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Introduction

1.

Who are you / what is your organization?
Concerned citizen and small business owner.

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

Al tech, in all its iterations, has the potential to be a set of powerful tools. However, these are tools that will
be used by people. Just as a person’s actions can be honourable, moral, and social, they are as likely to be
devious, immoral, and self-serving. It is folly to believe that Al tools will be used for the benefit of society
without strong regulation of their usage. It is also folly to accept that Al tools should continue to be controlled
by four or five United States-based for-profit tech companies. Before allowing Al tools further into
workplaces, homes, and the public sector there has to be solid regulation in place to protect basic human
rights and civil liberties. The argument that it is too late holds no water; cloning was regulated, the tobacco
industry was regulated, nuclear armament was regulated. It is not too late to regulate Al tech use.

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.

Not a big fan of Al tech. Aworking and educated human brain can do so much more with so much less.
Any Al-generated work that | have received in the corporate world, aside from obviously not being the
product of the claimed author, is often as interesting and engaging as pablum. Not worth the time to read.

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?

| do go out of my way to avoid using Al: rarely engage with chat bots of any type; rarely use social media;
other than an iPhone, do not own or use any “smart” or Al-enabled devices; never “like” anything on a
website; use ad-blocking software; use privacy browsers and search engines; disable any Al-related features;
ignore algorithmic recommendations; and actively encourage colleagues to use their thinking-powers rather
than rely on Al. Why? Do not need nor see the need for any of it (except for spell-check, which is useful).

Problems and Concerns with Al

1

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

There has to be accountability regarding the use of Al tools. From my understanding, right now tech
companies have no or very limited accountability regarding how their products are used. Fine. But there does
have to be accountability by the people and organizations that choose to use Al tech (for example, image
generators, algorithmic decision-making, surveillance, environmental degredation).

Potential bias and partisanship of many Al tool leads to increased racism, misogyny, and marginalization .

Al tech is controlled by profit-seeking corporations. No matter how this is spun, itis not a formula for
societal benefit.

Human knowledge is increasingly stored online by the above and access to that knowledge is and can be
controlled. This is hugely problematic.

Chat bots like ChatGPT displaying “human-like” qualities or “personalities.” Access to chat bots should be
regulated; definitely no children should be allowed access.

There's always privacy, privacy, privacy. My business is my business, no one else's. My choice with whom |
share any aspects of my life. Surveillance, data collection, and reselling without INFORMED consent must
be stopped.



Lastly, itis people who use Al tools—people who are perhaps educated or uneducated, good or bad actors,
willing or unwilling participants. Harmful uses of Al must be criminalized with strong repercussions
(incarceration, heavy fines, etc.).

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.)

Not sure how to distinguish between important and urgent here. Without any sort of strong regulation, it is
all urgent. The environmental costs of building and maintaining data centres is huge and has immediate and
long-term impacts. There certainly seems to be a general lack of knowledge of Al systems: how LLMs work,
the dangers posed by exposure to chat bots with “human-like” characteristics, copyright infringements of
artists/authors, unregulated data harvesting and resale, surveillance, human rights violations, erosion of
civil liberties. We urgently need information and NOT from Al tech companies. A public campaign—flyers
delivered to mailboxes, advertisements (if that’s still a thing?)—where everyone is exposed to the same
unbiased information about what Al tools can and cannot do, about best practices, and potential dangers.

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?

Al tech is a good candidate for places inhospitable or typically inaccessible to people, like the moon, inside
volcanoes, deep ocean seabed, nanotech medical cameras. Al tech should never replace what can be
done by people—even boring entry-level jobs provide people with experience and motivation to improve and
move up. These mundane jobs are important building blocks for more demanding positions.

The argument that some Al tech can increase productivity is likely true; the use of any tool should increase
productivity. For example, using a chainsaw is more productive than using an axe, using an Excel
spreadsheet is more productive than a hand-written ledger, and driving a vehicle is faster than walking. An
increase in productivity, however, is a benchmark for a tool or a job and not for a society or for a human life.
Humans need down-time to reflect, to rest, to enjoy life without the need to be productive. Increasing
productivity during work hours by using better tools, sure. Being productive in my life, only by my choice;
cloud and bird watching, maybe napping, is better for my soul!

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

Chat bots, if not outright banned, should be heavily regulated. They should definitely be stripped of any
“human-type” characteristics or personality traits (think the computer on Star Trek). Children should not be
allowed access to chat bots. The all-too-human trait of anthropomorphizing inanimate objects makes the
inclusion of chat bots into day-to-day life extremely problematic.

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

The pushing of “personalized” information is problematic; as is evident from current events, without a
shared reality, it is difficult to have even a coherent conversation. We need people to be on the same page,
perhaps not the same paragraph, but at the very least on the same page.

Chat bots should not be allowed to mimic human voices. Surveillance tech, facial-recognition, dynamic
pricing, data brokering, non-consensual image generators are all good candidates to be banned and their
use criminalized in Canada.

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?



Alot is missing from the conversation. There is so much hype. The focus is too often on the technology and
the “promises” it can bring. What is missing foremost in the public dialogue, is the human element. The
technology by itself cannot do anything useful without a person say creating a prompt. Human nature,
especially the worst aspects of it, has to be part of the conversation. There are bad actors who have
unfettered access to all sorts of Al tech. Deciding who should have access must be part of the discussion.

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

One of the main things that should be stressed is that our puny human brains have the capacity to
immediately understand and contextualize almost every situation we encounter. Any existing Al tech,
drawing from a massive data centre, cannot do this. Al tech cannot solve world problems—it cannot resolve
cultural issues, it cannot resolve political issues, it cannot resolve regional issues, in short, it cannot resolve
any issues involving people. Though Al tech might come up with possible solutions to human problems, it is
unlikely any could ever be implemented. Solutions to human problems require lived human experiences.

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?

The protection of human rights, civil liberties, and the environment should guide any national strategy. We
have strict privacy laws governing health and other data collected by public institutions, while for-profit
tech companies harvest our data and resell it. It should be illegal for an app to extract personal data in
exchange for its usage. A better business model must be possible. Base a national strategy on every worst-
case scenario. Create strong laws that criminalize at least the commercial misuse of Al tools. Put a lot of
money into detection of Al tool misuse and enforcement of Al tech regulations. This should be a top priority.

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.

Slow down on the adoption of Al and ramp up regulation. We do not need this tech to live fulfilling lives and
it poses far greater threats than benefits. It is a novelty, perhaps providing a boost in workplaces, but it does
not enrich our lives. Relationships with other living beings enrich our lives because these are challenging
and that makes them worthwhile.

Chat bots, if not outright banned, should be heavily regulated. They should be stripped of any “human-type”
characteristics or personality traits. Children should not be allowed access to chat bots. The all-too-human
trait of anthropomorphizing inanimate objects makes the development of “human-like” chat bots
fundamentally unhealthy and problematic.

Al tech tools are to be used by people not to replace people. Decisions about people have to be made by
people—algorithmic decision-making systems are documented to have built-in biases and cannot be
trusted. However flawed human decision-making is, there is at least a semblance of accountability.

Warnings about potential bias and partisanship of every Al tool used should be displayed in large font, just
like the cancer-causing effects of cigarettes are displayed on cigarette packages. Disclaimers should not be
allowed to be delegated to a small-font endnote. Every time an Al tool is used, it should be clearly identified
(in large font, including the tool used and how). The people responsible for using the tool should also be
clearly identified. This would increase accountability.

There has to be non-partisan public ownership of Al tech. Al tech cannot be left in the hands of for-profit
corporations. This includes the development of non-partisan publicly funded internet platforms that are not
governed by algorithms prioritizing outrageous opinions or trending ideas; that do not collect user data;
and that are safe spaces for people to get information.

The use of Al tech by people, organizations, and all levels of government has to be regulated, properly
funded, and enforced. There is currently too high an environmental and personal cost to the use of Al tech.

But then again, maybe the bubble will burst...haven’t encountered many who are fans of Al tech!



