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Ash Kalra 
Chair, Assembly Judiciary Committee 
1021 O Street, Suite 4610 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
 
 
Re: Support for AB 1047 (Wiener) 
 
Senate Bill 1047 has opportunity to do what legislation rarely does, and that’s get out ahead of an 
issue. While artificial intelligence has everyone simultaneously awestruck and worried, there 
need to be safeguards in place for the next big technological breakthrough to arrive. Never mind 
ChatGPT. Society needs to start regulating AI like the unforeseen weapon or pandemic that it 
could become. 
 
It's why we support SB 1047, which will place safety nets around AI before it is publicly 
released. The legislation understands that the AI space can immensely impact society, and is 
asking for sensible protections to ensure it is brought safely to market. Not putting these 
protections in place is like giving the nuclear code to a random person on the street. Something 
bad will happen. 
 
There’s been a lot of pushback from industry regarding this bill. But here’s what it won’t do. It 
won’t stop companies from making money. It won’t stop companies from innovating. There is 
no computational limit placed on models. The state of California has been a global leader in 
technological innovation for over 50 years while also being at the forefront of technological 
regulation, and that hasn’t stopped the Googles, Apples and Open AIs of the world.  
 
In fact, many companies won’t even be affected by the bill. Only the biggest AI models, costing 
$100 million to train or more, and with the computational power of a Chat GPT, will have to 
establish a safe method to train their AI. Then companies must submit risk assessments of their 
systems detailing how catastrophic harm will be avoided. Operators of these models will also be 
required to be able to shut down covered models. The bill will develop a body overseeing the 
development of AI in the state, much like other industries have. And the bill will add important 
whistleblower protections. Many of the requirements under the bill also align with guidelines on 
the national and international level. 
 
We must learn from the past. Government regulators missed the ascension of social media over 
the past decade, and how it fundamentally transformed society for the worse. Now we have a 
chance to ensure another powerful technology, that even developers themselves don’t fully 
understand, comes with at least some safeguards. This moment cannot be passed up. 
 



 

 

Safety is not too much to ask for. Preventing a mass casualty or mass economic catastrophe is 
not too much to ask for. What industry opposition should instead ask is: Why can’t both 
innovation and safety be achieved? If it can’t be done safely, then society should not be 
subjected to such dangerous technologies.  
 
 
Best, 
 
Justin Kloczko 
Consumer Watchdog 

 

 
 


