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Introduction

1.

Who are you / what is your organization?

I am an individual who works as a college professor at one of Ontario’s public colleges.

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

| see cognitive offloading and abdicating of thinking and decision-making via Large
Language Models of Al in college-level student assignment submissions; | observe that
this is deleterious to individuals' (and therefore society's) short and long-term critical
thinking abilities; and | am profoundly concerned about the environmental and energy
impacts of Al use during this moment of perilous climate change.

As an artist, illustrator, and writer who has used these earned skills and the resulting
marketable products to earn part or all of my income at various points in my career, | do
not support the harvesting and repackaging of people’s creativity by Al Large Language
Models and image, video, and music generators.

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.



The use of LLM Al by students has taken the joy of teaching away for me. ChatGPT
appears to be the primary tool used by students to complete college assignments.

Student-submitted Al responses to assignments are a waste of time and effort for me in
terms of grading and providing feedback that neither Al nor the student can benefit from;
Al also creates a waste of learning potential and practice in critical thinking and skill-
building for students.

Al use creates interpersonal conflict and the need for academic integrity reporting
processes.

In addition to all of this unfruitful effort, | feel demoralized, frustrated, and crestfallen
when students further deny their use of Al when their Al submissions are clearly not
consistent with the student’s own skills or style; it is increasingly difficult for me to trust
and respect students and others. | feel lied to and deceived.

The casual and rampant use of Al that | see in Ontario colleges has made me a much
more cynical individual; Al use has eroded my faith in our future workers and therefore in
the safety | have come to expect in Canadian health care, aviation, personal care,
business, the culinary industry, and so on.

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

The college community has been profoundly changed by Al use, particularly by students
but also by colleagues and supervisors trying to find work shortcuts that validate the use
of Al. Al LLMs erode genuine communications. Al creates a barrier between people by
providing often obsequious communications that are not nuanced or truly responsive to
a real-life situation.

| see my colleagues struggle as | do to remain calm and optimistic in the classroom, as
Al creates what looks on the surface to be a credible stand-in for human learning while
actually blocking the capacity for students to become full, functional, competent human
beings prepared to contribute to communities and the economy in a fully present way.

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

I have used ChatGPT, CoPilot, Elicit, Consensus, Kahoot question-building, and
Perplexity trials as part of PD (personal development) training at my college. On
occasion | have introduced learning activities with students so that they can understand
the options and limitations of working with Al to a professional standard.

Students frequently use Al (often unauthorized) to complete assignments. There is no
value to students in this response to a learning activity, and there is no value to a
teacher in the time spent reviewing, responding, and acting (via an academic integrity
report, for instance) on Al submissions.



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

The college community is encouraging trials of Al by faculty and managers in an effort to
improve productivity. As a faculty member whose workload is decided based on
calculation factors for teaching hours, lesson preparation, and marking time, | see
attempts to erode those calculation factors by presuming that Al can do the same job in
less time. This denies the fundamental truth that humans learn primarily from other
humans. The use of Al and the assumption that Al provides comparable (or better)
outcomes than human effort means that more work is likely to be assigned to each
individual faculty member, creating an unsustainable workload in real time. Al
preparation and feedback do not replace the nuanced, reflective presence and attention
of a human teacher.

| see the acceptance of Al use as eroding union protections and reasonable workloads
for workers.

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?

I avoid using generative Al in my everyday life because the responses I've received in
trial uses are generic at best and without insight. | have found Al responses to be of
limited value overall.

I do not enjoy knowing my online searches and purchase decisions are being harvested
and analyzed, but | do not know how to extricate myself from those systems in a
meaningful way.

I miss the kind of search information that used to come up—links to a variety of websites
from which | could choose based on my critical thinking and their reliability—where now
internet searches result in Al generated overviews that obfuscate sources. | feel | have
access to less information than | did before Al. Al feels like an intrusive barrier to my
finding and knowing things.

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?

On the infrequent occasions when | share Al-generated content, | do disclose its source.
This helps convey a warning to the recipients that the content may not be entirely
reliable or accurate. It creates a separation between me and the Al work.

It is not surprising to me that | have always had to proofread and correct a number of
items in an Al-generated work because precision is often missing in terms of facts.



Problems and Concerns with Al

1.

2.

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

e Heavy water and energy use by Al at a time of climate change is of great concern

e large Language Models and generative Al are being used by students to complete
assignments, thereby allowing students to sidestep the important learning and critical
thinking practice required to build autonomy and collaboration in society

e Generative Al for music, images, and video recycles others’ ideas and efforts without
permission or compensation, this erodes and oversteps copyright and intellectual
property protections

e Generative Al for music, images, and video dissuades people from investing effort
and time in learning and mastering music, image-making, and video storytelling,
thereby eroding culture, individuality, creativity, lateral thinking, and how we as a
human race build knowledge and wisdom about the diversity, complexity, and
richness of human experience

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.)

e URGENT - Heavy water and energy use at a time of climate change

e URGENT - Loss of critical thinking, decision-making, and autonomy in
postsecondary student populations because of reliance on Al LLMs and Al
generation tools

e URGENT - Loss of skill-building and competence in workers and workers in training

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?

In my opinion the human outcomes of using Al have such clear negative impacts that Al
is best abandoned for recreational and everyday workplace use and consumption.

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

It is likely too late for banning, given how widely available and integrated Al LLMs and Al
generation tools are in communication tools and the Internet. However, if it were
possible | think Al technologies should be banned at the consumer level. Great care and
caution must be used in determining whether Al use has net benefits in any industry.



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

which specific ones, and why?

Large Language Model Al and Al generation tools for music, images, and videos must
stay out of schools from JK to the end of postsecondary, so that individuals learn to
think, decide, assess, communicate without Al scaffolding, and connect with themselves
and other humans.

A case could perhaps be made that Al might have net benefits at postsecondary levels
and in specialized industries; however, environmental and water impacts are still
important detractors of the benefits of Al. Al limitations (hallucinations and Al-psychoses)
must be accurately acknowledged and measured as catastrophic net losses, with
corrections to those important damages made before proceeding further with any Al,
regardless of its potential efficiencies.

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)?

One possibility is licensing availability to professionals only for LLMs and Al generation
tools for music, images, and videos. In this way, skillset could perhaps still be built and
the use of Al generation tools could perhaps be restricted to specific workplaces.

Licensing could be available only to those over 18, as is done with access to alcohol,
cigarettes, and gambling.

A water/energy tax could apply to Al users, to reflect the climate impact.

In the way that nicotine, alcohol, and gambling still cause significant harms, these efforts
are unlikely to mitigate many of the societal and individual harms of Al use.

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?

What happens to a developing adult individual who does not practice critical thinking or
has not developed critical thinking? Can this individual safely navigate society and self-
care?



What kinds of societal impacts take place when adults abdicate decision-making? Are
they then able to decide or is that skill lost? Is the loss permanent? Does lack of
decision-making equal passivity when faced with decisive action by others
(governments, groups, individuals)? Does the use of LLMs for critical thinking and
decision-making foster learned helplessness? What is the impact on society of mass
learned helplessness? What kinds of dangers result? Who is liable for those dangers
and subsequent damages? Does our legal system have capacity for dealing
appropriately and responsibly with those dangers and damages?

What happens to a society where creativity is offloaded to Al LLMs and music/video/art
generators? Do individuals no longer invest in creativity and creative expression? Does
anyone bother learning to play an instrument, given the thousands of hours of effort
required? What does this loss mean in terms of cataloguing (let alone forwarding)
human progress, history, and culture?

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

There needs to be more clarity and connection between Al use and energy/water
consumption, including how that energy/water use could be diverted for more beneficial
purposes (such as growing food or lessening storm damage). A clear connection must
be made to show that nuclear power stations are being created to provide that
necessary power; related risks must be shared (including where nuclear waste might be
stored in increasing quantities and the unknowns that connect to that).

There needs to be more clarity and connection about the damages resulting from Al use,
in terms of psychosis (including connections to suicide/mass violence), poor critical
thinking, the generation and spread of erroneous information (Al hallucinations) leading
to damage (such as potential and/or real loss of life/medical damage/legal
troubles/errors made to systems humans rely on such as cars, buildings, common
knowledge).

Al must, at the very least, be treated as risky in the way that cigarettes/vaping, gambling,
and alcohol use are presented publicly as risky.

Al must be held to account for the copyright and intellectual property theft upon which it
is built. Connections must be made to remind people that the internet and other sources
of data do not contain only truthful and correct information.

. 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?

Do these technologies and their requirement for water and energy fit with our collective
efforts to mitigate climate change? Why are we persisting with something that increases
water and energy needs when human life is endangered by climate change?



These requirements for water and energy must be quantified each time Al is referenced,
much like potential damage is listed on cigarette packages and food packaging.

Have we quantified the human risks (to life and to general intellectual competence)? Are
we willing to assume those risks? Why are we willing to assume those risks?

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.

I have nothing to add beyond the above.

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.

Stop investing in Al given its potential for human and environmental damage. Barring
that...

Use licensing models with a minimum 18-year age.

Regulate the industry with financial penalties and criminal penalties for exposure to
youth and misuse for crime, including sexual exploitation.

Make whole those whose income and livelihood have been damaged or eroded by Al
generation tools via copyright and intellectual property infringement and thetft.



