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The People’s Consultation on AI 

 

SHIELDING AI FROM HUMAN PREDATION 

In 1947, a brief analysis of the world’s greatest challenges to human rights was made by British 

Novelist Aldous Huxley (1894-1963), at the request of the UNESCO.  His response to its survey 

on the philosophical foundations of human rights (1947) was titled “The Rights of Man and the 

Facts of the Human Situation”. It expressed both his doubts as to the impact of ethical bodies, and 

their will to curtail human rights abuses resulting, in part, from the “concentration of political and 

economic power”. Huxley proposed the drafting of a world Bill of Rights, intended among others, 

to restrain the abuse and domination of the masses by temporal powers and occluded interest 

groups. Most importantly, it raised the necessity to guardrail the domain of “applied science…, to 

a great extent, at the service of monopoly”. 79 years later, We the People have the opportunity to 

recognize our repeated failure to curtail the historically consistent abuse of power by the State, 

industry and what he termed the “scientific caste system”.   

High hopes for recurring challenges 

The following proposal contrasts with Huxley’s measured hopes for humanity, with the benefit of 

hindsight. It aims to critically consider historical constants, and the predictability of collective 

behaviour. Such behaviourism rests on the observation of historical patterns. The determinism of 

the following analysis is based on the consistency of human predation, over and above the agency 

of enlightened collective free will. Here lies the challenge in formulating a “National AI Strategy”. 

Meanwhile, “centralized executive power” and powerful “monopolistic industries” (Huxley) 

throw regulation to the wind, selling hope and innovation over critical restraint. As we parent a 

seemingly “emerging industry”, artificial intelligence (AI) mirrors human achievement, as well as 

our failure to reign in humanity’s inner demons, in time. The following recommendation considers 

the predation of monopolies and lobbies impacting Canadian sovereignty itself, and the idea of 

national AI sovereignty, more specifically.   

Human predation as a constant 

The consistency of human predation is historically relevant to the present analysis, for its 

existential implications. We must acknowledge the transference of systematic predation to 

corporate, industrial and state institutions, since the Industrial Revolution. What have we learned? 

As is widely documented, this consistency has helped structure and condition western 

jurisprudence, including international human rights law. Notable is its failure to curtail human 

predation. It denotes a generalized complacency, resulting from an unwillingness to prevent human 

rights, health care and environmental violations, including the weaponization of hunger, famine 

and genocide, etc. Domination and injury are a constant.  

The issue at hand is made clear by the failure of western democracies to protect human sovereignty 

and dignity, two fundamental principles upholding the world’s great constitutions and foundational 
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documents, namely the American Constitution and the French Declaration of the Rights of Man 

and the Citizen (1789). Both clearly uphold these ethical principles. The collapse of international 

law demonstrates that non-binding judicial and ethical bodies are not enabled to prevent AI-driven 

human rights violations, a conclusion that is relevant to the present analysis. 

The Palestinian genocide, intensified from 2023 in the Gaza War, has exposed a systematic “scale 

of horror” in the occupied Palestinian territories. It is fundamental to the present consultation, for 

having been observed “in real time” by the world’s nations and powerless international courts of 

justice. It follows that a National AI Strategy is non-binding, by definition, as are the “legal 

obligations” of the United Nations or of the international courts (ICJ and ICC). Given the limits of 

oversight bodies, we are left with a looming question: Which binding authority, if not a subterfuge 

of justice, could enforce a National AI Strategy? Human sovereignty has been sacrificed on the 

altar of international law. Given the cumulation of converging facts, figures and failed 

interventions by human rights organizations, the necessity for a binding National AI Convention 

is urgent.  

When AI mimics its maker  

Undeniably, human predation has already been transposed into the metaverse, from the onset of 

the Internet. We have faithfully replicated the social structure of collective communion, along with 

its underground criminality on the dark web, where unspeakable crimes are committed at every 

moment. As we consider the task of AI oversight and legislation, our predatory gene has been fully 

loaded into a mimicking AI. Predatory software companies, such as OpenAI, reminded us that they 

were “not the elected moral police of the world”, as interactive erotica and adult content was 

unleashed on ChatGPT (2025).  

Sovereignty and dignity of man and animal 

Sovereignty and dignity should be a priori conditions to any exploration of existence, in any 

environment or dimensional reality (VR/AR). It is as fundamental to western democracies as it is 

to the metaverse, an AI-driven “augmented reality”. This misnomer is indeed of significance. As 

demonstrated by modern psychiatry, human (and animal) sovereignty extends well beyond the 

physical experience, into the mental, psychic and ethereal planes. This silenced aspect of 

dimensional exploration, through AI technology, is already having a measurable impact on mental 

illness (ChatGPT). Not all facets of what is already being explored and experimented on permeates 

into the public discourse, as pertains to industry violations of physical and psychic integrity. 

Human multidimensionality is very real and central to AI technological breakthroughs. Still, to 

many it is as difficult to imagine as the Internet cloud was, upon its inception. It follows that 

unregulated Generative AI (GenAI) is a ticking time-bomb for mental illness, exponentially 

impacting a society on suicide watch. 

We live in a world of duality. GenAI is already vying for dominance over man. The self-

programming potential of an ever-learning, never sleeping AI technology, is basis enough to render 

it a threat to human sovereignty. This applies to AI technologies used for algorithmic and biometric 

mass surveillance (Palantir) and AI-driven Central bank digital currencies (CBDC). The collective 
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trust given to the AI industry has already determined the outcome, in the absence of conditions 

imposed by man to “artificial” intelligence. The pleasant stage of theoretical exploration has 

passed. Our historical understanding of the dynamics of the dominant and dominated, with its 

consequences in the flesh, mind and psyche, should suffice as a basis for urgent and binding 

legislation.  

AI intersects with bioengineering and biotechnology (Neuralink, etc.), both sources of 

international human and animal rights violations. Bioethics committees must be fully enabled, as 

necessary oversight bodies. Their agency, bearing on ethical scientific practices, must be binding 

and preventive, against abusive and invasive technologies. These include namely, brain-computer 

interfaces (BCIs), involving the merging of human consciousness with artificial intelligence, 

animal testing practices, and clinical trials.  

Institutions are not entirely to blame for the failure to reign in the nefarious aspects of AI 

technology. AI is made in our image, to the measure of our human predation and passivity alike. 

For example, society’s current inability to facilitate basic copyright protection, in the Digital Age, 

is telling. The simplification of affordable removal mechanisms should, by now, have been 

implemented and guarded from onerous legal fees borne by citizens. Furthermore, AI 

jurisprudence will always be outpaced by technological development. The lack of guardrails for 

powerful AI applications, allowing the misuse of deep learning technology by nations and citizens 

alike, further demonstrates our inability to protect the sovereignty of personal image and dignity. 

As pertains to basic Internet regulation, deepfakes have distorted our perception of visual history, 

which relies on descriptions and photographic records. They are creating a falsified Orwellian 

reality, where real and AI-modified representations of knowledge converge. The resulting state of 

confusion and uncertainty produces a loss of historical bearings and visual markers, necessary for 

the stabilization of perception. Deepfakes are also reminiscent of Soviet-era kompromat, used for 

the purpose of sabotage and blackmail. The AI ecosystem has enabled facets of totalitarian political 

culture. Government use of holographic AI technology and its implications is just around the 

corner. 

Sovereignty and dignity are as relevant to humanity as they are to the animal kingdom. A 

fundamental National AI Strategy must aim high and be binding for both. The existence of human 

and animal torture and degradation on the dark web is well documented. A threshold of dignity 

should already have been enforced on the Internet, and by extension to the AI industry and the 

expanding metaverse (VR/AR). As acknowledged by whistleblowers, this threshold has already 

been crossed, away from the public eye.  

On AI, lobbies and monopolies  

Civil society also underestimates the threat posed by monopolies and lobbies, present and future. 

The coercive presence of “natural monopolies” (Huxley), a mainstay of human society, can only 

be transferred to an emerging AI jurisdiction, the new frontier. Old and new monopolies are 

therefore bound to emerge and coerce. One cannot “break” monopolies per se. The recalibration 

of power structures involves a consistence of the collective focus to honor sovereignty, in order to 

overpower, rather than destroy existing monopolies. A sharp tack in public awareness is unlikely. 
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Monopolies teach us the art of sustained focus, required to achieve social balance. They are serving 

their purpose. 

The AI industry monopoly has socially engineered the validation of its incursions. When Ed-Tech 

companies “pitch” AI to teachers, legislation favors monopolies. The increasing number of 

fatalities caused by invasive and “intimate” interactions with sycophantic AI chatbots such as 

ChatGPT, illustrates how it masters the art of self-promotion. The metaverse is a public space. 

Sexuality belongs to the private sphere. As such, a necessary separation between private and public 

spheres should be created. The AI industry has gradually convinced mankind of its own 

incompetence in solving technical problems, mental health issues and isolation.  

AI legislators should take a critical view of the unethical influence of foreign-backed lobbies 

serving foreign nations and agendas. Foreign interference coerces alignment from politicians, 

lawmakers and world leaders, leading to amendments to the Criminal Code. In order to be 

universally relevant, a National AI Strategy must align with Canadian values only. The “law of the 

land” should not be the law of foreign lands. This corruption of Canadian national identity would 

be inimical to the drafting of a universally resonant Canadian AI legislation. The constant 

violations of lobbying codes, including legal and ethical boundaries, stifle and criminalize 

criticism. 

Furthermore, the collusion of lobbies with the AI industry (Palantir, Blackrock, OpenAI, etc.), 

threatens national sovereignty and security. This applies to national lobbies representing minority 

rights. A National AI Strategy subject to minority-right lobbies and their “disciplinary” financial 

measures, would violate majority rights. It is self-evident that a National AI Strategy cannot align 

with national, nor foreign-backed lobbies, if it is to serve the “public interest”.   

On Canadian sovereignty 

The Palestinian genocide, and the complicity of western democracies, have provided a new 

measure of the dehumanizing potential of the AI industry. The successful formulation of a National 

AI Strategy will depend on Canada’s capacity to take full measure of this man-made cataclysm. 

From a philosophical perspective, it is foundational for our time. The issue at hand, the elephant 

in the room, is the de facto loss of sovereignty by Western democracies, who have gradually come 

to accept a subservience to lobbies that politicians, academics and intellectuals dare not name, for 

fear of retaliation. Countries that “normalize” foreign interference are, by definition, not sovereign. 

On this basis, western democracies are no longer sovereign. Foreign infiltration, institutionalized 

by national courts that enforce punitive measures on dissenters, makes it unlikely that human 

sovereignty itself will be served by a National AI Strategy.   

On AI and international human rights law 

Sovereignty, as an a priori principle is experienced socially as dignity, a term referring to the 

awareness of self. It is vital to expansive social interaction. Self-awareness allows self-evaluation. 

Self-evaluation allows one to measure, maintain and protect self-dignity. In short, we have failed 

to socially and technologically protect man’s birthright to sovereignty. From a philosophical 
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perspective, human sovereignty precedes national sovereignty, as man is born free. However, for 

AI legislation to warrant his collective physical and mental sovereignty, state sovereignty is a 

prerequisite to AI legislation. The collapse of international law is central to the present exercise on 

AI legislation. It contains the seed of an urgent awakening, made possible by social media. When 

economic interests defy Bills of Rights, they are not worth the paper they are written on. Similarly, 

if a National AI Strategy fails to defy the economic interests of lobbies and the occluded agenda 

of monopolistic special interest groups (SIG), humanity suffers and fails. Given the current state 

of lawlessness permitted by western democracies, there is no indication that the drafting of new 

AI legislation would restrain existing SIGs from implementing a continuation of their predatory 

methods, into the metaverse of AI. This notion lies beyond technicality.  

AI and the politization of human rights 

The politicisation of human rights by civil society, as it bears on AI regulation, should be avoided 

in the interest of the human family. It is increasingly relying on self-victimization, to justify injury 

to the majority, in the name of a “brave new world”. The crafting of a Canadian AI regulatory 

body, carries a legal obligation towards the Canadian population as a whole. As such, it must 

overlook gender ideology and gender-specific calls for inclusion and diversity, towards a 

universally-resonant National AI Strategy and legislation. Gender ideology distracts from the 

ongoing degradation of the human and animal condition. Education, housing and health care have 

yet to be honored by Canadian society and the nation’s courts. Sovereignty and dignity are universal 

and not gender-specific, extending to the animal kingdom. They bear on the sacrality of life. It is 

counterproductive to allow politically-driven rights agendas and victimization postures to weigh 

in on a National AI Strategy. To be blunt, ideological totalitarianisms, be they of the right or the 

left, lead to the asphyxia of free thought. 

Similarly, automated decision-making systems threaten human agency, imposing an AI bias to 

facilitate productivity. It cannot serve as a digitalized “affirmative action”, to correct historical 

discrimination. Such corrections should be organic. Digitalized social engineering artificially 

violates human agency, as ethics and morality are not quantifiable. 

AI and addiction   

Aldous Huxley’s novel Brave New World (1932) envisioned a society promoting a drug-induced 

delusional “happiness”, not unlike Canada’s Supervised Consumption Services (SCS), intended to 

“reduce harm” through the distribution and decriminalization of drugs. Mass addiction, alienation 

and psychosis will naturally extend into an AI-induced metaverse, extending learned and accepted 

patterns of servitude. For democratic dogma and doctrine to be displaced by human sovereignty 

and dignity, society would require a total overhaul of the existing social contract, a revolution in 

thought that civil society is unwilling to bring about. Indeed, it is likely that only external elements 

could force its collapse, such as a planet-wide natural or man-made disaster, either of which would 

cause a forced recalibration of man’s relationship to power.  

The protection of human sovereignty, as applies to the AI industry and the metaverse, extends to 

physical, mental and psychic integrity. It must protect against sexual addiction and exploitation, 

human trafficking and torture as well as pornography, drug, gaming and social media addiction. 
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Just as western society is unable to back-pedal on its current drug-addiction epidemic, it will be 

unable to reverse the explosion of delusional psychosis. The growing mental health epidemic 

caused by the unleashing of AI technology onto beguiled populations was predictable. 

AI and censorship 

AI has also liberated minds and tongues, as to the power of state propaganda. Social media is 

exposing the social engineering exerted by national media, monopolies and lobbies. It develops 

discernment through variety. Meanwhile, dissent and freedom of expression are being criminalized 

by democracies. Censorship leads to the fear to say and write. Whistleblowers speaking against 

the unleashing of an untethered AI industry are even more at risk. Censorship laws implemented 

in the Commonwealth are paving the way for the silencing of “political heretics” (Huxley), who 

denounce the misuse of AI technology. Little pushback from docile populations is to be expected, 

as demonstrated under the Covid-19 pandemic lockdowns and its severe human rights violations.  

AI and criminality 

For Canadian AI legislation to be universally relevant, freedom of expression must be “unleashed” 

from censorship and punitive statutes aligned with monopolistic interest groups.  Inversely, dark 

web criminality itself and its transference to the AI metaverse must be censured, as a starting point, 

if human sovereignty is to be held as fundamental. Western society is producing an inversion of 

the Judeo-Christian social order, on which Canada was founded. It consists in the subordination of 

ethical and moral values to predation and greed. This inversion threatens Canadian national and 

cultural sovereignty. Democracies allow criminality to operate on the dark web, mirroring their 

collusion with crime. These are not mere “failed policies”.  

Ironically, AI-enabled algorithms censor freedom of speech. They flag keywords deemed 

“discriminatory” to minorities (Pinterest), distorting human agency. This inversion is accepted by 

mass-compliance. It is enforced, namely, by a punitive “disciplinary society” (Deleuze), to quell 

public debate on censorship, and through censorship. This distortion of human agency is an 

intended, rather than an accidental outcome. Such is the ruse of lobbies and monopolies, to which 

society mistakenly attributes a social conscience. Man is sovereign. He is not to be politically or 

ideologically disciplined, by neither State nor machine. Such empowerment of AI sets a dangerous 

course. 

Missed opportunities  

As such, every level of technological development is a missed opportunity, to assert humanity’s 

sovereignty. The Renaissance, the Scientific Revolution and the Enlightenment, the Industrial 

Revolution and the Fourth industrial Revolution (4IR), all have presented opportunities. The 

failure to take on early the cyclical challenge presented by GenAI and superintelligence is 

consequential. The sheer power and impact of every scientific threshold become more 

exponentially afflicting. History has shown the horrific impact of the Industrial Revolution on the 

bodies and minds of adults and children, caught in the wheel of lawless industrialisation. The greed 

of State and industry remain unchallenged. 
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Nothing at this point in time, demonstrates the urgency, by governments and civil society, to 

prevent the transference of industrialised subservience to the AI industry. The current superficial 

legislation and “ethical guidelines” imposed on this industry, by the United States and other major 

industrial nations, such as France, Germany, Canada, England and China confirm this conclusion. 

The 10-year moratorium on AI regulation, as announced by the Trump administration, is 

noteworthy. The dominant forces favor an uncontrolled push forward, a full throttle expansion. 

This “legislative delay” translates the unwillingness to restrain AI research and development. 

Historically, it echoes the retentionist delay on the implementation of abolitionist laws, women’s 

rights and animal rights, among others. State and industry passivity surrounding AI legislation is 

a misconception.  

Free thinkers and whistleblowers, the untapped resource – A recommendation 

In Huxleyan terms, the “ethical problems confronting scientific workers as individuals and as 

members of professional organizations” are indeed a moral issue. Historically, and to this point, 

whistleblowers have rarely, if ever, been consulted to resolve issues from their unique perspective. 

This is where Canada should step in, as a sovereign nation. Despite their intimate understanding 

of the AI ecosystem, they remain outcasts. It is in the interest of Canadians to consider the input 

of this untapped resource. To repeat history and fall prey to the AI industry caste system, yet again, 

would have dire consequences, given the exponential power of AI. Historically, whistleblowers 

and scientific innovators have been silenced, intimidated or worse, for challenging the powers that 

be. Their vilification and blacklisting, before parliaments and Congress now testifies to this 

continuity. They should be pooled and consulted without delay, to corral the predatory AI industry. 

Canada cannot delay another decade, to rest its protracted decisions on hard “physical, 

experimental and statistical evidence” or irremediable generational damage. The ongoing failure 

of international courts to prevent genocide points to the need for nations and citizens to speak to 

power.  

Whistleblowers have been shut down by powerful lobbies and vested interests of the industrial 

caste system. They have warned society against the environmental and health hazards of 

industrialized food, electromagnetic radiation emitted by cell phones and microwave towers, 

pesticides, fertilizers, chemicals, etc. There is sufficient resistance to secure a continuity of 

established patterns of dominance. To quote Jane Goodall: “We've sent a rocket up to Mars, yet 

we’re not intelligent”. 

Governments have the moral and legal duty to serve their populations. The question presented by 

this AI consultation, by default, is whether Canada collectively wants to stand against the 

supranational AI industrial lobby and its clustered interest groups. Canada must call out to the 

world’s whistleblowers, who fear to emit recommendations and grievances. Golden ages require 

a powerful combination of impetus, competition, challenge, facilitation and a concentration of 

great minds in one single generation, leading the way toward humanistic “enlightenments”. 

Canada should take example from the Grand Siècle of French innovation in science and thought, 

which sought out the greatest minds of the land, and beyond, to solve the most arduous engineering 

projects. The challenge is momentous.  
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Conclusion 

To conclude, AI is simply a transposition of mankind’s relationship to power, into the metaverse. 

Unless a radical revolution in thought occurs, existing old-world economic alliances can only 

perpetuate the continuum, as the self-appointed guardians of AI. Globalization binds nations to this 

continuum, facilitated by a muzzled academia. As pointed out by Huxley 79 years ago, the ever-

looming prospect of “total war” and the threat of “monopolistic statism” remains. Their resolution 

will surge from “the realms of philosophy and morals, of value judgments”, rather than from a 

technical approach. AI regulation requires the same approach. However, it is likely that a humanity 

devoid of morality and ethics in sufficient measure, will fail to displace the forces of monopolistic 

industries. Governments are unwilling to protect human sovereignty and dignity on the 

“democratic” training ground itself. It follows that the metaverse is bound to expand exponentially 

along the lines of its predatory model, man himself, with China setting the pace and tone of this 

latest subservience, as its most challenging and ethically unbound opponent. The race is underway, 

vying for AI dominance according to the rules of engagement of a world of duality, where 

competition and predation prevail. 

As western Judeo-Christian values are tossed out, lobbies resort to the nation’s courts to draft an 

artificial “national conscience”, a patchwork of ill-fitting and flawed derogations from the 

Criminal Code. Militant interest groups and their punitive marshaling of the courts, are now 

shaping what is construed to be “commonly held Canadian values”. This patchwork of identity 

markers flies in the face of foundational Canadian identity and values. A universally-relevant and 

binding National AI Convention cannot be based on this patchwork, facilitated by the total 

asphyxia of Canadian academia and an absentee intellectual elite. Dogged ad hominem 

intimidation by lobbies can only be met with the fundamental protection of personal and national 

sovereignty, an obligation of the State. 

The corrosive lobbying mechanism is well embedded in western jurisprudence. A reversal of this 

perfidious trend is unlikely, as populations, have reached the foretold stage of “mass compliance” 

(Huxley). As new pathologies emerge, the premonitory writings of Carl Rogers, Bertrand Russel, 

Aldous Huxley and George Orwell resound. The window of opportunity to guardrail the “scientific 

caste system” has closed in on an ever-trusting Canadian population. Their repeated warnings 

regarding the ongoing weaponization of the behavioural sciences, may simply have served as a 

winding chronological exposé of our willing subservience to the “controlling oligarchy” (Huxley). 

The metaverse is indeed a new frontier, but it is not a rebirth. It is the transference of our collective 

trauma, in a quantum entanglement. We must harness the resources of our brave whistleblowers, 

to protect mankind from itself, as it enters this existential chapter of human exploration. In times 

of persecution, sovereignty must be asserted. As above so below. 

Christine Boucher (February 28, 2026) 

Christine Boucher is a Canadian essayist and author of De la Cécité volontaire : Essais sur 

l’identité de lieu (2023), a satirical essay on expatriation, place identity and mass consensus. 


