Problems and Concerns with Al

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

Key concern is the lack of strategy to respond/minimize risk BEFORE they arise. There are
numerous cases (historical & otherwise) that can be used to model laws and regulations...

Key concern is with potential of harm if guardrails or thoughtful regulations are not
implemented AND are not enforceable. Harms concerned about, but not limited to, include
environmental, gendered violence, harm to children, harm to mental health, labour rights
being eroded, increased disparity between classes etc.

That there is no choice. These features are built infautomatic and you often cannot opt out at
all.

Developing and rolled out too fast for coherent response and reflective regulation. Market
driven as opposed to human driven.

Key concern centres around a lack of guardrails around Al. What is the end goal? We need
some structure that slows down the progress of the race for dominance by 4 or 5 big
companies.

Future generations — will they lose their ability to think or do critical analysis? Energy
concerns.

Further concentration of political/economic power to tech companies

Safety (mental health impacts, malicious/criminal uses, misinformation/disinformation)

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.)

Ability of Al and its users to create deepfakes, including violent images of women & children.

The most urgent problem is the lack of oversight & regulation of the tools, the profit values
driving the tool development & the lack of consequences when something goes wrong, e.g.
Open Al & Tumbler Ridge.

Governance. Where we can actually ban some things.

Regulations/guidelines: currently feels like Al companies only goal is to consolidate power
and are being completely allowed to with no consequences or guardrails

100% governance by appointed bodies accountable to global non-partisan organizations




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?

Any tech that is “human centred” should be encouraged. E.g. Robots that help the old
or infirm. Al that helps people practice human skills like communication or critical
thinking. Caveat: Needs to be carefully vetted and data secured.

Very tough to answer this — it's more about HOW the technology is used.

Three things: Things we are comfortable offloading to Al; things we are not sure about
offloading to Al; thing (attributes, values) we need to rescue, restore, protect from Al.

Unconvinced about most use cases on balance; only see reasonable use case for
tasks that truly makes something possible that might not otherwise be possible (i.e.,
pattern replication and creation tasks like coding/organizing large volumes of
data/information at speed and efficiency not available to humans - protein DNA
sequencing as example — allowing a task that could take years into minutes or hours)

Slippery slope here, because using Al to summarize contents of an article or book to
save research time is counter to the point of doing the actual research — | think as a
‘check in’ reference is reasonable, for example planning a road trip — lots of good
suggestions there. Again, a reference, not a source of truth, information must be verified

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

You can’t ban Al technology.
Way too late for a ban.
Don’t believe that's possible, nor do | think “throwing the baby away with the bathwater” is a

wise course of action; do believe that social norms of how its used could be changed to
reduce reliance on it for tasks that could/should be done by humans

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

Uses by governments and companies should be justified and explained — why is it
necessary to use?




We need to wrap our heads around how some susceptible individuals use Al and
prevent them from doing it.

Can we even ban anything at this point?
Deepfake technology (image, video, audio generators). Vast majority of use cases for

this tech are problematic, harmful, or offer only minor benefit that could never balance
out the malicious, criminal uses.

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)?

Doubtful it is possible, or could be controlled in any way outside of Canada rendering
any ban essentially useless; however, would advocate for leadership/government,
etc. to lead a conversation/campaign on making sensible, safe, responsible choices
around using Al tools (thinking of public messaging around smoking tobacco, and
other social harms as an example)

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?

It's very difficult to find neutral/objective evidence based information. So much of it
seems like tech bro hype. Any questioning is framed as being backwards or afraid of
change.

Harm to personal privacy and the right to be let alone.
Protection of privacy — many people are oblivious to what happens to data in Al tools.

Missing — humanity — humans are not centred in all of this talk of Al — it seems
focussed on replacing us.

Al technologies are always framed as extremely positive, and no one talks much
about downsides or risk. Information is usually biased and should be more
transparent.

Would be grateful for a balanced discussion — often see 3 types of info about Al:
relentlessly positivity/hyping from Al boosters with claims not necessarily founded
(predictions, etc.); extremely critical coverage reporting relatively evidence based and




factual topics; more generic news coverage that doesn’t often provide critical analysis
or full explanation of Al and how it works. Would like to see media, in any reporting,
explain how it works and limitations (prediction tool, not intelligent tool)

| think keeping putting back the choice to ‘take it or leave it’ would go a long way towards
helping the public understand what they’re contributing to/participating in. The ability to
opt out, similar to how parents can put restrictions on cable channel subscriptions in
efforts to keep their children from watching inappropriate television. Requiring the Al
companies to have disclosure agreements in place with their consumers of thetechis a
key element of awareness

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

Concerned that it is framed as an inevitability. Would like to see more conversation
around consent and the right to opt out.

At least balancing the “wow isn’t this great” descriptions with, “on the flip side” this can
happen — might get some traction with people who haven'’t considered the larger
landscape

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?

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.

Educate people as much as possible

“Go fast and break things” is the wrong move for Al. Society is what will break and the tech
bros don’t care.

Agreed!




Focus on human attributes in danger of being lost as Al develops further, and how to protect,
strengthen and restore those attributes. Develop understanding of what Al-AGI cannot
achieve.

Al literacy must be embedded in teacher training and integrated into a national strategy.

Develop norms for use based on human-centred social and environmental values;
communications, messaging to help shape this; rules around use in classrooms by age

Am deeply concerned that school boards are enthusiastically encouraging students to use Al
— more cognitive offloading and more social alienation. Teachers tell me they are using it to
“research”, lesson plan and do their report cards.

2. 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?

Energy consumption concerns.

They need to be more aware of/honest about the limitations of Al tools in terms of accuracy,
thoroughness & diversity of “knowledge” in the knowledge base. They aren’t necessarily
superior to human intelligence — they're just fast.

The Al corporations are not acting in the public's interest — can’t be overstated —
require ‘user agreements’ so people must consent to how their information is being
used — I'm sure | don’t entirely understand/appreciate just how many bits of my data is
out there in the Al data stream

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




