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Overview 

 
The introduction of AI (Artificial Intelligence) has brought new, and sometimes unexpected, 
advantages and disadvantages to the world. It has presented many desperate individuals with 
innovative resolutions and increased life quality, though it also infringed on consumer protection, 
such as misleading information and breaches in privacy, putting many people in trouble. 
 
AI technologies, unlike general technologies, are capable of learning and adaptation. While 
general technologies mainly function on pre-coded algorithms, AI technologies show better 
flexibility through collecting and analysing new data; ultimately adapting itself to the user’s 
niche (1). Due to its smart algorithm, affordable hardware, and increased accessibility to users, 
AI is gaining more popularity among its consumers (2) and is taking up a large part in our daily 
lives. For example, AI assistants such as Siri and Alexa, personalised recommendations in social 
media, biometric profiling, and location detection in navigation are all AI-enabled technologies 
(3). As much as AI has infinite potential in its ability and is commonly used nowadays, the 
disadvantages cannot be further ignored, as the widespread use of AI magnifies the effects on 
people. 
 
One of the many infringements on consumer protection is the violation of privacy rights. AI 
gathers unimaginable amounts of data to further enhance its algorithm through data training. 
However, during the process, it gathers private data of individuals with the possibility of leaking 
it in public, breaching individual privacy rights. This resulted in internet users demanding their 
privacy rights to ensure data collection under their consent. Yet, even with consent, data may be 
misused beyond what the user has given consent to, posing a challenge in AI technology 
regulations in data collection. Furthermore, some AI models gather data beyond the internet, as 
some are used to analyse surveillance data, and can access surveillance devices such as security 
cameras (4). For instance, China has AI-enabled surveillance cameras installed in many public 
spaces. Because these AI-enabled technologies are used for national security and sovereignty, 
these cameras have biometric profiling and facial recognition systems integrated, and the vast 
amount of highly sensitive information these cameras have access to increases the potential 
damage that civilians will experience. Highlighting that China shares these technologies with 
other regions such as Southeast Asia, Central Asia, Africa, and the Middle East, Member States 
need to set strict regulations regarding individual privacy regarding surveillance cameras (9). 
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Another example is consumer fraud, referring to actions such as financing done unjustly through 
deceptive methods, commonly known as a scam. Nowadays, more than 50% of fraud in 2025 has 
incorporated AI for purposes of generating fake identities and realistic photos, widely known as 
deepfake media, to buy trust from target consumers and take over accounts or money. To combat 
this, banks also incorporate AI to detect fraud, but face more obstacles relative to the criminals. 
For instance, while criminals’ only objective is to abuse technologies to their benefit, banks have 
to consider possible ethical challenges the detection AI can cause and ensure that the AI used is 
legally appropriate, limiting its ability compared to the criminals (5). To combat these 
manipulative AI misuses, the European Union (EU) proposed the AI Act in 2021, which will be 
further explained in detail in the next section, to enhance European citizens’ privacy rights and 
security regarding AI usage. The Act classifies AI-enabled technologies in four categories: 
unacceptable risk, high risk, limited risk, and minimal risk. Technologies that are classified as 
unacceptable risk if they are used for manipulative or deceptive purposes, and they are banned. 
Though this AI Act only legally binds EU nations, some nations, such as Brazil, South Korea, 
and some states of the United States of America, have adopted similar legislation. To minimise 
further harm caused by deceptive AI use, it is highly recommended that Member States have a 
common agreement on a regulation like the EU AI Act (10). 
 
The third example of violation in consumer protection is the algorithmic bias and possible 
discrimination towards users. Many businesses have AI implemented in Human Resources (HR) 
systems — where HR refers to a business department that manages employees through various 
tasks, such as organising employee hiring processes (6) — which is becoming a trend among 
businesses. Among those with AI implementation, 64% of AI use was for talent acquisition — a 
process of deliberately selecting elite job applicants who can contribute to the business’s long 
term goal instead of recruiting for an immediate job filling (7). Part of the reason for the 
implementation of AI is due to its high efficiency in decision-making through accurate analysis 
and prediction, and the aim for bias mitigation during the process. However, counterparties claim 
that AI, in fact, magnifies bias due to the input it uses for data training. Research identified that 
because the training data used to set criteria for “an ideal employee for the company” was based 
on past human bias, the established criteria were also impartial. Additionally, through further 
analysis of minor implications about the applicant’s personal information, such as their gender or 
race, AI are now able to identify and rank applicants based on its impartial criteria — instead of 
focusing more on the individual’s ability (7). Businesses’ initial intention of practising equality 
through AI is now conversely emphasised by AI, risking consumer protection from 
discrimination and bias. Although job applicants and consumers are different in a sense of literal 
definition, in a broader sense, AI systems that are used in the decision-making process treat job 
applicants as their consumers. Likewise, the system should also have similar core values as 
consumer protections, such as anti-discrimination and transparency. 
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However, setting overly strict regulations on these AI technologies may also result in negative 
impacts on a larger scale. Over-regulations, first of all, will impact the world’s AI development 
rate by setting stricter criteria for safety assessment or limiting the AI’s ability, regardless of 
whether the use of it is beneficial or not. This hence implies that strict regulation of AI may 
hamper the growth of life-changing AI technologies — such as medical inventions or AI-enabled 
cybersecurity programs — jeopardising not only those who need immediate medical care, but 
almost all internet users whose cybersecurity is no longer guaranteed from AI abuse (8). 
Furthermore, strict regulations may limit engineers and scientists in experimenting with AI’s 
capabilities, restraining them from discovering new uses of AI that contribute to further 
innovation of technologies (11). 
 
Second, over-regulations can also create unequal opportunities among large businesses and 
start-up companies due to the limitations as novice companies. When stricter regulations apply to 
all scales of companies, small companies may lack resources and money to comply with the 
newly introduced regulations, taking away growth opportunities from start-ups with large 
potential. For instance, start-ups can attain growth opportunities largely through partnerships 
with larger businesses or investments. However, after the introduction of the General Data 
Protection Regulation (GDPR) in 2018, the investment rate in small companies has decreased by 
36% due to concerns that the start-ups would not be able to manage new compliance rules (11) 
(12). Hence, considering how start-ups play an important role in the technology industry, having 
a regulation that does not impose a huge burden on small start-ups is also important. 
 
Lastly, over-regulations may also impact the economy on an international scale. For instance, 
China, by collaborating with its firms, is currently using and exporting AI-enabled surveillance 
cameras with biometric profiling and facial recognition integrated in them. The surveillance 
cameras are exported to various aforementioned regions for global smart-city projects to enhance 
public safety and efficiency (9). If over-regulations limit the use of these surveillance cameras, 
national security may be undermined; companies that manufacture these surveillance cameras 
and the nations that export them will experience a downfall in their economy. This example is 
not merely limited to this case of China, but also shows that other international trade regarding 
AI-enabled technologies is also threatened by limits in AI use. Hence, it is strongly encouraged 
that the delegates be cautious and draft their resolutions in a way that does not largely impact 
nations’ economies. 
 
In summation, in spite of significant movements made on large scales — such as the AI Act of 
the EU and the GDPR European law — AI technologies are still posing significant threats 
without boundaries. However, there are still beneficial sides of these technologies, and 
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over-regulations may result in more harm by overriding those benefits, such as to the national 
economy and to the enhancement of technologies. Delegates should therefore have a deep 
understanding of country stances, especially in terms of how each country is related to AI, and 
have a fair prediction of possible outcomes per regulation to prevent overcontrol on AI. 
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Definitions of important terms 
 
Artificial Intelligence (AI) 
Artificial Intelligence (AI) is a system capable of learning and adapting skills that were 
previously thought to be limited only to humans. This made AI technologies exceptionally 
flexible in their ability to accomplish tasks with variables — such as recognising patterns and 
problem solving — because they do not necessarily require a pre-coded algorithm like traditional 
technologies (13). Although there are many cases where AI breaches consumer protection 
through misuse, its trait as a whole can also directly cause harm. For example, when AI collects 
data for learning, it may collect biased or sensitive sources. The biased sources may affect AI’s 
decision-making process during talent acquisitions — limiting opportunities to marginalised 
groups regardless of their competence (7) — while the sensitive sources may leak to the public, 
breaching civilians’ privacy (4). 
 
Consumer protection 
Consumer protection is a set of laws and regulations that protect consumers’ safety through 
education, mobilisation, and representation. It ensures that consumers can make fully-informed 
decisions, successfully revise the decisions, and receive the promised quality products and 
services. Meanwhile, businesses refrain from deceptive activities that harm consumers. Although 
it is generally understood that consumers refer to those who buy goods and services, delegates 
should be aware that there is no universally agreed definition of consumer and its definition may 
sometimes vary depending on the context or who defines it (14). For example, the way 
consumers and job applicants were previously linked together shows a broader definition of 
consumer, which included job applicants. Consumer protection is especially important because it 
applies to any individual who engages in any type of economic activity, whether it happens 
online or offline. Therefore, it is not an exaggeration that this is one of the most urgent issues to 
solve, as these threats from AI will come to every individual. 
 
AI ethics 
AI ethics is a set of conduct regarding AI, focusing on human values. Similar to the definition of 
consumer, there are no commonly accepted principles of AI ethics and organisations such as 
governments or companies each set their own principles. However, there are still commonly 
occurring principles such as human dignity — prioritising humans to ensure AI does not replace 
or compromise human well-being — and upholding data privacy — ensuring AI adheres to strict 
data privacy rules to prevent data breaching or unapproved access (15). For example, the United 
Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organisation (UNESCO) has established the first 
global principles on AI ethics, officially called the Recommendations on the Ethics of Artificial 
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Intelligence, applicable to all 194 Member States. It consists of four core values and ten core 
principles, including human dignity and safety and security (16). Moreover, the Association of 
Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) also adopted their own set of core principles on AI ethics. 
Applicable to all ASEAN regions, this also encompasses human centricity, security, and safety 
(17). It is therefore crucial for delegates to have a general agreement on these ethical standards to 
minimise the gaps between varying perspectives. 
 
Black-box AI 
Black-box AI is an AI system that lacks transparency in the process of its decisions. While the 
inputs and outputs are clear, the process that results in the output is hidden from consumers, and 
sometimes even from the engineers. The lack of transparency in these AI systems not only 
reduces the credibility of the AI but may also lead to the reflection of the “Clever Hans effect” 
on significant matters. This effect reflects events where one yields the correct result but with 
incorrect reasoning. When this effect is applied to vital AI technologies such as healthcare, it can 
result in serious issues. For example, AI models trained to diagnose COVID-19 using lung x-rays 
were successful during their training, but showed poor performance in the real world. This was 
because one of the factors the models considered during their diagnostic process was the X-ray 
annotations, which were intended to highlight the features that suggested COVID-19. If these 
models were used in real-life situations, they would most likely have diagnosed all patients as 
unaffected and caused greater damage to a larger population. What makes it especially 
demanding to simply set rules to make AI transparent as a resolution is that some machine 
learning models go through complicated deep learning processes, even challenging the creators 
to comprehend the process. Hence, simply setting rules to make AI transparent is, on an aspect, 
unfeasible and delegates are highly encouraged to consider these complications (18). 
 
Human In The Loop (HITL) 
Human In The Loop in AI is a system where humans intervene in AI procedures to ensure 
accuracy, safety, transparency, and ethical decision-making. As mentioned before, mass data 
collection raises multiple issues, and even the most complex learning process models have their 
own flaws due to it. In terms of accuracy and safety, HITL mitigates these issues by utilising 
human intervention to filter biased inputs and rectify misleading outputs, guiding AI towards its 
improvement over time. In ethical decision-making, human intervention ensures that the 
decisions made by AI models are ethical and appropriate for the social norm. Although AI has 
great potential and the capability for a wide range of complex analyses, human perspectives are 
still sometimes needed, especially when it comes to ethical dilemmas. Lastly, HITL can increase 
transparency by mitigating the effects of black-box AIs. Through monitoring and controlling the 
developmental processes and detecting risks, previously opaque AI models can now be inspected 
and understood, which raises transparency. As shown, HITL needs to be present in most AI 
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models as they are incomplete in their ability to work independently while guaranteeing safety. 
Nevertheless, relying on human intervention for an extended period of time also brings a 
negative effect, as ironically, their functionality can fall short in some aspects. For instance, in 
cases where the AI systems become more complex, and their data set grows larger, the sheer 
amount of labour hours and the cost of experts may be unbearable in due time. In addition, while 
HITL is expected to mitigate bias in AI models, humans themselves may have bias or differing 
perspectives, leading to HITL incorporating error or inconsistency in its job. Lastly, humans also 
have the same risk of sensitive data exploitation as AI. Though it may not be intentional, as long 
as they work with internal data, it is possible to leak or misuse data at some point (19). 
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Timeline of key events 
 
May 2018: The General Data Protection Regulation (GDPR) comes into effect 
The GDPR is a data privacy and security law, which is an important factor when discussing AI 
technology regulation. It is one of the harshest laws, as it imposes heavy fines on those who 
violate the law, holding them accountable for up to tens of millions of euros. Though drafted and 
passed by the EU, the law also applies to any organisations that target EU citizens to collect data, 
also subjecting organisations outside of the EU to grand fines. Its data protection principles set a 
guideline to anyone who attempts to process data, which minimises the possibility of personal 
data being misused or exploited. The principles include standards such as: using data only for the 
purpose disclosed to the consumers, storing data only as long as necessary for the stated purpose, 
and, most fundamentally, all data processing should be legal and transparent (20). 
 
May 2019: The Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD) 
adopted “OECD Principles on AI” 
The OECD Principles on AI are a set of five value-based principles — which promote AI use in 
an innovative and trustworthy way while valuing human dignity and democratic factors — and 
five recommendations for policymakers for effective AI policies (21). As it is the first 
intergovernmental standard on AI, it is referenced and has become the foundation for many 
countries’ AI policies and frameworks. In 2024, the Principles on AI were revised once again to 
follow the fast innovation of new AI technologies. The revision tackles multiple growing issues 
regarding AI. For example, it addresses safety concerns that enable robust mechanisms to rectify 
erroneous behaviours of AI, reflects the significance of addressing the spread of inaccurate 
information, and promotes transparency through clarification of information (22). 
 
June 2020: Launch of Global Partnership on Artificial Intelligence (GPAI) 
The GPAI is a global initiative that advocates for responsible growth and use of AI, focusing on 
human rights, inclusion, diversity, innovation, and economic growth. The initiative, therefore, 
aims to close the gap between theory and practice on AI through support for pioneering research 
and applied activities on AI-related priorities. Consisting of 44 participant countries, the GPAI is 
also closely partnered with the OECD and uses the OECD Principles on AI as a foundation to set 
the trajectory of its work (23)(24). This initiative is a good example of what delegates should 
focus on, as it not only centres around safe use and development of AI, but also around economic 
growth and inclusivity. This reflects how the GPAI is maintaining awareness of overregulation 
while trying to take advantage of AI; how it seeks to make AI satisfactory to all perspectives, 
unbound from governmental or business level but also civil society level (24). 
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November 2021: UNESCO Recommendation on the Ethics of Artificial Intelligence is 
adopted by its Member States 
The Recommendation on the Ethics of Artificial Intelligence is the first global standard-setting 
instrument regarding AI, which consists of the aforementioned four core values and ten core 
principles. The four core values represent the basics of AI systems for the benefit of humanity, 
individuals, societies, and the environment, while the ten core principles represent the ethical 
standards of AI, with the focus on human rights (16). The Recommendation further emphasises 
data protection, as it bans privacy-breaching AI systems such as social scoring and mass 
surveillance and highly supports tools for assessing the impact of AI systems on individuals. In a 
practical aspect, the Recommendation initially obliges UNESCO to compose several tools, such 
as the Ethical Impact Assessment and Readiness Methodology. Then, the Member States are 
expected to implement them in their own nations and draft regular reports on their policies and 
executions (25). 
 
November 2023: The Bletchley Park AI Safety Summit was held 
The Bletchley Park AI Safety Summit was the first international AI summit, held in the United 
Kingdom (U.K.). The summit involved representatives with diverse perspectives, ranging from 
national leaders to representatives from industry and civil society. Its discussion centred around 
“frontier AI”, which the U.K. defined as AI models that may exceed the capability of most 
existing models. The discussion addressed concerns and possible solutions, including developing 
tools to assess the potency of new AI models, establishing boundaries on the tolerable number of 
errors in AI, and debating the risks posed by AI models. The participants agreed that further 
collaborative action is necessary and emphasised the importance of inclusivity to ensure 
equitable development (26)(27). The consensus reached at the summit should serve as a constant 
reminder to the delegates that simply banning high-risk models and investing in safety 
mechanisms is insufficient. 
 
August 2024: The European Union Artificial Intelligence (AI) Act comes into effect 
The EU AI Act is the world’s first overarching AI law aimed at enhancing EU citizens’ 
experience, privacy, and safety with AI. The Act limits various entities and corporations when 
using AI for data sharing and collection. It classifies AI into four different categories: 
unacceptable-risk (those that violate people’s rights and safety), high-risk (those used for disease 
diagnosis, automated cars, and biometric identification for investigation), limited-risk, and 
minimal-risk (ranging from AI-enabled games to chatbots). While limited-risk and 
minimal-risk-categorised models simply require transparency or have almost no regulations, 
high-risk models require stricter requirements and compliance measures, and unacceptable-risk 
models are completely banned from the EU. As it is the first law on AI, other regions, such as 
some states in the U.S., South Korea, and Brazil, have implemented similar laws (28)(29). 
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Position of key nations 
 
The United States of America 
The United States of America, one of the leading nations in the AI industry, recently declared 
that it will prioritise AI development over strict regulations. On January 23, 2025, President 
Trump issued Executive Order 14179, which promotes removing barriers to American leadership 
in AI. This led to modifying existing Federal regulatory frameworks in a way that promotes the 
adoption of AI applications. Though controversial, the nation still received trillions of dollars of 
investment from overseas. President Trump also declared that Congress should make a national 
standard with the least burden when it comes to AI regulations. The resulting new framework, as 
he claims, should therefore prevent all states from making separate state laws that would conflict 
with national laws, ensure child protection, prevent censorship, respect copyrights, and safeguard 
communities (30). The U.S. is also the first country to regulate AI by specifically putting export 
controls on it. On one hand, this allows the U.S. to export AI chips to allied nations without 
complying with AI regulations that limit the amount of chips exported. Meanwhile, on the other 
hand, the export control prevents the U.S. from exporting these AI chips to “countries of 
concern”, where the term refers to countries that have U.S. arms embargoes, such as China (31). 
 
China 
China is also one of the leading nations in the AI industry, followed by large investments and a 
wide range of applications. Unlike the U.S., China shows more openness to AI regulations by 
introducing several AI-related policies involving AI regulations, industry standards, technical 
guidelines, and court rulings encompassing a wide range of AI models and cybersecurity. 
Meanwhile, China also shows proactive behaviour in AI usage. Its AI Plus Action Plan, 
established in 2025, covers how the country will strategise AI use in the future. The content 
consists largely of six fields where the nation plans to prioritise the deployment and development 
of AI in specific fields, some of them including consumer services and public welfare (32). 
China is also one of the countries that supports AI-enabled surveillance systems, as it recently 
launched the largest AI-based public-surveillance system and imposed an immense amount of 
workload that no other police officers had handled before. As much as AI is well-trusted to take 
a great stake in the government’s national security, police officers now sit in command centres 
and monitor city security through this surveillance system. However, continuous development of 
AI models may trigger them to make final decisions, such as arresting, by itself without human 
command (33). Like China, many authoritarian regimes may value national sovereignty over 
human rights compared to democratic regimes. It is therefore important for Member States to 
fully consider and respect each other’s priorities during discussions. 
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The United Kingdom 
The United Kingdom, similar to the U.S., is more open to AI innovation and takes a more 
pro-innovation approach when it comes to AI regulation. Though the nation does believe that 
regulations are needed, it focuses more on maximising the benefit offered by AI and becoming a 
global leader in the field. The nation, therefore, takes a more encouraging and principles-based 
approach to its regulators, meaning that they lack comprehensive real-life action plans. For 
example, it relies on utilising existing regulators to regulate within their own sectors instead of 
establishing a new system and enforcing it. Because of this, the U.K.’s emphasis on regulators is 
often considered to be falling behind the EU. However, in 2025, a private members' bill in the 
House of Lords reissued the Artificial Intelligence (Regulation) Bill (AI Bill), which introduces a 
central AI Authority to monitor AI regulation, assess new AI risks, and support AI innovation 
while ensuring all innovation per sectors align with each other. Despite the Bill’s significance it 
brings that will redirect the U.K.'s interaction with AI, the fact that the Bill is not yet issued by 
the U.K. government weakens its legal effectiveness (34)(35)(36). 
 
Germany 
Germany in the past was not strict in AI regulations and utilised soft laws that lacked legal 
enforcement. However, as a Member State of the EU, it is hence obliged to follow the AI Act. 
Though it still does not have a separate national law that regulates AI, the IT Law that addresses 
a wide range of technology issues also includes AI. It tackles liability, intellectual property, 
ethical compliance, sector-specific regulations, data protection and privacy (forcing AI systems 
to comply with the GDPR), and, most importantly, consumer protection. However, understanding 
that the nation might need further national laws, German politicians declared that they are 
constantly evaluating the necessity. While fully complying with the AI Act, Germany also 
focuses on its national prosperity. For instance, Germany adopted its National AI Strategy with a 
future goal of making Germany a global leader in AI through reinforcing the AI ecosystem, 
increasing both public and private sector uptake, while maintaining trustworthiness and 
sustainability in its AI developments. Though it may lack enforceable laws, Germany continues 
to maintain a balance between regulation and innovation (37)(38)(39). 
 
South Korea 
South Korea has recently established the world’s second AI-specific legislation called the AI 
Basic Act, with a primary goal of fairly balancing between AI innovations and regulations. 
Coming into effect in January 2026, the Act is designed to reinforce national competitiveness 
through trusted development, ensure AI systems are deployed in an ethical manner, protect 
civilians from opaque systems, and support sustainable growth of the AI industry. Similar to the 
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GDPR, South Korea applies this law to any organisation that provides AI to its own citizens, 
widely affecting a large range of AI-related organisations (40)(41). Furthermore, instead of 
merely restricting AI, the Act also accelerates AI development through providing extra support 
to start-up companies, talent programmes, and industry clustering — a concentration of allied 
businesses (42). Though Korea has set legislative regulations on AI, it still sees AI as a chance 
for it to recover from recent economic instability. President Lee promised to donate 100 trillion 
won ($72 billion) as an investment to AI, increased the AI budget to 10.1 trillion won, and 
increased the AI Transformation initiative by 30% from last year. This portrays the capability of 
launching legally binding regulations while having grand visions on national prosperity (43), 
reminding Member States that if balanced right, economic growth and consumer protection can 
coexist. 
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Suggested solutions 
 
AI has brought mankind numerous innovative solutions to current issues. Nowadays, most 
governments effectively utilise AI for national prosperity or sometimes for world power. Its 
ability to perform tasks goes beyond past thoughts, and still, humans continuously develop them 
to unlock its full potency. Although AI is helpful in various ways, its ability is sometimes abused 
or misused to cause harm to other civilians. Though it is hard to close the gap between the 
urgency for AI regulation and maintaining national prosperity, Member States should still remind 
themselves of the dire consequences AI will bring if not regulated strictly. 
 
One main issue that should be addressed is that the world lacks a universal regulation or a 
framework. This allows some Member States the freedom to work with any type of AI system 
regardless of their risks. Therefore, one possible solution can be establishing a universal standard 
that categorises each AI technology in terms of its riskiness, where each of the categorised 
technologies will be regarded differently, similar to the EU AI Act. Having a common standard 
to start with will ease the excessive competition between nations by restricting them from 
experimenting with high-risk models. However, it would be challenging to get all nations to 
agree with the standards since there are nations that value national prosperity or leadership in the 
AI industry. For example, out of several international-level AI summits held in the past, the UN 
once launched a Global Dialogue on AI Governance, though the U.S. rejected it due to their 
preference for centralised control over its own AI policy (44). Likewise, these efforts to form 
multilateral regulations are constantly getting challenged due to varying perspectives. 
 
Another possible solution can be gradually adding requirements when deploying or developing 
AI. Member States can start by requiring transparency on AI systems commonly exposed to 
consumers through notices that disclose information regarding the type of data the system will 
use, the use of collected data, and when AI is going to be used. Though it seems to be a small 
change, this will be a starting point for the world to decrease the risk of data misuse or leakage, 
one of the main issues that breaches consumer protection. Afterwards, nations can widely 
implement transparency mechanisms such as the HITL to ensure transparency in all systems, 
though it is not recommended to rely on HITL for too long since it has its own limits. As an 
alternative, while maintaining transparency with HITL, Member States are encouraged to find 
new transparency mechanisms with minimal side effects, which leads us to the next suggestion. 
 
The next suggestion is to share technologies amongst nations. Developing new mechanisms or 
adopting new frameworks will cost a fair amount of money, and the level of burden on the cost 
may differ depending on each nation’s resource availability or economic situation. To ensure that 
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all consumers have guaranteed protection, it is thus important for Member States to have equal 
access to these resources and technologies. Sharing technology does not necessarily have to be 
free in cost, but reducing tariffs and trade barriers can be one strategy. Nations can also have 
experts to collaborate with each other or help train others for advanced technologies. 
 
Nations are investing great effort into AI regulations, but consumer protection is still at risk. The 
most fundamental yet vital step is for all nations to come together and have a comprehensive 
action plan to make real-life changes, which many countries were deemed to lack. In addition to 
that, mandating AI systems to notify consumers on data collection and widely using existing 
practices or mechanisms for transparency may be seen as the simplest step to start with. Yet it is 
still significant, as these implementations will mark the start of the world moving in unison 
toward stronger protection. If Member States succeed in finding a midpoint of different 
perspectives and justly balance economic growth and consumer protection, civilians will be in a 
safer digital environment where AI provides maximum benefit to all. 
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