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Introduction

. Who are you / what is your organization? My name is Tim Ellis, and | am a campaign

manager, community organizer, rave DJ, and parent. My full time job is as campaigns
manager at Queer Momentum, doing trans and queer advocacy, but this submission is
independent of my professional work.

Why do you or why does your organization care about this issue—e.g., mandate,
work experience, first-hand impacts? | keep close tabs on tech issues and economic
issues both for my primary job and out of interest, and | am concerned about the
mismatch between the alleged capacity of “Al” technology and the regulations
accompanying it. Either the tech really meets the hype, in which case the regulations are
woefully inadequate; or it doesn’t, in which case a tremendous scam is being perpetrated
on a lot of people. In addition, | do quite a bit of counter-disinformation work, and current
“Al” tech clearly delivers vastly increased capacity for both willful disinformation and the
unwitting spread of misinformation, which directly harms democracy at a time when
democracy is already taking hits.

Experiences with and Impacts of Al Technologies

1.

How have Al technologies impacted your life? Primarily through disinformation online
- 1 find | need to debunk “Al” powered videos and images, and also need to equip people
to understand just how many comments and posts are made by bots seeking to
undermine democracy. It's a tremendous risk. Secondarily, my music (and likely other
data) has been looted for training data without my consent. Finally, as a parent, | have
encountered disturbing “Al” slop in YouTube videos and am very concerned about the
damage that “Al” tools are doing to educational systems, cognition, and sense-making,
and concerned about protecting my children from those tools and their harms.

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

How do you, your organization or your community use Al, and how frequently? |
do not use generative “Al” at all, and won’t. My music community is deeply apprehensive
about “Al” tools and has largely rejected them; a deep stigma has developed around
their use. In my advocacy work, colleagues have adopted some of them, but in my
experience they are not actually getting much value out of them (and they get very
evasive when confronted with ethical concerns, and when cornered will usually default to
the industry standard “well it's inevitable”).

How has Al been used on you, your colleagues, or your community? What have
been the impacts of that? It is imposed on me in numerous apps that | used to find
more useful; in every single case, it is an annoyance at best or an outright impediment at



worst. It is almost always impossible to remove or turn off, which is hard to take as a sign
of confidence in the product.

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? Yes, | go out of my way to avoid using Generative “Al” as | do not trust its
output and do not wish to be involved in providing training data for it any more than |
have already, without my consent, been forced to do. The reliability issue is fundamental
to it - the same structure that makes it generative is what makes it inaccurate - and
efforts to address this with “reasoning” models are only altering probability weights, not
actually impact accuracy from any real sense of knowledge. That means that these
efforts to be “more accurate” are only going to further embed the perspective of the
designers of the models - many of whom are evidently in the grip of quite a delusional
view of the world. As a result, | do not find these efforts likely to be effective at helping
models become more accurate and so | do not see myself ever using them.

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? | do not use it, but | feel strongly that its use
should be disclosed as | also do not wish to consume it.

Problems and Concerns with Al

1.

What are your key concerns with Al, in general, or with specific Al-based
technologies? My primary concern revolves around the risk to democracy and human
sense-making. Deepfakes, large-scale bot farms with realistic posting styles, and other
forms of disinformation are going to do tremendous damage to credibility and trust
online, and can easily be used to harass people and violate their consent. And that’s just
the intentional disinformation. The hallucinations that are intrinsic to generative “Al” are
going to be absorbed by people who trust the hype and believe that the chatbots which
have been shoved in front of them in every app are credible sources of information.
People who use “Al” to write emails and otherwise mediate their communication will be
using averaged out versions of their intent, increasing the odds of misunderstanding and
miscommunication, particularly if they also use “Al” to summarize the replies - this all
leads to more noise and less signal in every interaction. And it's not just online; we're
already seeing these machines poisoning the well of our most important sense-making
institutions, gutting journalism and replacing it with slop, infecting peer review with false
citations and studies, even interfering in the legal system. In addition, the weighting of
the training data that fuels these models is constantly being modified by large “Al”
companies in ways that are not at all transparent and could easily be manipulated, both
intentionally and through unintentional biases or replicated misinformation. These are,
frankly, not good people, and they mostly do not have good intentions for humanity. It's
an all-out assault on truth, digital interaction, and human sense-making. | do not see how
democracy survives if an entire society sinks into delusion. There must be a fierce
reaction to defend humanity’s spirit, knowledge, and capacity to find truth.

What do you see as the most important or urgent problems with Al, in general?
What about specific Al-based technologies? | see the above attack on human



sense-making and our ability to connect with each other, which has become highly
digitally mediated, as the most important and most urgent problem, as we will need that
capacity in order to fight back. | sincerely feel that the future of the species is being
decided today, and | feel it is important to be explicitly pro-human in this moment and to
dream of, and fight for, a future that safeguards truth, justice, and democracy for the
human species.

Use Cases: Worthwhile or Worth Banning?

1.

4,

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? There are plenty of use cases for machine learning and similar
controlled, expert-managed technologies. | do not think there is any use case for
generative “Al” that is even remotely worth the risks.

Do you think Al as a class of technologies should be banned entirely? If so, why?
No, it's too broad a class and some of the subsets have utility and low harm.

Do you think specific kinds of Al technologies or use cases should be banned? If
so, which specific ones, and why? If you had introduced a toy that killed multiple kids,
it would be banned. We have watched some of the most craven and evil men in history
introduce a gimmicky technology that fails to convey accurate information, uses up
scads of electrical capacity, outputs tons of carbon pollution, AND has killed several kids,
and in return we have received basically nothing of value. Generative “Al” should be
banned unless and until it can demonstrate actual utility alongside an ability to mitigate
its risks to a level that make the utility worth the risk.

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)?
If I had a magic wand | would throw Sam Altman, Alex Karp, and Elon Musk in prison for
crimes against humanity, which would make the world an objectively better place, but
short of that, we at minimum need a public awareness campaign to tell people about the
issues with disinformation and falsehoods, and we need an active measure of our own -
a long-standing watchdog organization to combat these risks, ideally a government
regulator that holds these companies accountable for harms resulting from their product
and also grassroots initiatives to build and maintain countermeasures in the wider public.

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? The REAL risks are
missing. All we talk about are the “risks” that the tech CEOs want to talk about, e.g. how



it's going to destroy our jobs (and save rich people tons of money, which is what they are
really saying to their actual audience). We need to talk about the risks of getting false
information when asking ChatGPT about medical symptoms, the cogntive damage from
relying on chatbots, the outright and open theft of people’s art for training data, etc.

2. Do you have concerns with how Ai technologies are positioned or framed in
public discourse? How would you frame or position them differently? They are
framed as entirely too credible and too reliable. They are neither. They are also framed
as being intelligent. Also false.

3. 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? They need to
understand how these machines actually work, under the hood. So many news articles
just assume that nobody knows how they work - I've seen “they are a black box” many
times. But that’s just not true! People do know exactly how they work, it can be
communicated to policy makers, and that understanding of what is actually happening
should inform policy.

4. 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

1. 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.

a. A “data union” that negotiates data leasing agreements with tech companies so
that individuals retain ownership of their data and then enter into collective
leasing agreements when using services like ChatGPT or Facebook where data
is needed, to protect their rights and claw back a portion of the revenue that is
generated from the value of that data. This would also give us an effective
counterweight to data theft (e.g. for training data)

b. A “right to likeness” law that protects people from deepfakes and other misuses
of their likeness without their consent

c. Prohibition of health or legal advice via generative “Al”, as is being considered in
New York

d. Require any data centres either provide their own, renewable energy sourcing, or
pay into a fund that builds new capacity so that taxpayers aren't paying the price
for increased usage.

e. “Al’-generated content must be labelled as such; social media platforms
operating in Canada must provide a way for users to label their content as "Al"
and to report "Al" content that has not been labelled

f.  WSIB regulations enshrining the right to opt-out of using "Al" tools in the
workplace due to the known cognitive and misinformation risks



g. Companies that choose to employ chatbots must be held legally accountable for
the output of those chatbots, including adhering to any deals offered and liability
for any harms resulting from misinformation shared therein.

h. And finally, a universal basic income. | frankly don’t believe the hype about
replacing all the white collar jobs, but they keep saying it (as marketing), so take
them at their word and tax the hell out of them to fund a UBI. It’s a rational
response to their claims, if the claims are true. Let them put up or shut up.



