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​OVERVIEW​

​The  rapid advances in AI technology make me wary of effects on the next​
​generation even if they are not evident in my lifetime.This submission  is​
​intended to advocate on their behalf.​
​I am a retired educator, a  member of interrelated  advocacy organizations  for​
​social justice, climate, human rights.It is now part of my daily life to advocate for​
​social justice. AI touches all these areas  either as an aid or a threat to  human​
​and climate justice to an extent I probably cannot appreciate.​

​Guiding questions  to frame any such reflection:​

​Who or what benefits?​
​Who or what  pays?​
​Who  profits?​
​Who is in charge?​
​What are the implications of  a technology that has the potential for both  good​
​and  harm ?​
​What is the intention,  stated or unstated, and what is the behaviour of those​
​developing and implementing the various forms of AI?​

​Considerations:​
​●​ ​The human factor must judge the justice of AI as a  tool or weapon? Does​

​the tool serve or is it served? Any  tool can create or kill.​
​●​ ​Climate damage  caused by AI is not well understood and must be a​

​factor in the extent to which we embrace AI.​
​●​ ​Lack of understanding of what AI is on the part of the general public.​
​●​ ​The appeal to profiteers  is a red flag.​
​●​ ​The temptation to use a tool  just because it is there and justify its misuse​

​is a  concern.e.g. such as surveillance​



​●​ ​There is the danger of misinformation where the public depends on​
​information to make wise decisions.There is much evidence for this​
​already.​

​AI’s Impact on your life?​

​To the extent I am aware, the direct impacts are in areas of daily life: health,​
​consumer activities, consumption of news and current events, art, banking,​
​personal administration,education, navigation and transportation.​
​There is little negative effect for now other than annoyance.​
​AI is not always efficient; often it is the opposite.​
​Mistakes are inevitable and I am concerned for the larger scale  in the​
​unregulated use of AI.​
​Who is responsible  when AI is inept and causes problems like  the wrong job​
​applicant getting hired, health misdiagnoses, a student refused entry, the wrong​
​immigrant getting deported, the wrong citizen getting arrested?​

​Impact on community and organizations?​

​In the areas of individual life  and  civil society mentioned above, fellow citizens​
​may be subject to AI interventions in day to day activities with or without their​
​knowledge. It may be making their lives more efficient or may impede their​
​privacy or access to reliable life changing or life saving  information.​
​As for organizations  where I am a  participant, the concern is that AI can be​
​used to monitor legitimate dissent and make groups and individuals vulnerable to​
​actions against them,inspiring decisions as to  who or what activities are​
​considered dangerous. This leads to hesitancy, and often even fear, to participate​
​in citizen activity which is their right.​

​Dissent has become a danger. This has been a growing concern even as early​
​as the Harper years in my memory and experience.​

​I use AI  as little as possible when I have a conscious decision to make.. I​
​bypass AI summaries on the internet. I  do not use any services offered to assist​



​with writing documents on a computer. When possible I choose human​
​interaction over AI as I understand it.​

​How has AI been used on me?​

​That is hard to discern as it seems to be pervasive but elusive.I am sure it is​
​used  on a regular basis without my knowledge or understanding.​
​There may be legitimate uses, such as income tax or health or financial​
​information analysis, political activity for analysis of affiliation or voting.​
​Investments over which I have little control contribute financially  to AI​
​development in ways I likely would  not approve.​

​Do I go out of my way to avoid AI?​

​To the extent possible especially  where I perceive it as a misused tool or a​
​danger.​

​PROBLEMS with AI​

​My key concerns are the rights of citizens to some degree of justice and privacy.​
​We must decide and act on  whether AI is a tool to enhance  life or  a means​
​exert power  and extract profit without a legitimate purpose.​

​Only recently did I appreciate the climatic factors of AI in its dependence on​
​resources both minerals and water. That information is becoming more public.​
​AI systems  have the potential to  pollute and  divert resources.​
​I include myself in the general public which  exhibits a general lack of​
​understanding about what AI is. Learning about it requires an investment of time​
​and effort.​
​There seems to be a lack of control over a tool that could be useful or dangerous.​

​Use cases?​



​Worthwhile cases where the tool benefits  quality of life and prospects for  health,​
​justice, creativity and communication and minimizing  negative effects on the​
​environment  are not a danger in my mind.​
​Banning a tool that will promote climate health and meet human basic needs​
​does not make sense.​

​Should AI  be banned entirely?​

​No, any more than medicine or any technology  that cures or builds should be​
​banned.​

​How to support worthwhile cases?​

​Legislation and public oversight where there is a risk that human oversight,​
​voluntary restraint or common sense will not be exercised.​
​Is the use of AI useful or trivial? What are the impacts?​
​Research and discernment must  precede legislation.​
​The ministry must be guided by information that does not serve commercial​
​purposes and definitely not sinister purposes.​

​Missing from the discussion​

​●​ ​A balanced view of the potential for good or harm.​
​AI has a wide range of uses that are annoying at best, automated messages  as​
​an example. Frightening at worst. Abuse of the vulnerable and  military use as​
​examples among many.​

​●​ ​Public education on the matter with information, not promotion of a product​
​or commodity, is needed.​

​●​ ​The  tendency to create a need or a solution to a problem that does not​
​exist​

​●​ ​Environmental impact in the amount of water  and power required  to run​
​data centres. This is not well appreciated by the public; there is some​
​understanding of the role of extractive industries ( e.g. Coltan nickel​



​copper) as they are highlighted in the Projects of National Interest​
​initiatives.​

​RECOMMENDATIONS​

​That  the government sees the issue as pertinent enough to the  well being of the​
​public to establish a ministry is somewhat assuring .​

​●​ ​National Strategy and public policy based on neutral and wide​
​consultation.​

​●​ ​It is likely  there are already policies in place and regulations that would​
​govern AI without having to create new ones.​

​●​ ​Any strategy would have to  avoid  corporate pressure to advance a​
​harmful product and not  be governed by the present hysterical passion​
​shown in the  promotion  of  the technology or the  fear of it.​

​●​ ​Unbiased and accessible public information on what AI is and its impact​
​on citizens present and not yet realized.​

​Case studies based on recent events:​

​Dangers to Democracy:​
​The small town of Olds, Alberta (population  less than 10,000 recently learned​
​that a data centre was to be built in its area. No consultation, no approval, no​
​information through  public channels.  Local resources  of land and water would​
​be used without their permission and likely at local cost.​

​Dangers  of AI  to life and safety, particularly for  young people.​

​The Tumbler Ridge  tragedy  has a connection to CHat GP?​



​I am not a user and my knowledge is slender,so apparently  is that of our​
​government ministers.​
​Ministers Miller and Solomon looked visibly shaken as  well they should have​
​been when it was revealed that  the tragedy might have been averted if CHat​
​GPT had  alerted the authorities of the likelihood of violence by this very troubled​
​perpetrator.​
​This, to me, is an example of the dangers and heavy responsibility of such​
​technology and the adult public’s duty to monitor and intervene.​

​Dangers to dissenters,​
​As a member of Amnesty International, I realize the pattern over the last few​
​years of  dissenters who are using digital technology are putting themselves in​
​great danger but exercising their right to dissent according to accepted​
​conventions. The public has become aware of the spyware that is current and​
​coming into the market.​
​Dangers to citizens’ financial wellbeing and security​
​.  Pension investments in AI technology are made without the knowledge and​
​consent of the investors.​

​CLOSING COMMENT  Related to the cases in point described above I offer the​
​following quote from Nora Loreto’s “ Corporate Control” ( Canada in Decline:​
​Book Two)​

​“The invisible hands of Canada's billionaires guide political decisions to help their​
​own wealth grow and we are left to survive in the firing line of their priorities.”​
​The unbalanced consultations by Minister Solomon is a concern to any citizen​
​who becomes aware of this seemingly complex process.​


