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My name is Jeff Doctor, I am a citizen of the Cayuga Nation, Six Nations of the Grand River Territory,
and an impact strategist at Animikii Indigenous Technology. I am only speaking for myself in this
submission.

I am an explicit “Al hater”. Not all “AI” of course, but the general notion of this term being jammed
down our throats in every space imaginable these days.

I was recently on a podcast where I was asked "what is AI?" and I froze for a second. It seemed like
such an absurd question that I didn't even bother preparing any speaking notes for it. So I said:

"The funny thing is there's as many answers to that as you want there to be, because in my
opinion, I think it is a largely a branding strategy."

Here's the episode: https://rabble.ca/podcast/the-ai-hype-machine-canadas-ill-advised-national-sprint-
on-artificial-intelligence/

Here's the transcript: https://rabble.ca/wp-content/uploads/2025/11/The-Courage-My-Friends-Podcast-
Series-9-Episode-6-Transcript.pdf

The transcript itself was probably "AI" generated, so if I say anything silly in this submission than
clearly it's the "AI"'s fault. Could I double check this transcript? Sure, but that's mind-numbing work so
I'l] just "trust" that it's right. Besides? What could possi-blye go wrong? https://jeff.doctor/blog/what-
could-possi-blye-go-wrong

Oh yeah, the bullshit generator problem. Ok, I’ll check the transcript, fine. I already forgot what I said
anyway and could use the reminder.

Speaking of which, I borrowed the idea of "AI as a brand" from someone else, and now I can't find the
original source because doing a search for "Al is a brand" just returns all sorts of garbage and "AI"
slop. So, yeah, I can't even cite who I wanted to both during and after the podcast because I

can't find anything anymore on the Internet. I wrote about that frustration in a blog post

here: https://jeff.doctor/blog/slop-here-slop-there-a-little-bit-of-slop-everywhere

"If you want to get "discovered" these days you need to game the bots scraping all your content
which then fuel the LLMs which then spit out content for the endless content mills, which are
themselves scraped fuelling the next round of LLM training in perpetuity until everything is
covered in slop."

Knowing all this, I did the unthinkable and *gasp* asked other human beings if they remembered who
wrote about "Al as a brand". I didn't get an answer, probably because I posted it on Bluesky where I am
competing among everyone else in an algorithmically-driven attention economy.

Cool.
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I could go on, write a 10,000 word treatise on how absurd this moment in time is, but what's the point
anymore? I've been pointing out absurdities about "AI" and "tech" in general for years and I'm tired of
it. I expressed this in the aforementioned podcast episode:

"This idea that by just throwing enough compute through this like magic bean of whatever tech
stack that you're using and then calling it "AI" and then assuming that it's gonna create some
sort of like machine God, it's just absurd to me... "with the magic beans all your wishes will
come true, but you gotta give us all the money for the magic beans". What does that magic bean
require? In this case, it requires an ungodly amount of compute. Not because the technologies
actually require that. If you understand anything about large language models, generative "AI"
in particular, it doesn't actually need more and more and more and more compute. It doesn't
need more and more and more data centers. You just can't throw more math at this problem and
have somehow it turn into a machine god. That is delusional."”

There must be better things to do with my time than continue to point out the obvious which is why I
almost didn't bother to submit anything to this consultation despite being tangentially involved in its
creation. Yet I also know how important it is for these things to be said out loud, and in public. We
cannot cede this space to PR firms, lobbyists, Big Tech shills, Oil & Gas, etc., the people who in a well-
functioning world would be shamed for promoting such outright lies but instead are given titles like
“Al thought leader” or the most absurd “godfather of AI”. We all know who these people are because
they are the only ones we ever hear from. Ever wonder why that is?

Maybe it’s because we're asking the wrong questions, to the wrong people. This is what I'm more
interested in asking:

"What does Canadian sovereignty, much less Canadian digital sovereignty or whatever kind of
moniker you add in, what does that actually mean to the Indigenous Peoples of these lands that
don't see themselves as Canadian, that have never seen themselves as Canadian, that might not
want to be Canadian?"

Considering that "digital sovereignty" is being used as an excuse for this latest colonial/imperial land
grab, it seems rather important that we ask these things. I might as well post the rest of what I said
during the podcast to save myself from writing it all over again:

“I always have this painting, it's called American Progress, I think. It's John A. Gast American
Progress. It's this classic image of this notion of Manifest Destiny, and it depicts this like,
bundle of technologies that are really ultimately about colonizing. And everything from the
telegraph wire to like the mail carrier to like agriculture, to trains, boats, bridges, all of these
technologies that in our current society we just deem as normal, each one of them has a certain
trajectory. Each one of them didn't just happen because this weird kind of like mythic notion
that we have of ... you've ever played a game, like ironically civilization, that has this tech tree
that there's this natural, linear, progressive technologies and that always like these things are just
inherently inevitable. But every technology has politics. Every technology is a product of its
time. Every technology doesn't just come outta the ether. It's made by people for specific
reasons within that context.



The point is, we are currently in a moment where there needs to be an excuse for capital to
continue to just grind through. And extract more and more and more. I used to study oil and gas,
I used to study this notion of peak oil. This notion of at some point the problem we're gonna
have collectively as a global society, we depend on this very one particular kind of resource that
ironically is also destroying us.

The concern 10 years ago is, “oh, it's gonna get harder and harder and harder to extract this
particular stuff. And then what? Because the demand is gonna supersede that.” But it turns out
that all the people that are working in that sector had the opposite opinion. That actually the
demand for energy was actually starting to decline in part because of the realization of, “oh, it's
this horrible contradiction where the more of this energy we extract and use, the more we're
basically destroying the planet. We should probably do something about that.”

And so that becomes an existential threat, not only to oil and gas, but the entire sectors of the
Canadian economy that depend on continuous and endless extraction and this reverberates
through the entire Canadian economy as a resource colony. Let’s be real here, this is what
Canada does. It basically extracts stuff from the earth and then sends it off to whoever, largely
the Americans, and then they use it usually to blow somebody else up.

so as society is then realizing like: “oh, we should probably do less of this. We should extract
less, we should consume less. We don't need all this.” That creates a huge problem. And enter
this current moment where this magic bean of Al somehow, this bundle of excuses comes
together that, oh, we have to extract more, we have to mine more, we have to use more energy.
Oh, and by the way, all this stranded assets that we have in Alberta, that we can't get to the
shores or get to the States because, you know, there's all these Indigenous people in the way that
don't really like their land and all that being destroyed. Hey, if we plop a data center beside it,
we can have our cake and eat it too."

We can endlessly extract from the earth for the excuse of generating power, and then that power
powers the data center and oh, that data center also requires an ungodly amount of critical
minerals. And I've used the term critical! It's not critical! These things aren't critical, we don't
need them. But it's a branding, it's an excuse to kind of create this notion of urgency so that
instead of recognizing the potential harms and asking do we even need this? Who is it harming?
What are the consequences of this?

We're all just basically told to shut up and do it because it's “for your own good”. And obviously
as an Indigenous person, this is nothing new to me. This whole concept is completely
normalized of this excuse of Indigenous territories and lands and peoples as sacrifice zones
And, oh, you have to get on board for your economic development or for “the greater good” or
for national sovereignty. Again, who's national sovereignty? And so I really do feel that in this
current moment of polycrisis, when basically the entire kind of political capital of the world was
dependent on certain kinds of extractions and that volume or that rate of extractions and use and
energy and blah, blah, blah, it was starting to go down. That destroys everything that breaks the
cycle of capitalism that requires infinite growth in a finite world.



Enter this notion of digital data, which creates this concept where capitalism can have its cake
and eat it to, it can create this infinite resource, aka. “data” that can be generated forever, that
can be created forever, that can just basically create this endless value. But the problem is data,
digital data is still a physical thing. Every bit, every byte, every little thing that sits in a hard
drive, that's still physical. And so the problem is the material restraints in the world still
ultimately kick in and you can't just create this infinite growth cycle.

But I do think that a lot of people are just ultimately delusional in the sense that they think that
you add this magic bean of Al and it solves all of these inherent contradictions, and not only
capitalism, but also Canada itself as a resource colony. But when you look at the actual impacts
of these decisions, they don't have that magical infinite end in a finite world. But we're not
supposed to ask those kinds of questions. We're supposed to sit down and shut up and deal with
it. Again, an endless colonial relationship where basically people just have the right to just come
in and take regardless of the consequences and just extract and send it elsewhere. The people
actually suffering the harms of that aren't even conceptualized.

Indigenous Peoples, because of this very long history of basically racism and even this notion
that Indigenous Peoples have no relation with technology because we're backwards and savage
and blah, blah, blah, again is depicted through that notion of American progress. If you don't
know the painting, basically in the bottom left corner, there's a couple of Indigenous people who
are naked and shaking their tomahawk at the giant white figure that's displacing them and "oh,
they have a bow and arrow and then some horses" and "ooh, look how backwards and inferior
they are". But no, they just had a different set of technologies that didn't destroy the world. And
somehow that's worse, that's backwards?

Indigenous Peoples have a lot to share about the notion of when we create any kind of
technology, what is the actual consequence? What is the impact? Who is being harmed or
benefited? And how do we ultimately choose whether or not we create these things? Instead in
this society, we don't ask those questions. We just assume that whoever ultimately is creating
this thing of innovation = good, progress = good, new = good...”

... S0 again, tapping into like my sociological background they really hammered into us when
we're doing Stats 101, the notion of garbage in, garbage out. You have to be incredibly careful
about not only how you create data, what are the inherent limitations in data itself. Like data is
never like a one-to-one representative of reality. It's always a depiction of something and then
the way that you then analyze it, you do all those sorts of magical math to create some sort of
whatever, like you do basic stats work, and then there's so many problems. Then you have to
write a big explanation about how you're supposed to like deal with all these biases and it's just
this long process.

Then I come into the tech world and all of that just goes out the window. All of the ethics, all of
the basic data quality, everything that you're supposed to do as a sociologist, they just
completely and utterly throw out the window. Instead, what you get is just like, what's now
called by a lot of people “Al slop.”



One thing that really concerns me a lot, not only as an Indigenous person, but like any person
that has been marginalized or has been dispossessed from their culture or is trying to understand
parts of themselves that is largely suppressed or oppressed by the mainstream society, there was
this period of the internet where basically you had access to not only other people who were like
you or who had experienced things like you, but knowledge, access to culture, to teachings, to
"forbidden knowledge" in certain circumstances.

I'm being very generic because this isn't just an Indigenous issue. This is folks like trans people
or people who have gone through living in a community that just doesn't represent who they are.
The internet provided a way to really explore yourself, and that requires quality information.
That requires reliable things you can go to and go to privately as well. Because you might be in
a society that doesn't necessarily agree with that because that's why that identity is marginalized.

So to give the example of Indigenous Peoples, I grew up off-reserve. I didn't grow up in my
community. And statistically speaking, a lot of Indigenous people in Canada don't either
because of the trajectory of colonization, because of the ongoing genocide of us as a people,
Peoples, where we don't have a normative socialization into our culture. And so having access
to our culture digitally, or cultures, has been amazing in terms of not only learning the basic like
101 of your culture and your identity, but other things like language, other things like politics,
other things like connecting with people and then finding your way home.

That is a very common story for Indigenous Peoples is dispossession and it's just physical
remoteness. Canada's a very large place and we've been scattered all over the place, even as a
Haudenosaunee person. Our core territory is the Finger Lakes region of New York. And when
the American Revolution happened we got kicked out. People know about the Trail of Tears, but
nobody knows about how all of the Haudenosaunee villages were destroyed by Washington, at
least under Washington's orders. And we were forced to flee.

So I directly come from people who had everything taken away from them, and that's a hard
thing to grow up with. And through the Internet and then through actually like talking to human
beings, I learned a lot about myself, my culture, and all these kinds of things. And I really worry
that as that kind of brief moment in history where there is access to these things remotely and
digitally and also a period in which a lot of people tried really hard to keep a lot of this
information safe and secure and secret, and part of that was by not writing it down. Part of that
was by not digitizing it. Part of that was not putting it out in the public realm.

It's this contradiction in Indigenous data sovereignty where you have to make enough of the
data accessible because so many of us are dispossessed. Otherwise, what's the point? But while
doing so, it's also stolen. It's repurposed. So now with generative Al, one of the problems, the
biggest problem is we have this horrible contradiction where we recognize that so many people
need access to their cultural knowledge. But we can't just put that out there on the open Internet
because it'll be basically grabbed, slurred into this giant slop machine and then spit out as this
horrible, not even pan-Indigenous, I don't even know what to call it. Any kind of generative Al
output involving Indigenous Peoples, just inherently has to be wrong because just the very
nature of how the technology slops together all the data to create basically a predictive kind of



like average, but that doesn't work with specificity. That doesn't work with every individual
Indigenous culture, which can be radically different.

So what's happening is that people that used to have access to reliable information about
Indigenous culture, Indigenous politics, rights, all these things, that's getting harder to find. It's
being polluted. The information ecosystem, so to speak, is now you have to sift through all this
generative Al garbage, which we already do as so much of our cultural knowledge has been
eroded and we've had to piece back together. It's making that progress so much more harder
now because the information that we're drawing from is being re-polluted again, and that's
forcing us to again push that knowledge back underground, take it offline. But then again,
people aren't physically there because colonization's still ongoing.

We're in this horrible kind of contradiction where we have to both keep our data safe from
generative Al, but all it takes is one person who may have the best intent, but they give up their
information, whether that be our language or about a certain teaching, or about whatever, a
story. It could be just one little thing and they want to "oh, not be left behind" or "not be left
out", or, "oh, if only we get involved in this thing, then somehow it would be okay". I want to
warn people that's just not how these technologies work.

Not to say that certain models of smaller Al can’t be used. For example, take Te Hiku Media.
They have certain kind of trajectory which allows them to have the technology that works for
them, that doesn't work for everybody. My point is that this notion of, "oh, if only Indigenous
Peoples participate in this moment of generative Al then somehow it'll work out.” I wanna
caution everyone that, like, that's just not the nature of these technologies. That's not to say that
we can't create our own very small, very specific, very targeted models. But just throwing our
data into the slop machine and expecting something good to come outta that, it just won't, and
it's gonna cause so much intergenerational harm because the next generation of Indigenous
Peoples who have been dispossessed and they're trying to come back home, either won't know
how, or what they do know is basically further eroded. And that's not just an Indigenous
problem, that's a problem for anyone that's been dispossessed. For anyone that's been
marginalized...

So again, the painting of American progress, I just find it so instructive. Because one of the fun
things about being an Indigenous person is the notion of inevitability almost becomes comical.
Not just me growing up, but like my parents, my grandparents. I've watched how in so much of
our imagination, we've been trained to convince ourselves that we're just gonna erode into
nothingness and basically disappear. That like Indigeneity is a dead end. Because the final kind
of end boss or end goal of settler colonialism is for the settler to become the native, which is
why you see so much things like in the national anthem about like "our native land". It's just
like, oh really?

Anyway, there's sayings, like there's so many slogans in Indigenous spaces, one is "like
decolonize your mind" and part of that is basically like training yourself through the politics of
refusal. And you kind of have to, because you live in this world that not only assumes that the
conditions for your destruction are inevitable, but that they are necessary. And so you have to


https://blog.papareo.nz/whisper-is-another-case-study-in-colonisation/

kinda start with almost like mental training to embody this notion of “no, I still exist and I'm
gonna continue to exist.” And not just me, but like my friends, family, and then all the way
extended up to this notion of the nation or again sovereignty.

People might see like Haudenosaunee sovereignty as like ridiculous, but is it though? So
anytime you hear any kind of narrative of inevitability, you have to kinda inoculate yourself
against that.

Again, another process of settler colonialism is the inherent destruction of the past and
socializing people into not asking critical questions of history which again, is one of the things
that particularly generative "AlI" is very good at destroying because it places everything in this
like slopified presence under the excuse of some sort of inevitable future. But in doing so, it just
destroys the past, which is why if you go to YouTube, you'll see so many horrible generative
"AI" history things that are just garbage.

As an Indigenous person, again not gonna speak for all Indigenous peoples, but at least in my
culture, this notion of seven generations thinking has often been kind of appropriated into being
very future oriented, which is funny because in my opinion, it's not. It's this notion of thinking
through responsibility throughout time. And it's not just seven generations forward. It's basically
thinking of seven generations. So three generations back, three generations forward and then
your generation now.

Your decision-making has to be rooted in the context of the past so that when you're making
decisions that are ultimately going to impact the future, you can tap into the wisdom of not only
your current observations, but everyone who's come before you and can tell you stuff because
they've experienced it themselves. The beauty of the oral tradition is it does actually pass down
a lot of these lessons throughout time because people have been through all this before.

In my community, we've gone through something similar in the sense of we have this big
debacle called the Grand River Navigation Company, which is kinda like the classic tech bro
thing, which is just like, "oh yeah, invest all your money into this canal 'cause canals are the
future. Like it's going to give you all the jobs and all the money." Back then it was a magical
technology. You can just like shorten transport times, make all this money, and increase trade
and yada yada. Yeah. And then boom, railroad comes along for other reasons, and then the
canal's obsolete. Where did all of our money go?

I see this with everyone being convinced to buy into pipelines or buy into a data center project.
Without the context of understanding the wisdom of that decision then, then not only are you
maybe making a really bad decision, but you might be entering into a new relationship of
dependency. That's the other thing I think a lot about as an Indigenous person, what does it
mean to be dependent on like anything, including any kind of technology? Because going all the
way back to like us cooking things in clay pots, it was annoying because if you've ever cooked
in a clay pot, it breaks very easily and you can't cook at super high temperatures in the same
way you can with like steel and practically, it's kind of annoying.



On the other hand, you can make a clay pot yourself pretty easily. It's not hard to do. But can
you make a steel pot yourself? No. You need a smelter, you need to mine. You need to do all this
stuff. When colonizers brought steel pots to us, we didn't see the externalities, we didn't see the
mining, we didn't see all the labor. We didn't see all the lives destroyed to make that steel pot
happen. We just thought the end result. And I often wonder, often, why culturally or why we
didn't create steel ourselves [note: yes I know, it's iron pots, but FU Jared Diamond]. Is it
because we thought carefully through the externalities of the technologies and we didn't want
the impacts and that's why we stuck with clay? Even if it was kind of annoying and it broke a
lot, well, at least it wasn't completely destroying people's lives.

I think a lot about that in terms of adopting any kind of technology is thinking through not only

the dependency you're entering into, but often think through the past lessons of “has this kind of
thing happened before?” And even if that technology has changed, is the process still the same?

And how can you apply those lessons into the future...

... I agree completely with Cynthia that I never wanna shame the individual if you're using "AI".
That said, I'll totally side-eye certain people. But I get the ridiculous pressure. Even Ul, you
can't use any application these days without a giant button being like, "please, please use our Al,
we need to justify the cost of this. Oh God, please click on the button, please click on it!" It's
not the individual's fault here.

So I mean, the whole "move slow and empower people". Again, I'm so tired of this
exceptionalism and the move fast and break things from Mark Zuckerberg who's like the most
ridiculous person on the planet. I was just like, okay, if the baddie is doing the bad thing, what's
the inverse of that relationship? The idea of moving slow and empowering people for me is, that
my job is to, again, think through things, like if you're rushing through things, you make
mistakes. That's just a general principle of life. And mistakes have consequences because you're
intervening in people's lives. Any technology is ultimately an intervention. You're using some
sort of technique to create some sort of intervention to alter the trajectory of the future, you're
interfering. And that has a consequence. And that has a consequence on people. You should be
responsible for that consequence. So what's the most thoughtful way to do that?

Well, you don't wanna rush it. You have to take the time to talk to people. I hate the word
consultation the way that it's abused, but you have to consult with people who know what's
going on. You have to learn from people. You have to involve other people, because you only
have your own perspective. So the more people you can get involved, the more different kinds
of perspectives and different forms of knowledge and wisdom you can tap into. Because
ultimately, again, you're intervening with the technological wizzle-wazzle and you are
responsible for the creation of that intervention.

I just watched the Frankenstein movie the other day, and it's just like the classic case of the
arrogance of the tech bro was obsessed with the creation, but not the after. My point is that you
are responsible for the after.

Everyone's obsessed with "innovation", but no one's obsessed with responsibility for said
innovation. And to do that responsibly, you do have to move slowly and work with a lot of



different people who are not you, and ideally work with the people who are directly impacted. 1
know that. "Ooh, that's so radical. Oh my gosh. The people who are impacted should have a say
in what's happening to them? That's crazy. You can't do that". So it's just like all of these things
are completely outside of the realm of normal "technological development" and it's crazy-
making to me.”

Speaking of taking responsibility, didn’t I say earlier that my suggesting that we should improve
society somewhat was likely transcribed by an “AI”? I can just hear certain people popping up to say:
“Yet you participate in society. Curious! I am very intelligent.”

Indeed Matt Bors, indeed. https://inthesetimes.com/article/ai-shame-trump-bors-comics-lubchansky-

xunise-bolling-kuper-sorensen

Nya:weh,
Jeff Doctor
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