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Introduction

1.

Who are you / what is your organization?
a. Concerned Citizen/ex-silicon valley tech worker

2. Why do you or why does your organization care about this issue—e.g., mandate, work

experience, first-hand impacts?

a. As a society we are at an inflection point, where there is still time to put guardrails
in place to ensure responsible and ethical creation and use of Al. Particularly in
the era of mass disinformation campaigns.

b. With the potential for Al to displace workers, there comes the potential for erosion
of the individual as a tax base. We need to ensure we are shifting taxation to
corporations in order to preserve the welfare state and avoid the further
hyper-concentration of wealth to a few individuals. Thus improving society as a
whole, and ensuring everyone can benefit from technological advancements.

Experiences with and Impacts of Al Technologies

1.

How have Al technologies impacted your life? Feel free to share specific stories,
anecdotes, or experiences (while being mindful of not divulging personally identifying
details about others without their consent). Refer to the list of example Al technologies
provided.

a. The tech sector is currently experiencing mass layoffs with the explanation that
generative Al is making some roles, particularly entry level ones obsolete. Having
worked in the tech sector, many of these cuts were made before the efficiencies
were actually realized, and in many cases the roll out was chaotic, with poor
measures put in place to validate the assumptions made around efficiency.

b. Al has made the use of search engines more subject to users ingesting and
disseminating false information through Al summary features. As an example, |
regularly use Google to validate information | find online with credible sources.
The Al summary that appears sounds very convincing, and while it displays the
sources it cited, it requires users to drill down and validate information, and it also
does not filter or rank validity of sources. In one case | was trying to validate
information on a post from facebook. When | typed my query into google, the Al
summary indicated the information was valid. It was only after expanding the
summary and scrolling that | was shown that the only source used, was the
facebook post | was attempting to validate. This has been improved somewhat by



segregating the Al feature into a separate tab, however there are still no
warnings or guidelines around how to interpret the summary, nor am | aware of
how Google selects or ranks the sources used for the summary.

2. How have Al technologies impacted a community you’re part of or a cause you care
about?

3. How do you, your organization or your community use Al, and how frequently?

a. | occasionally use generative ai to help craft resumes and cover letters in job
applications, and to draft talking points for presentations.

4. How has Al been used on you, your colleagues, or your community? What have been
the impacts of that?

a. | know many employers use it for resume screening, however it is impossible to
say if or how it has impacted my applications as many employers do not indicate
why or how you were screened out or in. Without that transparency, it is hard to
measure the impacts of the usage of Al in the screening process as a candidate.

5. Do you go out of your way to avoid using Al, or certain types of Al (e.g., generative Al, or
paying with cash to avoid your purchase decisions being analyzed)? Why or why not?

a. lavoid using Al to craft posts on social media, or in responding to
communications that are of import to me, as | feel it is important to use my own
voice and critical thinking skills when conveying messages from my perspective. |
also have concerns around the environmental impacts of training LLMs.

b. While | would like to avoid the analysis of my purchasing decisions for
exploitation by corporations, in today’s world paying with cash is not always
practical, possible or cost effective due to ATM withdrawal fees.

6. If you use Al technologies in your personal life around others—such using Al tools as in
your work output or in interpersonal communications, or using Al-enabled devices in
your home or office, do you make a point to disclose that usage to others who may be
impacted (e.g., friends, family, intimate partners, colleagues, visitors)? Why or why not?

a. | use the google nest hub, which leverages google assistant that uses NLP, ML
and task automation to program alerts, timers, turn iOT devices off and on, check
the weather, news etc...

b. Inthe past | have used a Google Nest Doorbell to recognize and announce
deliveries and visitors through computer vision, ML and NLP.

c. People are aware that | have google nest hub in my home, | typically haven’t
used Al to generate content from scratch, | have used it to edit content. | feel that
so long as the content is my own, disclosure for editing isn’t necessary.

Problems and Concerns with Al

1. What are your key concerns with Al, in general, or with specific Al-based technologies?
a. My main concern is that development is moving too quickly for legislation to keep

up, and that governments are prioritizing corporate interests over broad societal
interests. We need to put governance in place that asks questions like:

i. Whatis Al good at?

ii. What is Al better, or more efficient at doing than a human?

iii.  Who does having Al perform this task or function benefit, who does it harm?

iv.  How does having Al perform this task or function impact human

progression?



2. What do you see as the most important or urgent problems with Al, in general? What
about specific Al-based technologies? (Important problems may be those that you think
are the most important, but can be addressed over a longer period of time. Urgent
problems are those you may not think are the most important overall, but must be
addressed right now, or as soon as possible.)

a. Urgent Issues:

Vi.

Inaccurate/biased decision making systems

Deepfakes

Automated decision systems that prioritize corporate interest over the
wellbeing of individuals and betterment of society (i.e. insurance eligibility,
rental pricing etc)

Inaccurate/biased research tools disseminating misinformation and not
leveraging reputable, validated sources

Data storage and usage laws (i.e who can access your data and for what
purposes, such as Ring sharing doorbell video data with ICE, or the US
government being able to demand the sharing of data on US platforms for
citizens of other countries).

Proliferation of data centres, and limiting the number of different “flavours”
of the same Al features/functions to balance against the environmental
impact.

b. Important Issues:

Algorithmic moderation and recommendation features on social media
and ensuring fair, ethical, and factual content.

Surveillance pricing algorithms based off of historical purchase, browsing,
chat data.

Building Canadian based technology, or putting in laws that limit the
purview of foreign corporations/governments in how that technology is
used so that it prioritizes the best interests of Canadians, i.e. certain types
of data cannot be sent back to foreign manufacturers, or repair
capabilities are required to be within Canada.

Use Cases: Worthwhile or Worth Banning?

1. What do you consider to be worthwhile use cases for Al technologies, if any? Tell us
about how you weigh up the benefits versus the costs. If you believe there are simply no
worthwhile use cases for Al technologies, or for specific types, why is that the case?

a. | think leveraging Machine Learning based on a supervised model to analyze
tagged data in the medical field for disease screening has a massive benefit to
society and individuals as it can analyze vast amounts of data much more quickly
than individuals can to help spot patterns that could improve disease prevention
and discovery. Unsupervised learning could also be leveraged in research, but
we would want to ensure human oversight, interpretation and validation.



b.

I think unsupervised modeled ML could be useful in spotting usage patterns for
resources to suggest ways to optimize usage both at an individual and societal
level to reduce waste and environmental impact.

2. Do you think Al as a class of technologies should be banned entirely? If so, why?

a.

On a whole, no, as there are areas for potential benefit, particularly in ML

3. Do you think specific kinds of Al technologies or use cases should be banned? If so,
which specific ones, and why?

a.

Overall, | am struggling to see the broad benefits of Generative Al. While | do not
believe it should be banned outright, | do think we need strict regulations on
where/when/how it should be used, and how we ensure society benefits as a
whole.

For example, in scenarios where it is taking performing tasks that would formerly
have been done by a person that may not provide a sense of personal fulfillment,
are we providing opportunities for those individuals to re-skill? Are we ensuring
that they are able to maintain a reasonable standard of living while doing so?

In cases where Al is creating “art” such as music, literature, etc... these are fields
that bring people joy, as well as providing a source of income, is that something
we want to take away from individuals?

4. What are some ways you would recommend, to support worthwhile use cases and/or
ban specific Al technologies or use cases, or otherwise retain worthwhile benefits from
Al technologies while minimizing, preventing, or avoiding the harms (if you believe this is
possible, and if not, please explain if you have not already)?

a.

| think we need regulated frameworks in both education and industry to ensure
that individuals are still developing critical thinking skills, research skills, creativity
etc... otherwise we will see a skill collapse in the future. Al requires human
oversight, but if people are not given the opportunities to learn without it the skills
required for supervision will not be developed.

We need clear governance on the development of Al to ensure we are thinking
through all the potential implications, both positive and negative before moving
forward with feature creation.

We need to develop a baseline standard of living that all citizens are entitled to,
and create a framework to appropriately fund the welfare state as the individual
tax base shrinks so that society as a whole benefits, not just corporations and
their owners. There would still be room for differentiation, but there needs to be
equitable distribution for the benefit of all.

We need to force corporations to centre and simplify their terms and conditions of
usage. These appear to be purposefully long and/or hidden under clicks and
menus to deter true understanding of usage implications.

We need to legislate the removal of sycophancy from Gen Al tools, as this can be
misleading for users.



f. We need to legislate the usage of reputable sources in publicly available Gen Al
tools to reduce the proliferation of misinformation and deep fakes.
g. We need to legislate clear labelling of Al generated content.

Missing from the Discussion

1.

When you consider general public discussion, mainstream media coverage, and cultural
conversations around Al, is there anything you think is missing from the conversation?
What should be raised in public dialogue?

a. Whatis Al good at?

b. What is Al better, or more efficient at doing than a human?

c. Who does having Al perform this task or function benefit, who does it harm?

d. How does having Al perform this task or function impact human progression?

Do you have concerns with how Ai technologies are positioned or framed in public
discourse? How would you frame or position them differently?

a. | think there is a lot of hype, and it is hard for individuals to parse out what is real
and probable from what is not. We need to emphasize critical thinking when
talking about Al.

b. AGI is being touted as soon being able to match or exceed human cognitive
ability with it's capacity to learn, reason and apply knowledge. What this
perspective fails to take into account is the role that emotions play in human
intelligence, morality, creativity and motivation. In some cases, removal of that
factor would be detrimental to progress.

c. We also need to be talking more about data privacy, and how different types of Al
are using our data so that we can make more informed decisions both at a
legislative and individual level.

What do you think lawmakers and policymakers most need to know or keep in mind
when addressing Al or creating a “national strategy” on Al?

a. While we need to ensure we are not stifling innovation, we need to not give in to
scare tactics from large corporations and other governments at the expense of
what is good for the Canadian people, and the maintenance of our sovereignty.

Is there anything that wasn’t covered in this submission template that you'd like to add?
Include that here or wherever else in this document you see fit.

Recommendations

Do you have specific recommendations for lawmakers, policymakers, or anyone else in
a position of power (e.g., school boards, employers, law enforcement, journalists) to
implement when it comes to any of the things you discussed above? If so, explain them
here.



We should determine the impacts of Al usage on brain development so that we
can create a comprehensive strategy that balances Al literacy against critical
skills that are needed in human development.

I'd suggest legislating the dedication of a percentage or categories of entry level
tasks to be completed by individuals to ensure we don’t erode the apprenticeship
model required in many fields.

| think we need regulated frameworks in both education and industry to ensure
that individuals are still developing critical thinking skills, research skills, creativity
etc... otherwise we will see a skill collapse in the future. Al requires human
oversight, but if people are not given the opportunities to learn without it the skills
required for supervision will not be developed.

We need clear governance on the development of Al to ensure we are thinking
through all the potential implications, both positive and negative before moving
forward with feature creation.

We need to develop a baseline standard of living that all citizens are entitled to,
and create a framework to appropriately fund the welfare state as the individual
tax base shrinks so that society as a whole benefits, not just corporations and
their owners. There would still be room for differentiation, but there needs to be
equitable distribution for the benefit of all.

We need to force corporations to centre and simplify their terms and conditions of
usage. These appear to be purposefully long and/or hidden under clicks and
menus to deter true understanding of usage implications.

We need to legislate the removal of sycophancy from Gen Al tools, as this can be
misleading for users.

We need to legislate the usage of reputable sources in publicly available Gen Al
tools to reduce the proliferation of misinformation and deep fakes.

We need to legislate clear labelling of Al generated content.



