeek.org/pillars/agent-collaboration
https://books.informationgeek.org/exercises/agent-collaboration/ac-basic-01
https://books.informationgeek.org/exercises/agent-collaboration/ac-intermediate-01
https://books.informationgeek.org/exercises/agent-collaboration/ac-advanced-01


Autonomy level Use when Watch out for

You direct, AI executes High stakes, new domains, learning Slower, but you understand
everything

AI proposes, you approve Medium stakes, familiar territory Review carefully — don't rubber-
stamp

AI acts, you spot-check Low stakes, predictable tasks,
repeatable workflows

Set up verification checkpoints

AI acts autonomously Very low stakes, highly predictable,
easily reversible

Only if you can undo mistakes
cheaply

"I need agents to be AI-fluent." No. Most of the value in AI fluency comes from being excellent
at the assistant level — writing great prompts, giving AI useful roles, structuring your requests
clearly. The Prompt Engineering Basics matter more than any agent framework.

"Agents will replace my job." Agents automate tasks, not roles. A marketing generalist who
uses AI agents to automate report formatting, competitive research, and first-draft content isn't
being replaced — they're spending more time on strategy, relationships, and creative judgment.
The Workflow Automation pillar is built on this distinction.

"Multi-agent systems are the future." You'll hear a lot about "teams of AI agents" working
together. This is real technology, but it's overhyped for most generalists in 2026. One well-
configured AI assistant with good context will outperform a poorly designed multi-agent system.
Master the fundamentals first.

"More tools = more capable." Connecting AI to every tool in your stack sounds powerful, but
every connection is a potential failure point and a security consideration. Start with one integration
that saves you real time, get comfortable with it, then expand. The Ethical Prompting pillar covers
the judgment side of this.

Agent Collaboration pillar — the full progression from basic to advanced
Your First AI Team Meeting — start with role-based prompting (no tools needed)

Common misconceptions

Where to go next

https://books.informationgeek.org/concepts/prompt-engineering-basics
https://books.informationgeek.org/pillars/workflow-automation
https://books.informationgeek.org/pillars/ethical-prompting
https://books.informationgeek.org/pillars/agent-collaboration
https://books.informationgeek.org/exercises/agent-collaboration/ac-basic-01


Here's what happens when you send a message to ChatGPT, Claude, Gemini, or any other AI chat
tool:

1. Your message gets broken into tokens. The AI doesn't read words the way you do. It
splits your text into small chunks called tokens — sometimes whole words, sometimes
pieces of words. The word "tokenization" might become "token" + "ization." This is why AI
tools have limits on how much text you can send — they're counting tokens, not words.
(For a deeper look at this, see Tokenization & Context Windows.)

2. Each token gets converted into numbers. The AI represents every token as a list of
numbers (called an embedding) that captures its meaning and relationships. Words with
similar meanings end up with similar numbers — "happy" and "joyful" are close together,
"happy" and "wrench" are far apart.

3. The model predicts what comes next. This is the core of it. The AI looks at all the
tokens in your message, weighs how they relate to each other (this is the "attention"
mechanism you might have heard about), and predicts the most likely next token. Then it
predicts the next one. Then the next. One token at a time, until it has a complete
response.

That's it. No understanding. No reasoning in the human sense. Pattern matching at a scale and
sophistication that produces remarkably useful output — but pattern matching nonetheless.

Modern AI models like GPT-4, Claude, and Gemini were trained on enormous amounts of text —
books, websites, code, conversations, research papers. During training, the model was repeatedly
shown text with a word removed and asked to predict what goes there. Billions of times. Across
billions of examples.

How AI Actually Works
Plain English: When you type a message to an AI, it doesn't "think" or "know"
things. It predicts the most likely next words based on patterns it learned from
enormous amounts of text. Understanding this one idea changes how you use it.

“

The simplest explanation that's still true

Why "trained on text" matters

/resources/glossary/
https://books.informationgeek.org/concepts/tokenization-and-context-windows


This is why AI can write in any style, answer questions about almost any topic, and generate code
in dozens of languages. It's seen patterns in all of those domains.

But it also means:

AI doesn't "know" facts. It learned that certain words tend to follow other words in
certain contexts. When it tells you that Paris is the capital of France, it's not retrieving a
fact from a database — it's producing the statistically likely continuation of your question.
This is also why it can confidently state things that are wrong. (See: Why AI Gets Things
Wrong)
Training has a cutoff date. The model learned from text up to a certain point. It doesn't
know what happened after that unless it has access to search tools or uploaded
documents.
It reflects the patterns in its training data. Including the biases, the common
phrasings, and the popular opinions. AI doesn't have its own perspective — it has a
statistical average of human text.

You don't need to memorize the full AI taxonomy, but understanding three distinctions helps:

AI is the broadest term — any system that performs tasks typically requiring human intelligence.
Your email spam filter is AI. Siri is AI. A chess engine is AI.

Machine learning is a subset — systems that learn from data rather than following pre-written
rules. Instead of programming "if the email contains 'Nigerian prince,' mark as spam," you show
the system thousands of spam and non-spam emails and let it figure out the patterns.

Large Language Models (LLMs) are what you interact with when you use ChatGPT, Claude, or
Gemini. They're a specific type of deep learning model trained on text, using an architecture called
a "transformer." When people say "AI" in 2026, they usually mean this.

For the purposes of this playbook, when we say "AI," we mean the tools you actually use — the
chat interfaces, the built-in AI features in your apps, the models you can give instructions to. The
engineering details are fascinating (and if you want them, XueCodex goes deep), but you don't
need them to build AI fluency.

Understanding that AI predicts rather than knows changes your approach in practical ways:

The three types you'll encounter

What this means for how you use AI

https://books.informationgeek.org/concepts/why-ai-gets-things-wrong
https://books.informationgeek.org/concepts/why-ai-gets-things-wrong
https://xuecodex.tech/docs


Give it more context, not less. The model predicts based on what's in front of it. A vague
prompt gives it less to work with, so predictions are more generic. A detailed prompt with context,
examples, and constraints gives it much better patterns to follow. This is why prompt engineering
matters.

Verify, don't trust. Since the model is generating plausible text rather than retrieving verified
facts, you need to check outputs — especially for specific claims, numbers, dates, and citations.
The Fact-Check Habit exercise builds this skill.

It's a collaborator, not an oracle. AI is most useful when you bring judgment and it brings
speed and breadth. You know your context, your goals, your stakeholders. It can process
information, generate options, and stress-test your thinking faster than you can alone.

Different models have different strengths. GPT, Claude, and Gemini are trained differently, on
different data, with different priorities. A prompt that works brilliantly in one may flop in another.
This is why the playbook is tool-agnostic — we teach capabilities, not product-specific tricks.

Why AI Gets Things Wrong — what hallucinations are and why they happen
The Fact-Check Habit — your first exercise in working with AI critically

Where to go next

https://books.informationgeek.org/concepts/prompt-engineering-basics
https://books.informationgeek.org/exercises/ethical-prompting/ep-basic-01
https://books.informationgeek.org/concepts/why-ai-gets-things-wrong
https://books.informationgeek.org/exercises/ethical-prompting/ep-basic-01


Here's a pattern you may recognize: you type something into an AI tool, get a mediocre response,
and think "AI isn't that useful." But the problem usually isn't the AI — it's the prompt.

A vague prompt gives AI very little to work with. "Write something about marketing" could go in a
thousand directions. "Write a 200-word email to my team explaining why we're shifting our Q2
campaign focus from brand awareness to lead generation, using a direct but supportive tone" gives
the model enough context to produce something genuinely useful.

The difference between mediocre and excellent AI output is almost always in the prompt. And the
good news is that the underlying techniques are simple to learn.

This is the most impactful improvement most people can make. Compare:

Vague prompt Specific prompt

"Summarize this document" "Summarize this document in 3 bullet points, focusing on
budget implications for our team"

"Write a response to this email" "Write a professional but warm reply declining the meeting
request, suggesting an async alternative"

"Help me with my presentation" "Give me 5 compelling opening lines for a presentation
about remote work to an audience of skeptical middle
managers"

Prompt Engineering Basics
Plain English: Prompt engineering is the skill of giving AI clear, structured
instructions that get useful results. It's not about memorizing "magic prompts"
— it's about clear thinking. If you can write a good brief for a colleague, you can
write a good prompt.

“

Why this matters

The core techniques

Be specific about what you want



You're not writing code. You're writing a brief — the same way you'd brief a colleague who's smart
but doesn't know your context.

Telling AI who it is changes the quality of its output dramatically. This is the foundation of the Your
First AI Team Meeting exercise.

Why this works: it constrains the model's vast knowledge to a specific perspective and expertise
level. Without a role, AI defaults to generic helpfulness. With a role, it brings a point of view.

If you want AI to produce output in a specific format or style, show it what good looks like:

Two or three examples are usually enough. The AI picks up the pattern — format, tone, judgment
criteria — from your examples rather than having to guess what you mean.

For complex questions, adding "think step by step" or "show your reasoning" dramatically improves
accuracy. This is called chain-of-thought prompting:

Give AI a role (system prompts)

You are a senior financial analyst reviewing a startup's pitch deck.

Focus on: revenue model assumptions, burn rate, and market size claims.

Be skeptical but constructive. Flag anything that seems unrealistic.

Show examples (few-shot prompting)

Classify each customer comment as POSITIVE, NEGATIVE, or NEUTRAL.

Comment: "Love the new dashboard, it's so much faster"

Classification: POSITIVE

Comment: "The update broke my saved filters"

Classification: NEGATIVE

Comment: "I noticed you changed the sidebar layout"

Classification: NEUTRAL

Comment: "Can't believe you removed the export feature, this is useless now"

Classification:

Ask for step-by-step reasoning

https://books.informationgeek.org/exercises/agent-collaboration/ac-basic-01
https://books.informationgeek.org/exercises/agent-collaboration/ac-basic-01


Without the step-by-step instruction, AI often jumps to a wrong answer on multi-step problems.
With it, the model works through the math visibly, and you can check each step.

When your prompt has multiple parts — context, instructions, content to process — use clear
structure to separate them:

This matters because AI processes your entire prompt as one stream of text. Without clear
separation, it might confuse your instructions with the content you're asking it to analyze.
Delimiters (like headers, brackets, or triple backticks) prevent this.

Mistake Why it fails Better approach

"Write something good about X" Too vague — "good" means nothing
to a model

Specify length, audience, tone, and
purpose

Putting instructions after the content AI may lose track of late instructions
in long prompts

Instructions first, content second

Asking for everything at once Quality drops when the task is too
broad

Break complex tasks into smaller
prompts, chain the outputs

A company has 150 employees. They're cutting 12% of staff across

three departments: Engineering (80 people), Sales (45 people),

and Operations (25 people). The cuts should be proportional

to department size.

Think step by step: how many people are cut from each department?

Structure your prompt clearly

## Context

I'm a project manager preparing for a stakeholder review meeting tomorrow.

## The document

[paste document here]

## What I need

1. Three key risks I should be prepared to discuss

2. One piece of good news I can lead with

3. Any numbers that seem inconsistent and should be double-checked

Common mistakes



Mistake Why it fails Better approach

No examples for ambiguous tasks The model interprets differently than
you expect

Add 2–3 examples of what you want

Accepting the first output First drafts are rarely best Ask for revisions: "Make this more
concise" or "Rewrite focusing on X"

Most AI tools let you adjust "temperature" — how creative vs. predictable the output is. You may
not always have direct access to this setting, but understanding it helps:

Setting Behavior Good for

Low (precise) Picks the most predictable words Factual Q&A, classification, code, data
extraction

Medium Balanced General writing, summarization,
analysis

High (creative) More varied and surprising Brainstorming, creative writing,
generating diverse options

Temperature doesn't change what the AI knows — it changes how it samples from possibilities. Low
temperature = safe, predictable choices. High temperature = more variety, more risk of weirdness.

Every exercise in this playbook is, at some level, a prompt engineering exercise. Here's how the
techniques map:

Technique You'll practice it in

Giving AI a role Your First AI Team Meeting — dual expert roles

Being specific The Reusable Prompt — building prompts worth keeping

Showing examples The Prompt Chain — structured multi-step outputs

Step-by-step reasoning The Signal in the Noise — extracting structured insight

Clear structure The Framework Transplant — complex reframing prompts

Iterating on output The Fact-Check Habit — pushing back on AI responses

Temperature: creativity vs. precision

How this connects to the playbook

https://books.informationgeek.org/exercises/agent-collaboration/ac-basic-01
https://books.informationgeek.org/exercises/workflow-automation/wa-basic-01
https://books.informationgeek.org/exercises/workflow-automation/wa-intermediate-01
https://books.informationgeek.org/exercises/insight-synthesis/is-basic-01
https://books.informationgeek.org/exercises/cross-domain-reframing/cdr-intermediate-01
https://books.informationgeek.org/exercises/ethical-prompting/ep-basic-01


Before you look for a fancier tool, try a better prompt. This is the cheapest, fastest way to improve
your AI output:

Most people are somewhere between "use defaults" and "better prompts." Moving up just one level
— from vague prompts to structured, specific prompts with roles and examples — is where the
biggest improvement happens.

The Reusable Prompt — build a prompt you'll actually use again
Your First AI Team Meeting — practice role-based prompting

The hierarchy of AI improvement

Most effort:  Train a custom model

              Fine-tune an existing model

              RAG (give AI access to your documents)

              Better prompts  ← start here

Least effort: Use defaults and hope for the best

Where to go next

https://books.informationgeek.org/exercises/workflow-automation/wa-basic-01
https://books.informationgeek.org/exercises/agent-collaboration/ac-basic-01


When you type a message to AI, it doesn't see words the way you do. It breaks your text into
smaller pieces called tokens. Sometimes a token is a whole word. Sometimes it's a piece of a
word. Sometimes it's just punctuation.

For example:

"Hello" → 1 token
"Tokenization" → might become "Token" + "ization" → 2 tokens
"I'm building a workflow" → roughly 5 tokens

A rough rule of thumb: 1 token ≈ ¾ of a word in English. So 1,000 words is roughly 1,300 tokens.
A 10-page document is roughly 4,000–5,000 tokens.

Why does this matter to you? Because every AI tool charges by tokens and limits by tokens. When
you hit a message length limit, get a "conversation too long" error, or notice AI "forgetting" things
you said earlier — that's all about tokens.

The context window is the total number of tokens the AI can process at once. Think of it as a
whiteboard: everything in your conversation — your messages, the AI's responses, any documents
you've uploaded, the system prompt — all has to fit on this whiteboard. When it's full, things start
falling off the other end.

Current context window sizes (as of early 2026):

Tokenization & Context
Windows

Plain English: AI doesn't read words — it reads "tokens" (word chunks). Every
AI tool has a limit on how many tokens it can handle at once. This is the context
window, and it's the single biggest constraint on what AI can do for you.

“

What tokens actually are

The context window: AI's working
memory



Model Context window Roughly equivalent to

Claude (Anthropic) 200K tokens ~150,000 words — a full novel

GPT-4o (OpenAI) 128K tokens ~96,000 words

Gemini 1.5 Pro (Google) 1M+ tokens ~750,000 words — multiple books

These numbers sound enormous, but they fill up faster than you'd think. A long conversation with
back-and-forth responses, a few uploaded documents, and a detailed system prompt can eat
through 200K tokens in a working session.

Long conversations degrade. If you've noticed AI giving worse answers later in a conversation
than at the beginning, this is why. As the context window fills up, the model has more text to
process and older information gets less "attention." Starting a fresh conversation for a new topic
isn't a sign of failure — it's good practice.

Uploaded documents have limits. When you upload a PDF or paste a long document, it
consumes context window space. A 50-page report might use 20,000+ tokens, leaving less room
for your actual questions and the AI's responses. If you're working with long documents, consider
summarizing or extracting the relevant sections first.

"AI forgot what I said" is usually a context issue. AI doesn't have memory between
conversations (unless you're using features like Claude's Projects or custom GPTs that provide
persistent context). Even within a conversation, if you're 30 messages in, the AI may lose track of
something you said at the beginning because it's being pushed out of the active window.

This is why the Handoff Protocol exercise matters. When you learn to structure handoffs
between AI sessions — summarizing context, carrying forward the essential information — you're
working around context window limits intelligently.

Start fresh for new topics. Don't keep one mega-conversation running for everything. A new
topic deserves a new conversation with focused context.

Front-load the important stuff. Put your most critical instructions, context, and constraints at
the beginning of your prompt. Information at the start and end of the context window gets more
"attention" than information buried in the middle.

Summarize before you continue. If a conversation is getting long and you want to keep going,
ask the AI to summarize the key decisions and context so far, then start a new conversation with

Why this matters for your work

Practical tips

https://books.informationgeek.org/exercises/agent-collaboration/ac-intermediate-01


that summary.

Use persistent context features. Claude Projects, custom GPTs, and system prompts let you set
context that persists across messages without eating into your per-message token budget. The
Handoff Protocol exercise teaches you to design these.

Be selective with document uploads. Instead of uploading a 100-page document and asking a
question, extract the 5 relevant pages. You'll get better answers and use less of your context
budget.

Prompt Engineering Basics — how to make the most of limited context
The Handoff Protocol — practice managing context across AI sessions

Where to go next

https://books.informationgeek.org/exercises/agent-collaboration/ac-intermediate-01
https://books.informationgeek.org/concepts/prompt-engineering-basics
https://books.informationgeek.org/exercises/agent-collaboration/ac-intermediate-01


Let's start with what AI fluency is not:

Not "prompt engineering." Prompting is one skill within a much broader capability.
Knowing how to phrase a request is useful. Knowing when to trust the response, when to
push back, and how to integrate AI into your actual work — that's fluency.
Not "knowing how AI works technically." You don't need to understand transformer
architectures or attention mechanisms to use AI well. (Though if you're curious, How AI
Actually Works covers the essentials, and XueCodex goes deep.)
Not "using ChatGPT sometimes." Pasting text into an AI tool and accepting what
comes back is AI awareness, not fluency. It's the difference between knowing a language
exists and actually being able to think in it.

Here's what we mean:

The key words are intentionally and real work. An AI-fluent person doesn't just use AI when it's
convenient. They know which parts of their work benefit from AI, which don't, and they can explain
why. They have habits, not just tricks.

We've broken AI fluency into five concrete capabilities. These aren't abstract categories — they're
things you do:

What We Mean by AI Fluency
For: Anyone who wants to understand what AI fluency actually is, why it matters
for generalists, and how this playbook helps you build it. This is the page you
send to your manager, your team, or your skeptical friend.

“

AI fluency is not what you think it is

AI fluency is the ability to work with AI effectively, ethically, and
intentionally across your real work — not as a novelty, but as a core
part of how you think, decide, and deliver.

“

Five dimensions of fluency

/concepts/how-ai-actually-works/
/concepts/how-ai-actually-works/
https://xuecodex.tech/docs


Pillar What it means What it looks like

Insight Synthesis Extracting meaning from noise You use AI to surface patterns across
50 customer feedback entries, then
apply your domain knowledge to
decide what actually matters

Workflow Automation Designing AI-augmented processes You've identified the 3 tasks you do
weekly that don't need your brain,
and you've automated 2 of them

Cross-Domain Reframing Bridging perspectives and adapting
ideas

You translate a technical AI
recommendation into language your
finance team can evaluate and act on

Agent Collaboration Working alongside AI with clear roles You've set up AI as a persistent
collaborator that knows your work
context, not a blank chatbot you re-
explain things to every time

Ethical Prompting & Judgment Responsible, transparent, critical use You can explain to a stakeholder why
you trusted an AI output in one case
and overrode it in another

These aren't separate skills you learn in sequence. They overlap and reinforce each other. Every
real AI-fluent action involves two or three of these at once. When you use AI to synthesize research
(Insight Synthesis), reframe it for a different audience (Cross-Domain Reframing), and verify its
claims before publishing (Ethical Prompting) — that's fluency in action.

We didn't invent the idea of AI fluency. The 4D framework — Delegation, Description, Discernment,
Diligence — developed by Prof. Joseph Feller and Prof. Rick Dakan and taught in Anthropic's free AI
Fluency course covers similar territory from an academic foundations angle. UNESCO's AI
competency frameworks and HR competency models that now include AI fluency alongside data
literacy echo the same patterns.

The convergence is telling: across different frameworks, effective AI use requires both practical
capability and judgment. Our five pillars are one way to organize that — designed specifically for
generalists who need to practice, not just understand.

A rough mapping:

Delegation (deciding what to hand to AI) ↔ Agent Collaboration & Workflow Automation
Description (communicating clearly with AI) ↔ Insight Synthesis & Cross-Domain
Reframing
Discernment & Diligence (evaluating and verifying) ↔ Ethical Prompting & Judgment

How this connects to other frameworks

https://books.informationgeek.org/pillars/insight-synthesis
https://books.informationgeek.org/pillars/workflow-automation
https://books.informationgeek.org/pillars/cross-domain-reframing
https://books.informationgeek.org/pillars/agent-collaboration
https://books.informationgeek.org/pillars/ethical-prompting
https://anthropic.skilljar.com/ai-fluency-framework-foundations
https://anthropic.skilljar.com/ai-fluency-framework-foundations


If you want the academic foundations, take Anthropic's free course — it's excellent. This playbook
picks up where courses leave off: it's where you practice fluency in your actual work.

AI fluency courses and frameworks are everywhere. Most of them target developers, data
scientists, or "everyone" — which in practice means they're either too technical or too generic.
Here's why generalists need something different.

Modern competency models now place AI fluency alongside business acumen and data literacy as
a core capability. Specialists can get by without it for a while because their deep domain expertise
carries them. Generalists don't have that luxury. Your value comes from working across multiple
domains, and AI is now part of every one of them. Marketing, operations, strategy, project
management, communications. It's already there, whether you invited it or not.

Yes, AI fluency lets you handle routine work faster. But the bigger change is what you do with the
reclaimed time and attention. The AI-fluent generalist doesn't just work faster; they work on
different things. They focus on empathy, ethical reasoning, contextual judgment, relationship
building — the capabilities AI can't replace.

That's the shift — not doing the same work faster, but doing different work entirely.

Generalists oversee processes across teams. When AI is involved in those processes — and
increasingly it is — someone needs to ensure quality and accountability. Three capabilities matter:

Decision ownership: Knowing when AI is advisory and when the human is accountable
Interpretation: Assessing whether AI output is relevant and accurate in this specific
context
Transparency: Being able to explain AI-assisted decisions to people who didn't see the
process

These map directly to our Ethical Prompting & Judgment pillar, and they're the reason that pillar
exists even though it's where people score highest on the quiz. Confidence without rigor is the

Why this matters for generalists
specifically

You can't opt out

The real shift isn't speed

Someone has to maintain standards

https://books.informationgeek.org/pillars/ethical-prompting


most dangerous pattern in AI use.

Generalists work across departments. AI fluency helps you spot automation opportunities,
collaboration patterns, and synthesis needs that specialists in one domain might not see. A
marketing person doesn't notice the overlap between their weekly competitor report and the sales
team's pipeline analysis. A generalist who works with both does — and can connect them with AI.

This is Cross-Domain Reframing in action, and it's one of the most valuable things a generalist
brings to any organization.

There's a growing divide between passive users ("I paste into ChatGPT and use whatever comes
back") and active shapers ("I've designed how AI fits into my team's workflow"). AI-fluent
generalists become the people who lead adoption, not just follow it. They're the ones who say
"here's how we should use this" rather than "I guess we should try this." That's the difference
between using a tool and being fluent in a capability.

This isn't a course. There's no start-to-finish curriculum, no final exam, no certificate. It's a
handbook — designed to be picked up when you need it, started wherever makes sense, and
revisited as you grow.

Here's how the pieces fit together:

Self-assessment → targeted practice → reflection

1. Start with the quiz. The AI Skills Quiz takes a few minutes and maps your current
strengths across all five pillars. It tells you where you have the most room to grow — and
for most people, that's Agent Collaboration (community average: 51%).

2. Read the pillar that matters most. Each pillar page is a complete guide: what the
capability looks like in real work, common myths, how the levels feel from the inside, and
real stories from people like you. You don't have to start at basic — start where you are.

3. Do an exercise. Every exercise has three entry points based on how you learn:
�� Jump in — for people who learn by doing (42% of quiz takers)
�� Plan first — for people who want structure before action (25%)
�� Why this matters — for people who need to understand the strategic context
(23%)

You spot opportunities others miss

The gap is widening

How this playbook helps you build it

https://books.informationgeek.org/pillars/cross-domain-reframing
https://aiskillsquiz.com
https://books.informationgeek.org/pillars/agent-collaboration


4. Reflect and connect. Exercises include reflection questions that help you see how this
connects to your real work and other pillars. This is where learning turns into lasting
capability.

5. Read further. Curated resources — all human-vetted, no AI slop — deepen specific topics
when you're ready.

The concept pages (How AI Actually Works, Why AI Gets Things Wrong, Prompt Engineering Basics)
give you the foundational knowledge that makes everything else click.

Take the AI Skills Quiz for a personalized recommendation, or start with your lowest-scoring pillar
— that's where you'll see the most growth. If you want to understand the foundations first, read the
concept pages starting with How AI Actually Works.

This playbook is part of Generalist World. It's open, evolving, and built on the belief that AI fluency
is for everyone — not just engineers.

Where to start

/concepts/how-ai-actually-works/
https://books.informationgeek.org/concepts/why-ai-gets-things-wrong
https://books.informationgeek.org/concepts/prompt-engineering-basics
https://aiskillsquiz.com
https://books.informationgeek.org/concepts/how-ai-actually-works
https://generalistworld.com


When AI writes something incorrect, people call it a "hallucination." The word is a bit misleading —
it implies the AI is seeing things that aren't there, like a glitch. What's actually happening is simpler
and more important to understand:

AI generates the most statistically likely next words based on patterns in its training data. It has no
mechanism to check whether what it's producing is true. It doesn't "know" things the way you
know your own phone number. It produces text that looks and sounds like correct text, because it
learned from millions of examples of correct text.

This means:

It can write a perfectly formatted citation for a paper that doesn't exist — because it's
learned the pattern of what citations look like.
It can confidently state a statistic that's completely fabricated — because it's generating a
plausible number in a plausible context.
It can describe a product feature that was never built — because the description sounds
like something that could exist.

The AI isn't lying to you. Lying requires knowing the truth and choosing to say something different.
AI doesn't know the truth. It's generating plausible text. That's a crucial distinction.

Hallucinations aren't random. They follow predictable patterns:

Specific facts, numbers, and dates. Ask AI for a general explanation of how photosynthesis
works and it'll be accurate. Ask it for the exact year a specific obscure paper was published and it
might invent one. The more specific and verifiable the claim, the more you need to check it.

Why AI Gets Things Wrong
Plain English: AI produces confident-sounding text that is sometimes
completely wrong. This isn't a bug — it's a fundamental feature of how these
systems work. Knowing why it happens is the single most important thing you
can learn about working with AI.

“

What's actually happening

When it's most likely to go wrong



Citations and sources. AI is particularly bad at this. It will confidently produce author names,
paper titles, journal names, and URLs that look real but don't exist. Never trust an AI-generated
citation without verifying it.

Recent events. AI models have a training cutoff date. If you ask about something that happened
after that date and the AI doesn't have search access, it may either say it doesn't know (good) or
generate a plausible-sounding answer (dangerous).

Niche or specialized domains. AI performs best on topics that appeared frequently in its training
data. Mainstream topics in English have dense coverage. Obscure or specialized topics —
especially in other languages — have less, so the model has fewer patterns to draw from and is
more likely to fill gaps with plausible-sounding fabrications.

When you push it. If you insist the AI answer a question it's uncertain about, or tell it "you must
provide an answer," it will comply — by generating something. AI tools generally don't have a
strong instinct to say "I don't know." Some are better than others, but the pressure to produce
output is built into the system.

This is the part that trips people up. When a human says something confidently, you assume they
believe it and probably have some basis for it. When AI says something confidently, it means
nothing — confidence is the default mode.

The model isn't more certain about accurate statements than inaccurate ones. It generates all text
with the same fluent, authoritative tone because that's the pattern in its training data. Well-written
text sounds confident. The model produces well-written text. Therefore, everything it produces
sounds confident — including the wrong things.

This is why the philosopher Harry Frankfurt's essay "On Bullshit" is on our Further Reading page.
Frankfurt distinguishes between lying (knowing the truth and hiding it) and bullshitting (not caring
whether something is true). AI is, technically, the world's most sophisticated bullshit generator. Not
because it's trying to deceive you, but because truth and falsehood aren't categories it operates in.
It operates in plausibility.

The good news: once you understand this, you can work with it effectively. The Fact-Check Habit
and Verification Checklist exercises build these skills in practice. Here's the framework:

Treat AI output as a first draft, not a final answer. This shift in mindset is the most important
thing. AI gives you a starting point — fast, broad, often useful. Your job is to validate, refine, and

Why it sounds so confident

What you can do about it
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apply judgment.

Cross-reference specific claims. If the AI states a fact, a statistic, or a date that matters to your
work, verify it with a primary source. This takes 30 seconds and prevents the kind of embarrassing
errors that erode trust.

Watch for the patterns above. You now know when hallucinations are most likely. Apply extra
scrutiny to specific facts, citations, recent events, and niche topics.

Ask the AI to flag its uncertainty. Adding "If you're not sure about something, say so" to your
prompt doesn't guarantee honesty, but it does help some models hedge appropriately rather than
fabricating with confidence.

Use AI features that ground responses in sources. Tools like Perplexity, Claude with web
search, or ChatGPT with browsing can cite where they found information. This doesn't eliminate
errors, but it gives you something to check against.

Don't ask AI to be your only source. AI is best when it's one input among several — when
you're using it alongside your own expertise, your colleagues' perspectives, and verified data. The
Multi-Source Brief exercise practices exactly this.

Understanding hallucinations isn't just about catching mistakes. It fundamentally shapes how you
think about AI's role in your work:

It's why the Ethical Prompting & Judgment pillar exists — because using AI responsibly
requires knowing its limitations.
It's why human oversight matters in any AI workflow — and why the most advanced
exercises in this playbook always include human checkpoints.
It's why AI fluency is more than just "knowing how to prompt" — it's knowing when to
trust, when to verify, and when to override.

The Fact-Check Habit — practice catching AI mistakes in 15 minutes
Prompt Engineering Basics — techniques that reduce (but never eliminate) hallucinations

The bigger picture

Where to go next
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