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Introduction
1. Who are you / what is your organization?
We are MI students at the University of Toronto’s iSchool.

2. Why do you or why does your organization care about this issue—e.g.,
mandate, work experience, first-hand impacts?

As students we are studying technology and information, and Al has
become a central issue and point of discussion for all of us. We are also all from
the iSchool, an institution that prides itself on being well educated about all issues
and conversations surrounding information in the world today.

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.

Some of us have used Al to aid with language learning. One member
secured a translation job fixing broken Al-translated Korean. Members generally
see themselves as negatively impacted by Al, especially within the university
context. Economic outcomes and geopolitical struggles were centered. We see Al
as adding fuel to the fire, so to speak.

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

Al technologies help some of us learn new knowledge and do academic
research. As part of the U of T MI program, I've seen Al enhance learning
through tools that support research, idea generation, and personalized study. It
improves accessibility and productivity, especially for complex topics. However, it
also raises concerns about academic integrity and over-reliance, challenging us
to balance efficiency with critical thinking and responsible use.

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



Al at the university of Toronto has become a common tool and talking
point, and a staple of many students and professors approaches to learning.
Whether the person talking about it is for or against its normalization, professors'
concerns regarding academic integrity have increased tenfold and students'
concerns about the quality of their education have similarly grown. Al is
discussed in the lecture hall as though it is inevitable, whether or not the majority
of a room claims to use it.

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

Al has been used innocuously as research support, to summarize chapters
and articles, as a personal assistant for editing, generating teachable content,
and creating images. It is noticeable in its constant presence, and clear lines
have been drawn on an interpersonal level between those who use it for simple
tasks and those who won'’t use it at all. It has been used to scan job applications
and generate slide decks and emails. While in some ways Al has lessened the
stressload of University of Toronto students, in many others it has driven
suspicion of academic disintegrity and a lack of direct human connection.

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?

Many of us have made a point of avoiding Al, specifically generative Al in
our school work as well as personal lives. In school work specifically, generative
Al poses issues around authorship, individuality, ethics, and responsibility. Many
of us choose to completely avoid generative Al in our school work because of the
ways it takes ownership away from the student and essentially makes one's role
as creator obsolete. If people are choosing to participate in a post secondary
education, it stands to reason that they are looking to learn and create their own
work, and thus many choose not to use generative Al in their own education.
Additionally, many of us and our peers choose to not use generative Al because
of the environmental and developmental consequences. We have seen the
increase in environmental destruction because of the extent of Al that is being
produced and pushed to the masses. In our already disastrous environment, we
choose not to add to the destruction of our environment. Lastly, we have begun to
see the psychological consequences to those who constantly use Al, and due to
the increase in Al psychosis, suicidal ideation, and decrease in cognative
processing, many of us do not think the benefits of Al outweigh these risks.

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?

Though some of us choose to use Al, we find that when we do disclose
usage it's seen as more of a concession than anything. On the other hand, we
find that because of the shame around using Al some people chose not to
disclose as there is a potential for judgement and personal opinion to change.

Problems and Concerns with Al

1. What are your key concerns with Al, in general, or with specific Al-based
technologies?

As Al is growing so fast, it not only requires an enormous amount of money
to build all these infrastructures such as data centers but also huge amounts of
electricity. So our key concern is whether the rising demands of electricity will
dramatically increase people’s hydro bills. Another concern is that Al is more
capable of doing certain office or coding jobs, which likely causes many people to
lose their jobs and increase the unemployment rate. So what can people and the
government do about it?

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.)

There are numerous issues with Al that we feel are urgent and require
prompt action as there are many political, economic, sociocultural, technological,
environmental, and legal issues to discuss. Al as a technology has wide reaching
impacts, but for the sake of this submission we will outline what are the most
significant. The first issue is the environmental impact of Al and data centres as
millions of litres of water are used to cool Al data centres, not to mention the
ecological deterioration on landscapes and biodiversity. The next issue regards
the social relationship and dynamics that Al has impacted. Social behaviours
have been impacted from human-to-human interaction, intimate relationships,
friendships, consumer behaviour, education/learning, and creativity have all been
impacted by Al. These technologies have enabled new social/cultural issues that
as of now the impacts are unseen. The last urgent issue of Al is the slow
response or lack of regulation at all. Since Al tech is becoming more mainstream
with lots of updates and new features our legal and political system has been



slow to adapt, and when it has it risks being outdated by the time of
implementation. This rapid, dynamic environment means legislation and
regulation can be ineffective, and this needs to be resolved. Overall, there are
lots of issues with Al but these three are what we view as the most urgent.

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 worthwhile use case for Al our group considers is as a tool for language
translation and preservation. Many members in our group have previously used
Al as a translation tool and they found it as a very helpful resource. We are also
aware of the benefits of using natural language processing to preserve
endangered languages. We weigh the benefits versus the cost by looking at a
larger picture. We believe that the benefit in the case of preserving endangered
languages outweighs the cost of using Al technologies. We do however think that
while it has some strong use cases in this context, that human translators are
more effective when translating the culturally coded subtleties of languages, and
that Al can only provide a cursory translation.

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

We do not think that Al as a class of technologies should be banned
entirely. As mentioned previously, there are legitimate uses for Al technologies
that we deem worthwhile.

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

We do believe that specific kinds of Al technologies and use cases should
be banned. The specific technologies we would like to see banned are generative
Al, security/surveillance technology, and chatbot Al models. We find generative
Al extremely harmful as we have withessed how it can be used by figures with
malicious intent. For example, X’s “Grok” generating inappropriate images of
children, celebrities, and other users of the app. We have also discussed the use
of Al in surveillance technology and have come to the conclusion that there is a
general unease at the thought. It is simply too big of an unknown with not enough
transparency to make an informed decision to offer consent about the use of Al in

surveillance. We also have very strong thoughts about Al chatbots and the harm



they can potentially facilitate. There has been a recent rise of the correlation
between young impressionable minors chatting with Al bots and worsening
mental health. In some cases, it has been recorded that Al chatbots have actually
encouraged users to commit suicide.

4. What are some ways to support worthwhile use cases and/or ban specific
Al technologies or uses?

Context and industry specific standards are needed to help determine what
is a worthwhile use of Al, and what represents the public's interest. For example,
Al in medicine and science has resulted in tremendous breakthroughs like
treating cancer patients better or assisting in space exploration. These are great
cases for Al, however, copyright infringement of creatives or students in schools
lacking basic reading, writing, and thinking skills is a terrible use. So perhaps Al
should be permitted in specific industries like higher education, medicine, and the
sciences, but should be prohibited in any organization or sector that can not
demonstrate a use case for Al that would advance or benefit the public interest.
Al should be a tool that helps people and the public as a public asset since it is
derived and trained from the societies collective output and labour.

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?

There needs to be a distinction drawn between information retrieval and
information synthesis. Al does not retrieve information from its datasets, but
rather it uses these datasets to mimic language outputs and predict what we want
to hear.

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

Public discourse considers Al to be “intelligent” and this perception ignores
that Al does not have the ability to comprehend the world outside of its dataset.
Al chatbots are not a replacement for actual social interaction, actual medical
advice, actual translators, actual humans.

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?



Sovereignty is important, human cognitive capacity is limited and we are
forging forward with a radical technology that will likely fundamentally disrupt
human social relations. They should also keep in mind that the push for Al is too
focused on the near future and how it can improve economic development. It
does not account for the very likely detrimental effects Al will have in the late
future on our job sector, the environment, and the digital literacy of the
population.

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.

No.
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.

More regulation and fast. Cutting back on the urge to rush into new territory
without the proper means. Just because the technology is there, doesn’t mean
the technology is useful, let alone moral. We likened this to the nuclear arms race
in our discussions.



