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This framework represents an original citizen-driven approach to addressing the systematic abuse of artificial
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technologies.
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Core Innovation: Reframing Al-facilitated crimes from "technological problems" to "human criminal acts
using technological tools," thereby enabling immediate prosecution under existing statutes while building

enhanced enforcement mechanisms.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The AI.ACL Framework addresses the urgent crisis of accountability in Al-facilitated crimes by rejecting the
false narrative that artificial intelligence acts autonomously. Every deepfake has a creator. Every voice clone

scam has a perpetrator. Every harmful Al deployment has human decision-makers.
This framework provides law enforcement, prosecutors, legislators, and citizens with:

e Clear terminology standards that establish human accountability



Crime classification matrices linking Al misuse to existing statutes

Enforcement pathways using current laws with proposed enhancements

Platform accountability standards creating corporate liability

Reporting protocols empowering victims and investigators

Legislative models for immediate state and federal implementation

The central principle: Al is a tool. Every Al-facilitated crime is a human crime, prosecutable today.

PART I: FOUNDATIONAL PRINCIPLES

1.1 The Cirisis of Narrative

The single greatest obstacle to Al accountability is linguistic: the systematic removal of human agency from

descriptions of Al-facilitated crimes.
Current Problematic Framing:

e "Al-generated deepfake"
e "Algorithm discriminated"
e "Machine learning bias"

e "Al fraud"

¢ "Deepfake attack"

Consequence: Criminal actors and negligent corporations hide behind technological complexity, claiming

unpredictability and lack of control.

1.2 The ALI.ACL Principle

Core Assertion: Artificial intelligence systems do not possess agency, intent, or autonomy. They are
sophisticated tools programmed, deployed, and operated by human beings who bear full legal and moral

responsibility for their use.
Therefore:
o Every Al-generated deepfake was created by a person with specific intent
¢ Every voice clone scam was executed by a criminal who chose targets and methods

e Every discriminatory algorithm was designed or deployed by an organization that failed to implement

safeguards



o Every harmful Al output resulted from human decisions at every stage of development and deployment

1.3 Legal Foundation

The ALLACL Framework operates on the principle that existing criminal and civil statutes already cover Al-

facilitated crimes. We do not need to wait for new legislation to achieve accountability.
What we need is:

1. Correct terminology in all legal proceedings

2. Aggressive enforcement of existing laws

3. Enhanced penalties reflecting technological sophistication

4. Corporate liability for negligent deployment

5. Victim empowerment through clear reporting mechanisms

PART II: TERMINOLOGY STANDARDS

2.1 Mandatory Language Framework

All legal documents, law enforcement reports, legislation, media coverage, and public discourse must adhere to

the following standards:

2.1.1 Criminal Acts

PROHIBITED LANGUAGE | REQUIRED LANGUAGE RATIONALE
"Al-generated fraud" "Criminal used Al tools to commit fraud" Identifies human perpetrator
"Deepfake attack" "Perpetrator created deepfake to deceive victims" Establishes intent and agency
"Algorithm discriminated" "Organization deployed discriminatory system" Corporate accountability

"Al went rogue" "Developer failed to implement safeguards"” Technical negligence
"Machine learning bias" "Training data reflected discriminatory patterns" Human design choices
"Voice clone scam" "Criminal impersonated victim using voice synthesis" Clear criminal act

2.1.2 Platform/Corporate Actions

PROHIBITED LANGUAGE REQUIRED LANGUAGE RATIONALE
Corporate
"Al moderation failed" "Platform failed to moderate content adequately”
responsibility
"Algorithm recommended harmful "Platform's recommendation system promoted harmful
Design accountability
content" content"




‘ PROHIBITED LANGUAGE ‘ REQUIRED LANGUAGE ‘ RATIONALE ‘

l "Al system made errors" ‘ "Company deployed inadequately tested system" ‘ Negligent deployment

2.1.3 Legal Documentation Standard

Every official document must include:
1. Human Actor Identification - Name or description of perpetrator/organization
2. Tool Description - Specific Al technology used as means
3. Underlying Crime - Traditional crime classification (fraud, theft, defamation, etc.)
4. Intent Statement - Evidence of deliberate action or negligent deployment
Template Structure:

"T[HUMAN ACTOR] used [AI TOOL] to commit [UNDERLYING CRIME] against [ VICTIM], resulting in
[HARM]. Evidence demonstrates [[INTENT/NEGLIGENCE]."

Example:

"John Doe used voice synthesis software to impersonate the victim's grandson, committing wire fraud
against Jane Smith by falsely claiming a medical emergency, resulting in the theft of $45,000. Evidence

demonstrates premeditation through multiple test calls and research into the victim's family structure."

PART III: CRIME CLASSIFICATION MATRIX

3.1 Identity-Based Crimes

3.1.1 Voice Clone Fraud

Criminal Act: Perpetrator uses voice synthesis technology to impersonate another person for purposes of

deception and theft.

Applicable Statutes:
e Federal: 18 USC §1343 (Wire Fraud), 18 USC §1028 (Identity Theft)
e State: Various fraud and elder abuse statutes

Enhanced Penalty Factors:

¢ Technological sophistication (premeditation evidence)
e Targeting vulnerable populations (elderly, isolated individuals)

e Scale of operation (multiple victims)



¢ Emotional harm beyond financial loss

Typical Fact Pattern:

1. Criminal researches victim and family members via social media
2. Obtains voice samples from public sources (videos, voicemails)
3. Uses Al voice cloning software to create synthetic voice

4. Calls victim impersonating family member in distress

5. Requests immediate wire transfer for fake emergency

6. Victim transfers funds before verification
Investigation Checklist:

Voice clone software provider identification
Payment records for software access

I[P addresses and device information
Communication records (call logs, messages)
Financial transaction trail

Evidence of research/reconnaissance

Multiple victim pattern analysis

Prosecution Strategy:

Charge wire fraud (up to 20 years federal)

Add identity theft charges (minimum 2 years consecutive)

Seek restitution for all victims

Request enhanced sentencing for sophistication and vulnerability exploitation

3.1.2 Deepfake Impersonation (Non-Intimate)

Criminal Act: Perpetrator creates synthetic video or image content falsely depicting another person for

purposes including: defamation, fraud, election interference, or manipulation.
Applicable Statutes:

e Federal: 18 USC §1343 (Wire Fraud if financial element), 52 USC §30124 (Election interference)

o State: Defamation, right of publicity violations, harassment statutes

Categories:



A. Political/Election Deepfakes
 False statements attributed to candidates
¢ Fabricated endorsements
¢ Synthetic evidence of misconduct

¢ Enhanced penalties due to democratic process harm
B. Religious Leader Impersonation

¢ False teachings or directives

e Fabricated endorsements or statements

e Manipulation of congregations

¢ Cultural and spiritual harm considerations
C. Corporate Executive Impersonation

» False statements affecting stock prices

¢ Fraudulent business directives

e Synthetic shareholder communications

e Securities fraud implications

D. Public Figure Defamation

False statements causing reputational harm

Synthetic evidence of misconduct

e Commercial exploitation

Right of publicity violations
Investigation Protocol:

1. Content Analysis

e Forensic examination for deepfake markers
e Metadata extraction
e Source platform identification

¢ Distribution pattern analysis

2. Creator Identification



Account registration information

Payment/subscription records

IP address logs

Device fingerprinting

Associated accounts

3. Intent Documentation

e Communications discussing creation
e Targeting rationale
¢ Financial benefit analysis

¢ Political/religious motivation evidence

4. Harm Assessment

e Victim impact statements

Reputation damage quantification

Financial losses (if applicable)

Social/political consequences

Psychological harm evaluation

Prosecution Options:

e Criminal defamation (where applicable)

Wire fraud (if financial element)

Election law violations

Harassment/stalking statutes

Civil tort claims in parallel

3.1.3 Intimate Image Deepfakes

Criminal Act: Creation or distribution of synthetic intimate imagery without consent.
Applicable Statutes:
¢ Federal: TAKE IT DOWN Act (effective May 19, 2025)

e State: Non-consensual intimate image laws (40+ states)



Key Provisions:

Federal criminal penalties for knowing distribution

48-hour platform removal requirement

Civil cause of action for victims

¢ No requirement to prove actual intimate relationship
Special Considerations:

o Strict liability for distribution

e Enhanced penalties for minors depicted

¢ Platform liability for failure to remove

¢ Intersection with harassment/stalking charges

3.2 Financial Crimes

3.2.1 AI-Enhanced Investment Fraud

Criminal Act: Use of Al-generated testimonials, performance data, or synthetic spokesperson to defraud

nvestors.

Applicable Statutes:

Securities Exchange Act violations

Wire fraud (18 USC §1343)

Mail fraud (18 USC §1341)

State securities laws

Common Schemes:
¢ Synthetic celebrity endorsements
e Fabricated performance results
o Al-generated "satisfied customer" testimonials
¢ Deepfake financial expert recommendations
Red Flags:
¢ Impossibly consistent returns

e Celebrity endorsements without verification



e High-pressure tactics

e Lack of regulatory registration
Investigation Focus:

¢ Financial transaction flows

e Marketing material creation timeline

e Al tool subscriptions/payments

¢ Victim testimony patterns

e Regulatory violation documentation

3.2.2 Business Email Compromise (AI-Enhanced)

Criminal Act: Use of Al voice cloning or deepfake video to impersonate executives for fraudulent fund

transfers.
Applicable Statutes:

e Wire fraud (18 USC §1343)
e Computer fraud (18 USC §1030)
¢ Identity theft (18 USC §1028)
Typical Scenario:
1. Criminal researches corporate structure
2. Obtains executive voice samples (earnings calls, videos)
3. Creates voice clone
4. Contacts finance personnel via phone/video
5. Requests urgent wire transfer
6. Provides fraudulent account information

7. Funds transferred before verification
Prevention Measures (For Organizations):

e Multi-factor authentication for large transfers
¢ Callback verification protocols

e Code words for unusual requests



e Regular security awareness training
Corporate Victim Support:

¢ Immediate law enforcement notification

Bank fraud department contact

Transaction reversal attempts

Insurance claim filing

Employee interview protocols

3.2.3 Elder Financial Exploitation

Criminal Act: Targeting elderly individuals with Al-enhanced fraud schemes.
Enhanced Considerations:

o Federal elder abuse statutes

¢ State vulnerable adult protections

e Mandatory reporting requirements

¢ Enhanced penalties (often double base offense)
Common Tactics:

¢ Grandparent scam (voice cloning)

e Tech support scam (Al chatbots)

e Romance scam (Al-generated personas)

¢ Inheritance scam (deepfake attorneys)
Victim Advocacy:

e Adult Protective Services coordination

Financial institution notification

Asset recovery assistance

Counseling referrals

Prevention education for community

3.3 Information Manipulation Crimes

3.3.1 Election Interference



Criminal Act: Distribution of Al-generated false information to influence election outcomes.
Federal Statutes:

e 52 USC §30124 (foreign interference)

e 18 USC §241 (conspiracy against rights)

o State election law violations

Prohibited Activities:

Synthetic candidate statements

Fabricated endorsements

False voting information

Deepfake opponent misconduct

Timing Considerations:

Enhanced scrutiny within 60 days of election

Expedited investigation protocols

Emergency injunction procedures

Platform removal mandates

Multi-Agency Coordination:
o FBI (federal crimes)
e CISA (infrastructure protection)
¢ State election officials

¢ Social media platform liaisons

3.3.2 Witness Intimidation/Evidence Tampering

Criminal Act: Use of Al to create false evidence or intimidate witnesses.
Applicable Statutes:

e 18 USC §1512 (witness tampering)
e 18 USC §1519 (evidence destruction)

e State obstruction of justice laws

Examples:



Synthetic video "evidence" of witness misconduct

Deepfake threats to witnesses

Al-generated false alibis

Fabricated communications

Legal Implications:

Separate charges from underlying case

Mandatory consecutive sentencing

Disbarment for attorneys involved

Obstruction of justice enhancements

PART IV: ENFORCEMENT PATHWAYS

4.1 Immediate Actions Using Existing Law

4.1.1 Federal Prosecution

Primary Statutes:
Wire Fraud (18 USC §1343)

Elements: Scheme to defraud + interstate wire communication

Penalty: Up to 20 years imprisonment, fines

Application: Nearly all Al fraud schemes involve internet/phone

Al Enhancement Argument: Sophistication demonstrates premeditation

Identity Theft (18 USC §1028)

Elements: Knowing transfer/use of means of identification

Penalty: Up to 15 years (aggravated identity theft adds mandatory 2 years)

Application: Voice cloning, deepfake impersonation

Al Enhancement Argument: Technological means demonstrate elevated criminal sophistication
Computer Fraud and Abuse Act (18 USC §1030)

e Elements: Unauthorized access or exceeding authorized access



e Penalty: Up to 10 years for most violations

¢ Application: Hacking to obtain training data, unauthorized Al system use

¢ Al Enhancement Argument: Use of automated tools for scale
Prosecutorial Strategy:

1. Lead with strongest traditional charge (wire fraud)

2. Stack additional charges (identity theft, computer fraud)

3. Argue for upward departure based on technological sophistication

4. Seek consecutive sentences where applicable

5. Pursue asset forfeiture for proceeds and tools

4.1.2 State Prosecution

Advantages of State Charges:
¢ Faster prosecution timelines
e Local jury pools understanding community impact
o State-specific elder abuse protections
e Complementary to federal charges (no double jeopardy if different elements)
Priority State Statutes:
e Fraud/theft (all states)
o Identity theft (all states)
e Elder abuse (enhanced penalties in 40+ states)
e Harassment/stalking (applicable to deepfake campaigns)
e Defamation (civil and criminal in some jurisdictions)
¢ Right of publicity violations (varies by state)
Model State Approach:
1. Charge under traditional fraud statute
2. Add specific Al-misuse charge if state has enacted one (20+ states as of 2025)
3. Seek maximum sentences citing technological sophistication

4. Coordinate with victim advocacy organizations



5. Public reporting of outcomes for deterrence

4.1.3 Civil Remedies

Individual Civil Actions:
e Defamation (per se or per quod)
¢ Invasion of privacy (four torts: intrusion, public disclosure, false light, appropriation)
¢ Intentional infliction of emotional distress
e Negligent infliction of emotional distress
¢ Right of publicity violations
e Tortious interference with business relationships
Class Action Potential:
e Multiple victims of same perpetrator/platform
¢ Platform negligence enabling widespread harm
e Corporate deployment of discriminatory Al systems
e Securities fraud claims (Al-enhanced investment schemes)
Injunctive Relief:

¢ Emergency temporary restraining orders

Preliminary injunctions for ongoing harm

Permanent injunctions against further distribution

Platform removal orders

Damages:
e Compensatory (actual financial losses)
¢ Emotional distress damages
e Reputational harm (quantified through expert testimony)
¢ Punitive damages (for willful or reckless conduct)
e Attorney's fees (in some jurisdictions)

4.1.4 Regulatory Enforcement
Federal Trade Commission (FTC Act §5)



e Deceptive practices authority
¢ Unfair business practices authority
e Application to Al misrepresentation, inadequate safeguards
 Civil penalty authority up to $50,120 per violation
Securities and Exchange Commission
e Securities fraud enforcement
e Market manipulation charges
e Application to Al-generated false information affecting markets
¢ Civil penalties and disgorgement of profits
Consumer Financial Protection Bureau
¢ Financial services oversight
e Enforcement against Al-enabled financial fraud
¢ Consumer protection regulations
¢ Civil monetary penalties
State Attorneys General
e Consumer protection authority
e Multistate coordination capability
e State UDAP (Unfair or Deceptive Acts or Practices) statutes
¢ Significant settlement/penalty authority
Coordination Strategy:
¢ Parallel criminal and regulatory actions
¢ Information sharing between agencies (within legal bounds)
¢ Coordinated press releases for deterrence

¢ Settlement funds directed to victim compensation

4.2 Proposed Legislative Enhancements

4.2.1 Federal: AI-Enhanced Crime Accountability Act

Section 1: Sentencing Enhancement



Any person who uses artificial intelligence tools to commit any federal crime shall receive a sentence
enhancement of not less than 5 years and not more than 10 years, to run consecutively to the sentence for the

underlying offense.

Factors for Enhancement Determination:

e Degree of technological sophistication

Scale of potential or actual harm

Targeting of vulnerable populations

Difficulty of detection

International components
Section 2: Corporate Criminal Liability

Any organization that:

(a) Knowingly provides Al tools designed or marketed for criminal use;

(b) Fails to implement reasonable safeguards against criminal misuse after notice;
(c) Fails to comply with valid takedown notices within 48 hours; or

(d) Makes materially false statements about Al safety measures
Shall be subject to:
¢ Criminal penalties of $10,000,000 to $50,000,000 per violation
¢ Individual criminal liability for executives with knowledge or reckless disregard
e Mandatory independent safety audits
¢ Probationary monitoring
Section 3: Mandatory Transparency Requirements

All organizations offering Al generation tools to the public must:

(a) Implement detectable watermarking in all outputs

(b) Maintain attribution logs linking content to user accounts for 7 years
(c) Provide law enforcement access to logs pursuant to valid legal process
(d) Publicly report misuse statistics quarterly

(e) Fund independent safety research
Failure to comply: Strict liability, $100,000 per violation per day
Section 4: Victim Restitution Fund

Establishes federal Al Crime Victim Compensation Fund:



Funded by 10% of all criminal fines from Al-enhanced crimes

Funded by 5% of civil penalties from FTC/SEC enforcement

Administered by Office for Victims of Crime (DOJ)

Compensates financial losses, therapy costs, reputation repair, legal fees
¢ No cap on individual awards
Section 5: Platform Liability

Removes Section 230 immunity for:

Platforms that knowingly host tools designed for criminal Al use

Platforms that fail to respond to valid takedown notices within 48 hours

Platforms that disable or circumvent safety features to increase engagement

Platforms that make false statements about content moderation effectiveness

Section 6: Research and Reporting
Mandates:
e Annual GAO report on Al-facilitated crime statistics
¢ FBI to establish AI Crime Unit
e DOJ to create Al prosecution training program
e National Institute of Justice to fund detection research
4.2.2 Model State Legislation: Digital Impersonation Criminal Accountability Act
Section 1: Criminal Offense

(a) A person commits criminal digital impersonation if the person:
(1) Creates synthetic audio, video, or image content

(2) That falsely depicts another identifiable person

(3) Without that person's consent

(4) With intent to harm, defraud, intimidate, or deceive
(b) Criminal digital impersonation is a Class [C] felony punishable by:

e Imprisonment of 2-10 years
e Fine of up to $50,000

e Restitution to victims



(c) Enhanced penalty to Class [B] felony if:

Victim is a vulnerable adult

Content is intimate in nature

Content relates to election within 60 days

Defendant has prior conviction

Financial harm exceeds $10,000
Section 2: Defenses

It is an affirmative defense that:
(a) Content was created for legitimate news reporting, commentary, or satire, AND
(b) Content includes clear disclosure of synthetic nature, AND

(c) A reasonable person would not be deceived as to authenticity
Note: "Parody" alone is not a defense if reasonable person would be deceived.
Section 3: Civil Cause of Action

(a) Any person depicted in criminal digital impersonation may bring civil action for:

Actual damages

Statutory damages of $10,000-$100,000 per violation

Punitive damages

Attorney's fees and costs

Injunctive relief
(b) Statute of limitations: 3 years from discovery or 10 years from creation, whichever is earlier
Section 4: Platform Obligations

(a) Any platform hosting user-generated content must:
(1) Establish reporting mechanism for synthetic content
(2) Respond to reports within 48 hours

(3) Preserve evidence for law enforcement

(4) Implement reasonable detection systems

(b) Platform liability: Failure to comply with takedown notice within 48 hours creates civil liability for all

damages occurring after deadline.

Section 5: Law Enforcement Authority



(a) Attorney General may bring action for pattern of violations
(b) Local prosecutors have concurrent jurisdiction
(c) Courts may issue emergency ex parte orders for ongoing distribution

(d) Restitution mandatory in all criminal cases
Section 6: Jurisdiction

Jurisdiction exists if:

(a) Defendant created content in this state, OR
(b) Content was distributed in this state, OR
(c) Victim resides in this state, OR

(d) Harm occurred in this state

PART V: PLATFORM ACCOUNTABILITY STANDARDS

5.1 Duty of Care Framework

All entities providing Al generation tools to the public bear a duty of reasonable care to prevent foreseeable

criminal misuse.

5.1.1 Required Safety Measures

Tier 1: Basic Requirements (All Platforms)
User Verification:

¢ Valid email address confirmation

¢ Phone number verification (SMS)

e Age verification for access

e Terms of service acknowledgment including criminal liability warning
Content Tracking:

e Immutable logs of all generated content

User identification linked to each generation

Timestamp and metadata preservation

7-year retention period

Law enforcement access protocol (with warrant)

Abuse Reporting:



¢ Prominent reporting mechanism on all pages

Multiple reporting categories (fraud, impersonation, harassment, etc.)

Confirmation of report receipt

Status updates to reporter

Escalation protocol for urgent cases
Educational Notices:

e Clear terms of service prohibiting criminal use

Examples of prohibited content

Statement of cooperation with law enforcement

Penalties for violation

Regular prompted acknowledgments
Tier 2: Enhanced Requirements (High-Risk Tools)
Tools capable of creating realistic impersonations (voice cloning, deepfake video) must additionally implement:
Identity Verification:
¢ Government-issued ID verification
¢ Facial recognition enrollment
e Background check option for commercial accounts
¢ Beneficial ownership disclosure for corporate accounts
Content Restrictions:
¢ Prohibition on public figure generation without consent
e Real-time scanning for known individuals
¢ Blocking of political candidate content within 60 days of elections
e Prohibition on generation of minors
Watermarking:
¢ Detectable digital watermark in all outputs
e Resistant to common removal techniques

e Contains attribution information



e Verification API for authentication

Monitoring Systems:
¢ Automated pattern detection for abuse indicators
e Human review of flagged content within 24 hours
¢ Proactive suspension of suspicious accounts
o Sharing of abuse patterns across industry

Tier 3: Maximum Safeguards (Highest Risk)

Tools with potential for severe harm (e.g., realistic voice cloning, photorealistic deepfakes) must additionally

implement:

Consent Verification:

Proof of consent from depicted individual

Consent revocation mechanism

Public figure policy with verification

Content removal on request
Usage Restrictions:
¢ Rate limiting per account
¢ Prohibition on automated/bulk use
e Commercial use licensing requirements
e Regular audits of high-volume accounts
Law Enforcement Liaison:
¢ Designated point of contact
e 24/7 emergency response capability
o Expedited response to valid legal process
e Proactive reporting of credible threats
Transparency Reporting:

¢ Quarterly public reports on:
e Number of reports received (by category)



e Response times

Accounts suspended

Content removed

Law enforcement requests and responses

Safety measure updates

5.1.2 Prohibited Practices
Platforms shall NOT:

1. Design features specifically to evade detection

e Removing metadata
¢ Degrading watermarks
¢ Circumventing filters

e Providing "undetectable" generation

2. Market capabilities for harmful use

e Advertising "untraceable" generation
e Promoting impersonation capabilities
e Targeting criminals as user base

e "Jailbreak" guidance

3. Disable safety features to increase engagement

e Turning off abuse detection to increase usage
e Prioritizing growth over safety
¢ Removing restrictions based on user complaints

¢ Financially incentivizing risky content

4. Fail to act on valid reports

e Ignoring abuse reports
¢ Delayed responses beyond 48 hours
e Superficial review

e Retaliation against reporters

5. Make false safety claims



e Misrepresenting detection capabilities

Overstating safety measures

Hiding known vulnerabilities

False compliance statements

5.2 Liability Standards

5.2.1 Negligence Standard

A platform is negligent if it:
 Failed to implement reasonable safeguards given the known risk
¢ Failed to respond to reports of abuse within 48 hours
e Failed to update safeguards in response to known vulnerabilities
¢ Failed to provide law enforcement with available information pursuant to valid legal process

Damages: Compensatory damages for all harms caused by content after notice

5.2.2 Recklessness Standard

A platform acts with reckless disregard if it:
e Knowingly disabled safety features to increase usage
e Ignored clear evidence of widespread criminal use
o Marketed features for harmful purposes
e Made false statements to avoid regulatory scrutiny

Damages: Compensatory damages + punitive damages

5.2.3 Intentional Standard

A platform acts intentionally if it:

¢ Designed features specifically for criminal use

e Actively assisted users in evading detection

e Profited directly from criminal use with knowledge
e Obstructed law enforcement investigations

Consequences:

¢ Criminal liability for executives



Criminal conspiracy charges

Asset forfeiture

¢ Permanent injunction

Punitive damages with no cap

5.2.4 Safe Harbor Conditions

A platform MAY retain limited immunity if it:
¢ Implemented all required safety measures in good faith
¢ Responded to reports within mandated timeframes
e Cooperated fully with law enforcement
e Made no false statements about capabilities
e Continuously updated safeguards

e Maintained required transparency

Note: Safe harbor is lost if platform had actual knowledge of specific criminal use and failed to act.

5.3 Enforcement Mechanisms

5.3.1 Regulatory Authority

Federal Trade Commission:

Deceptive practices enforcement

Unfair business practices enforcement

Platform audit authority

Civil monetary penalty authority
State Attorneys General:
¢ Consumer protection enforcement
e Multistate coordination
¢ Injunctive relief authority

e State law penalty authority

5.3.2 Criminal Enforcement

Corporate Criminal Liability:



e Charges: Accessory after the fact, conspiracy, obstruction of justice
e Penalties: Fines, probation, court-ordered compliance monitoring

¢ Individual liability: Executives with knowledge or reckless disregard

Prosecution Criteria:

Clear evidence of knowledge

Pattern of failures, not isolated incident

Materiality of harm enabled

False statements to investigators or regulators

5.3.3 Civil Litigation

Theories of Liability:

Negligence (failure of reasonable care)

Negligent enablement (providing tools without safeguards)

Premises liability (failure to maintain safe environment)

Product liability (defective design or warnings)

Class Action Potential:

Multiple victims of platform-enabled crimes

e Common questions of law and fact

Adequacy of representation

Superiority of class resolution

Damages Available:
e Compensatory (all victim losses)
e Punitive (for reckless or intentional conduct)
¢ Injunctive relief (mandating safety measures)

o Attorney's fees




PART VI: REPORTING AND INVESTIGATION
PROTOCOLS

6.1 Citizen Reporting Guide

6.1.1 Immediate Actions if Victimized

Within First Hour:
1. Do not delete anything - All communications, messages, voicemails are evidence
2. Stop financial transactions - Contact bank immediately if money transferred

3. Preserve evidence:

e Screenshot everything (with timestamps visible)
e Save all emails, messages, voicemails
e Archive web pages using archive.org or similar

e Record details while memory is fresh

4. Notify relevant parties:

e Bank/financial institution (if money involved)
e Credit bureaus (if identity theft risk)
e Impersonated person (if applicable)
5. Do not engage with perpetrator - No further communication
Within First 24 Hours:
1. File police report with local law enforcement
2. File FBI IC3 report at ic3.gov
3. Report to platform where content appeared
4. Contact FTC at reportfraud.ftc.gov (if consumer fraud)

5. Document everything systematically

6.1.2 Evidence Collection Checklist

Digital Content:

Original content (video, audio, image)

URL where content appeared



Archive.org snapshot of page
Screenshots with full URL and timestamp visible
Download of content (if accessible)

Platform metadata (upload date, account info)
Communications:

All messages/emails (headers included)
Voicemails (recorded)

Call logs with timestamps

Caller ID information

Text message threads (screenshots with timestamps)
Financial Records:

Bank statements showing unauthorized transactions
Wire transfer receipts

Credit card statements

Payment app records (Venmo, Zelle, etc.)

Cryptocurrency transaction records
Personal Information:

What personal information did perpetrator have?
How did they obtain it? (social media, data breach, etc.)
What information did they request?

Any previous suspicious contacts?
Contextual Information:

Timeline of events (detailed chronology)
How you discovered the deception

Other potential victims known to you
Any prior warnings or suspicious activity

Impact on you (financial, emotional, reputational)

6.1.3 Comprehensive Incident Report Template

s




SECTION 1: VICTIM INFORMATION

Name: [FULL NAME]

Contact: [PHONE, EMAIL]

Address: [FULL ADDRESS]

Relationship to Impersonated Person (if applicable): [RELATIONSHIP]

SECTION 2: PERPETRATOR INFORMATION (if known)
Name: [NAME or "UNKNOWN"]

Username/Handle: [USERNAME)]

Platform Account: [PLATFORM AND USERNAME]
Phone Number: [NUMBER if known]

Email Address: [EMAIL if known]

Physical Location (if known): [LOCATION]

Other Identifying Information: [ANY OTHER DETAILS]

SECTION 3: CRIME CLASSIFICATION

Primary Crime: [SELECT: Fraud/Identity Theft/Defamation/Harassment/Other]

Al Tool Used: [Voice Clone/Deepfake Video/Synthetic Image/Text Generation/Other]
Method of Contact: [Phone Call/Video Call/Email/Social Media/Website/Other]

SECTION 4: INCIDENT DESCRIPTION
Provide detailed chronological account:
[DETAILED NARRATIVE INCLUDING:
- How contact was initiated

- What was said/shown

- What was requested

- How you responded

- When you realized it was fraudulent

- Any unusual details or red flags]

SECTION 5: IMPERSONATED PERSON (if applicable)

Name of Person Impersonated: [NAME]

Relationship to You: [RELATIONSHIP]

Reason You Believed It Was Them: [VOICE MATCH/VISUAL MATCH/OTHER]
How You Verified It Was Fake: [VERIFICATION METHOD]

SECTION 6: FINANCIAL IMPACT

Money Lost: FAMOUNT]

Method of Transfer: [WIRE/CHECK/CRYPTOCURRENCY/GIFT CARDS/OTHER]
Receiving Account Information: [ACCOUNT DETAILS]

Date/Time of Transfer: [DATETIME)]

Financial Institution: [BANK NAME]

Transaction/Reference Number: [NUMBER]

Recovery Attempts: [WHAT YOU'VE DONE TO RECOVER FUNDS]




SECTION 7: OTHER HARM
Reputational Damage: [DESCRIPTION]
Emotional Distress: [DESCRIPTION]
Professional Impact: [DESCRIPTION]
Safety Concerns: [DESCRIPTION]
Other Consequences: [DESCRIPTION]

SECTION 8: EVIDENCE ATTACHED
] Screenshots/images
Audio recordings
Video recordings

Financial documents

[

[]

[]

[]

[ ] Communication records
[ ] Platform reports

[ ] Archive.org links

[ ] Other: [SPECIFY]
SECTION 9: PLATFORM INFORMATION

Platform Where Content Appeared: [PLATFORM NAME]
URL: [FULL URL]

Account Username: [USERNAME]

Date Content Posted: [DATE]

Date You Discovered: [DATE]

Did You Report to Platform?: [YES/NO]

Platform Response: [DESCRIPTION]

SECTION 10: ADDITIONAL VICTIMS
Are You Aware of Other Victims?: [YES/NO]
If Yes, Details: [NAMES/CONTACT INFO IF THEY CONSENT TO SHARE]

SECTION 11: LAW ENFORCEMENT CONTACT
Local Police Department: [NAME]

Report Number: [NUMBER]

Officer Name: [NAME]

Contact Information: [PHONE/EMAIL]

Date Reported: [DATE]

FBI IC3 Report Number: [NUMBER if filed]
Date Filed: [DATE]

Other Agencies Contacted: [LIST]

SECTION 12: DESIRED OUTCOME




.

6.1.4 Where to File Reports

Priority 1: Law Enforcement

FBI Internet Crime Complaint Center (IC3)

Website: ic3.gov

Covers: All internet-facilitated crimes

e Response: Filed report number for tracking

Follow-up: FBI may contact if case meets threshold

Best for: Federal crimes, multi-state crimes, large losses
Local Police Department

e In-person or online reporting

Covers: All crimes within jurisdiction

e Response: Police report number for insurance/banks

Follow-up: Detective assignment if case meets threshold

Best for: Immediate response, local perpetrator, ongoing threat
State Attorney General

e Online complaint forms on state AG website



Covers: Consumer fraud, elder abuse

Response: Case number, potential multistate coordination

Follow-up: May aggregate complaints for enforcement action

Best for: Pattern of conduct, consumer protection issues
Priority 2: Regulatory Agencies
Federal Trade Commission

e Website: reportfraud.ftc.gov

e Covers: Consumer fraud, deceptive practices

e Response: Database entry for enforcement tracking

¢ Best for: Consumer fraud, identity theft, business fraud

Securities and Exchange Commission

Website: sec.gov/tcr (Tips, Complaints, Referrals)

Covers: Investment fraud, securities violations

Response: Case number for tracking

Best for: Investment schemes, financial fraud
Consumer Financial Protection Bureau

e Website: consumerfinance.gov/complaint
e Covers: Financial products and services
e Response: Submission confirmation, company response required
¢ Best for: Banking fraud, loan fraud, credit issues
Priority 3: Platforms

Report on Each Platform Where Content Appears:

e Use platform's abuse/report feature

Select most specific violation category

Provide detailed explanation

Include evidence links/screenshots

Request expedited review if urgent



¢ Document report confirmation number

e Follow up if no response within 48 hours

Priority 4: Victim Support Organizations
National Center for Victims of Crime

e Phone: 1-855-4-VICTIM (1-855-484-2846)

o Services: Referrals, support, advocacy
AARP Fraud Watch Network (for elder victims)

¢ Phone: 8§77-908-3360

e Services: Support, reporting assistance, prevention
Cybercrime Support Network

e Website: cybercrimesupport.org

¢ Services: Emotional support, resource referrals
Identity Theft Resource Center

e Phone: 888-400-5530

e Services: Identity theft assistance, recovery plans

6.2 Law Enforcement Investigation Protocol

6.2.1 Initial Report Assessment

Upon Receiving Al-Facilitated Crime Report:
Step 1: Classify Underlying Crime (NOT "AI Crime")
e What traditional crime occurred? (fraud, theft, identity theft, harassment, etc.)
e What is the dollar amount or other harm quantification?
¢ [s victim in vulnerable population?
¢ Is this part of a pattern?
Step 2: Determine Jurisdiction

e Where did crime occur? (victim location usually determines)

e Did crime cross state lines? (federal jurisdiction possible)



¢ s perpetrator location known?

e Which agency has primary jurisdiction?
Step 3: Assess Urgency

e s there ongoing harm or imminent threat?

¢ Are funds recoverable if acted upon quickly?

¢ [s evidence at risk of destruction?

e Are additional victims at risk?
Step 4: Evidence Preservation

e Instruct victim not to delete anything

e Document chain of custody for all evidence provided

¢ Issue preservation letters to relevant platforms immediately
¢ Secure financial transaction records

¢ Photograph/video record devices showing evidence
Step 5: Determine Investigative Path

e Can case be resolved locally?
¢ Does complexity require specialized unit?
¢ Should FBI/federal authorities be contacted?

¢ s this connected to known criminal enterprise?

6.2.2 Investigation Checklist

Digital Forensics:

Platform account identification and registration information
IP address logs from platform (via subpoena)

Payment records for Al tool subscriptions

Device fingerprinting data

Metadata analysis of generated content

Watermark detection (if applicable)

Comparison analysis with known voice/image samples
Communication records between conspirators

Cloud storage account contents



Browser history showing research/planning
Financial Investigation:

Follow the money: trace all funds transfers

Identify receiving accounts (bank, cryptocurrency, payment apps)
Subpoena bank records

Payment processor records (credit cards used to purchase Al tools)
Asset identification for potential forfeiture

Money mule identification

Cryptocurrency blockchain analysis

Real property records if large-scale operation
Victim Identification:

Search for similar complaints in databases

Contact platform for other reports against same account
Public appeals for additional victims (if appropriate)
Coordination with other jurisdictions

Pattern analysis (similar MO, timing, target demographics)
Perpetrator Identification:

Real identity behind accounts
Physical location verification
Criminal history check

Social media profiles and associates
Known aliases

Vehicle registration

Phone records

Email account ownership

Prior similar offenses
Evidence Documentation:

Forensic copies of all digital evidence

Chain of custody documentation

Expert witness identification (forensic analysts, Al experts)
Victim impact statements

Financial harm calculations

Reputational harm assessment

Medical records (if emotional distress claim)



6.2.3 Subpoena and Legal Process
Platform Subpoenas (What to Request):

Account Information:

e Full registration details (name, email, phone, address)

o [P address logs (all logins)

¢ Device identifiers

¢ Payment method information

¢ Associated accounts

e Account creation date and activity history
Content and Activity Logs:

¢ All content generated by account

¢ Timestamps of generation

e Usage patterns and frequency

o Storage of generated content

¢ Download/export activity

e Sharing/distribution activity

Communication Records:

In-platform messages

Support ticket communications

Email communications with platform

Any verification correspondence

Financial Records:

All payments received from account

Subscription type and duration

Refund requests

Payment method details (last 4 digits, bank, etc.)

Response to Reports:



Any abuse reports filed against account

Platform's investigation notes

Actions taken (warnings, suspensions)

Dates of actions

Legal Process Tips:

e Use proper legal process for jurisdiction (subpoena vs. warrant)

Include specific time frames

Request expedited response if justified

Include emergency contact for follow-up

e Preserve records (formal hold notice)

Request notification if account owner requests disclosure notice (to avoid tip-off)

6.2.4 Multi-Agency Coordination

When to Involve Federal Authorities:
FBI - Computer Intrusion:

e Loss exceeds $50,000 (aggregate)

Multi-state or international components

Critical infrastructure targeted

National security implications

Organized criminal enterprise
Secret Service:

¢ Financial institution fraud

e Access device fraud (credit cards)

o [dentity theft at scale

e Counterfeit currency/instruments
Postal Inspection Service:

e Mail fraud component

e Postal money orders involved



e Packages used in scheme

Coordination Protocol:
1. Contact local FBI field office
2. Provide comprehensive case summary
3. Share all evidence collected
4. Determine lead agency
5. Establish communication protocol
6. Coordinate timing of arrests/searches

7. Agree on press release strategy

Task Force Opportunities:

Internet Crimes Against Children (ICAC) task forces

Financial fraud task forces

Organized crime task forces

Cybercrime task forces

Elder justice task forces

6.2.5 Prosecution Package
Components of Strong Prosecution Package:
Narrative Summary (2-3 pages):
e Clear description of crime using A[.ACL terminology
e Perpetrator identification and background
e Victim(s) information and impact
¢ Timeline of events
¢ Evidence summary
e Applicable statutes
¢ Recommended charges

Evidence Binder: Section 1: Digital Evidence

e Forensic reports



¢ Content analysis
e Platform records

e Communication logs

Section 2: Financial Evidence
e Bank records
e Transaction trails
¢ Loss calculations
e Asset identification
Section 3: Victim Materials
¢ Victim statements
¢ Impact documentation
e Correspondence
e Medical records (if applicable)
Section 4: Perpetrator Background
¢ Criminal history
e Asset records
e Employment records
¢ Social media profiles
Section 5: Expert Reports
e Forensic analysis
e Al tool identification
¢ Deepfake detection
¢ Financial analysis
Legal Memorandum:
¢ Applicable statutes and elements
e Evidence meeting each element

¢ Potential defenses and responses



¢ Sentencing recommendations

e Restitution calculations

Witness List:
¢ Victims (with contact information)
e Investigating officers
e Forensic experts
e Bank representatives
o Platform representatives

e Character witnesses (if necessary)

PART VII: PUBLIC AWARENESS AND EDUCATION

7.1 Victim Awareness Campaign

7.1.1 "Know the Red Flags" Public Education

Voice Clone Scam Indicators:

¢ Urgent requests for money via phone

o (aller refuses to answer personal questions only real person would know
e Request to keep call secret

¢ Unusual background noise or audio quality

e Pressure tactics and time urgency

e Request for wire transfer, cryptocurrency, or gift cards

e Emotional manipulation (crying, distress)

What to Do:

1. Hang up immediately
2. Call the person supposedly in distress using a known number
3. Contact other family members to verify

4. Do NOT send money



5. Report to law enforcement
Deepfake Video Indicators:
e Unnatural eye movements or lack of blinking
¢ Lighting inconsistencies
e Blurry areas around face edges
¢ Audio sync problems
e Unnatural facial expressions
¢ Background inconsistencies
e Too-perfect video quality
What to Do:
1. Verify through independent source
2. Look for official verification (checkmark, official channel)
3. Check multiple sources
4. Report to platform
5. Warn others who may see it
Al-Generated Text Scam Indicators:
o Slightly off grammar or phrasing
¢ Generic personalization
e Urgency and pressure
¢ Requests for sensitive information
e Too-good-to-be-true offers
e Links to suspicious websites
What to Do:
1. Do not click links
2. Verify sender through known contact information
3. Check for official communication channels

4. Report as phishing



5. Delete message

7.1.2 Vulnerable Population Specific Guidance

For Elderly Individuals and Caregivers:
Grandparent Scam (Al Voice Clone) Prevention:

o Establish family code word for emergencies

¢ Never send money based solely on phone call

Always verify with other family members

Banks: flag elderly accounts for large/unusual transfers

Regular family discussions about scam tactics
Warning Signs Someone May Be Targeted:

e Unexplained withdrawals or transfers

Secretive about phone calls

Unusual stress or anxiety

Mentions of "helping" family member in trouble

Gift card purchases

Requests for help with wire transfers
Caregiver Actions:

e Regular account monitoring

Trusted contact designation at bank

Conversation about current scams

¢ Emergency contact list prominently posted

Bank alert setup for large transactions
For Religious Communities:
Religious Leader Impersonation Prevention:

¢ Official communication channels only for important messages
e Verification protocol for unusual requests

e Community awareness of Al capabilities



e Regular updates from actual leaders about communication methods

¢ Reporting mechanism for suspicious content
Warning Signs of Impersonation:

¢ Requests for money outside normal channels

Theological statements inconsistent with teachings

Urgent action requests without verification

Distribution through unofficial channels

Lack of usual authentication markers
Community Response Protocol:
1. Immediate notification to actual religious leader
2. Public warning to community
3. Platform reporting
4. Law enforcement notification
5. Documentation for potential legal action
For Small Business Owners:

CEO Fraud (Al Voice/Video) Prevention:

Multi-factor authentication for all financial transactions

Callback verification for unusual requests

Code word system for urgent transfers

Regular security training

Clear escalation procedures

Warning Signs:

Unusual urgency for wire transfer

Request to bypass normal procedures

Pressure to keep request confidential

Contact outside normal business hours

Slight variations in communication style



Business Protection Protocol:

1. Establish dual-authorization for transfers over $[X]
2. Callback verification using known numbers

3. In-person verification for unusual requests

4. Regular security awareness training

5. Cyber insurance with Al fraud coverage

7.2 Media Literacy Campaign

7.2.1 "Question Everything" Framework

Critical Thinking Checklist for Online Content:
Source Verification:

Is this from an official, verified account?
Does the URL match the claimed source?
Are multiple credible sources reporting this?
Is the account recently created?

What is the account's history?
Content Analysis:

Does video/audio quality seem inconsistent?

Are there visual/audio artifacts?

Does the content align with person's known views?
Is the context provided or just a clip?

What is the emotional impact intended?
Timing Assessment:

Why is this being released now?

Is timing suspicious (before election, during crisis)?
How quickly is it spreading?

Who is amplifying it?

Motivation Analysis:

Who benefits from me believing this?
What action am I being prompted to take?

Is this designed to make me angry/afraid?



What is the purpose of this content?
Independent Verification:

Can I verify through official channels?
Have fact-checkers addressed this?
Are there reverse image/video search results?

Has the depicted person responded?

7.2.2 Detection Tools Public Awareness

Available Detection Resources:
Deepfake Detection Tools:

¢ Microsoft Video Authenticator

Sensity Al detector

Intel FakeCatcher

WeVeritfy plugin

InVID verification tools

Reverse Image Search:

Google Images reverse search

TinEye

Yandex Images

Bing Visual Search
Fact-Checking Resources:

e Snopes.com

FactCheck.org

PolitiFact

Reuters Fact Check

AP Fact Check

Audio Analysis:

¢ Spectrum analysis tools (for obvious splices)



¢ Comparison with known authentic recordings

¢ Professional forensic analysis (for legal cases)

Note: While these tools help, they are not definitive. When stakes are high (financial decisions, voting, etc.),

always verify through official channels.

7.3 Counter-Narrative Strategy

7.3.1 Correcting "Al Did It" Framing

When You Encounter Problematic Language:

Example 1: Headline: "Al Generates Fake Video of Mayor"

Correction: "Individual creates fake video of Mayor using Al tools. This is a crime."
Social Media Response Template:

"Let's be clear: Al didn't create this. A person used Al tools to create fake content, which is identity theft and

fraud. There's a human criminal who needs to be prosecuted. #AIAccountability”

Example 2: Headline: "AI Scams Target Elderly"
Correction: "Criminals use Al voice cloning tools to defraud elderly victims"
Response Template:

"Important correction: Criminals are using Al tools to target elderly victims. The crime is fraud, and there are

real people behind it who must face criminal charges. #EldersFirst #AlFraud"
Example 3: Headline: "Algorithm Shows Bias in Hiring"

Correction: "Company deploys discriminatory hiring system"

Response Template:

"A company chose to use a flawed system and failed to audit it. This is corporate negligence, not 'Al bias.'

Hold the organization accountable. #TechAccountability"

7.3.2 Amplifying Correct Framing
When Reporting Incidents:

Template for Social Media Posts:

"ALERT: [Person/Organization] used Al tools to [commit specific crime] targeting [victims]. This is
[specific crime classification] and should be prosecuted as such. Perpetrator information: [if known]. Report
to: [relevant authorities]. #AlAccountability #[RelevantHashtag]"

Template for News Tips to Journalists:



"Story Idea: [Brief description of incident]

Key Angle: This is not an 'Al problem' - it's a case of [specific crime] where the perpetrator used Al tools as
the method. Sources available: [victim contact if they consent], [law enforcement if public record], [expert
analysis].

Why this matters: This demonstrates how criminals exploit Al while hiding behind technological complexity.

The AILACL Framework provides a path to accountability."
Template for Community Warnings:

"Community Alert: [Type of scam] targeting [group] in [location]

What's happening: Criminals are using Al voice cloning to [specific tactic]. [X] number of victims reported
so far.

How to protect yourself: [Specific prevention steps]

If targeted: [Reporting instructions]

This is fraud, it's illegal, and perpetrators can be prosecuted. Report all incidents."

7.3.3 Engaging Media and Influencers

Template for Contacting Journalists About Problematic Framing:

Subject: Correction Request - AI Accountability Language

Dear [Journalist Name],

I read your article "[Title]" and appreciate your coverage of this important issue. However, I wanted to bring
to your attention a framing issue that inadvertently shields perpetrators from accountability.

The headline/article uses the phrase "[problematic phrase]" which suggests Al has agency. In reality, a
person used Al tools to commit [specific crime]. This matters because:

1. It obscures criminal accountability
2. It suggests we need new laws when existing ones already apply

3. It gives perpetrators a defense ("the Al did it")
More accurate framing would be: "[suggested correction]"
The AL.ACL Framework provides comprehensive guidance on accountability-focused language for Al-
facilitated crimes. I'd be happy to share it with you.
Thank you for considering this feedback.

[ Your name]

PART VIII: LEGISLATIVE ADVOCACY GUIDE

8.1 Contacting Your Representatives

8.1.1 Effective Communication Templates

Template 1: Initial Contact Letter



[Your Name]

[ Your Address]

[Your Email]

[ Your Phone]

[Date]

The Honorable [Representative Name]

[Office Address]

Dear [Representative/Senator| [Last Name],

As your constituent, I am writing to urge your support for comprehensive Al accountability legislation that
establishes criminal liability for individuals who misuse artificial intelligence tools.

The Problem: Al-facilitated crimes are exploding across [your state/district]: deepfake impersonations,
voice clone fraud targeting elderly residents, and synthetic content used for defamation and harassment. The
current legal framework allows perpetrators to hide behind the false narrative that "Al did it."

The Solution: The AI.ACL (Artificial Intelligence Accountability and Criminal Liability) Framework
provides a comprehensive approach:

1. Mandatory terminology requiring identification of human perpetrators
2. Enhanced criminal penalties for use of Al tools in commission of crimes
3. Corporate liability for platforms that enable criminal misuse

4. Victim compensation fund

5. Platform accountability standards
The Ask: I urge you to:

e Co-sponsor federal Al accountability legislation
e Support state adoption of the Digital Impersonation Criminal Accountability Act
e Hold hearings on Al-facilitated crime in our state/district

¢ Demand enforcement of existing laws against Al-facilitated fraud
This is not a distant future threat - it is happening now to your constituents. I have attached the AI.ACL
Framework for your staff's review.
I request a meeting to discuss this further and would appreciate a written response outlining your position on
Al accountability legislation.
Respectfully,
[ Your Signature]

[Your Name]

[Constituent ID if applicable]
Template 2: Personal Story Letter (If You've Been Victimized)

Dear [Representative/Senator| [Last Name],



I am your constituent from [City], and I am writing because [ was recently victimized by an Al-facilitated
crime that demonstrates the urgent need for accountability legislation.
[Briefly describe your experience - 2-3 paragraphs]:

e What happened

e How Al was used
¢ The impact on you

e Law enforcement response (if any)
This experience revealed critical gaps in our current legal framework:

1. [Specific gap you encountered]
2. [Challenge in reporting/prosecution]

3. [Lack of platform accountability]
The AILACL Framework addresses these exact gaps by [specific provision that would have helped].
I am not alone - [X number if known] others in [location] have reported similar crimes. We need your
leadership to:

e [Specific legislative action]
e [Specific enforcement action]

¢ [Specific constituent protection]
I would welcome the opportunity to share my full story with your office and testify if hearings are held.
Respectfully,
[Your Name]

Template 3: Follow-Up Email (After No Response)

Subject: Follow-Up: Al Accountability Legislation Support Request
Dear [Representative/Senator] [Last Name],
I wrote to you on [date] regarding Al accountability legislation and have not received a response. As your
constituent, I deserve to know your position on this urgent issue.
Since my initial letter:
additional cases have been reported in [location]
[Specific news item about Al fraud]
[Other jurisdictions passing legislation]
Your silence on this issue is concerning. I am respectfully requesting:

1. A written response outlining your position
2. Clarification on whether you will support Al accountability legislation

3. An explanation if you oppose such measures
I will be monitoring your voting record and public statements on this issue and will share your response (or

lack thereof) with fellow constituents.




I look forward to your prompt reply.
[Your Name]

[Contact Information]

8.1.2 Phone Call Script

Calling Congressional/Legislative Office:

"Hello, my name is [Name] and I'm calling from [City, Zip Code] as a constituent of [Representative/Senator
Name].

I'm calling to urge [him/her/them] to support Al accountability legislation that establishes criminal liability
for individuals who misuse artificial intelligence tools to commit crimes like fraud, identity theft, and
harassment.

[IF YOU HAVE PERSONAL EXPERIENCE: "I was personally victimized by an Al voice cloning scam and
lost $[amount]. This is happening to your constituents right now."]

Specifically, I'm asking [Representative/Senator Name] to:

1. Co-sponsor federal Al accountability legislation
2. Support the Digital Impersonation Criminal Accountability Act in our state

3. Hold hearings on Al-facilitated crimes

Can you tell me [his/her/their] current position on Al accountability legislation?
[LISTEN TO RESPONSE]

Thank you. I'd like a written response sent to my email address: [email]. [ will be following this issue closely

and sharing the [Representative/Senator's] position with other concerned constituents."

Log the call: Note date, time, staff member name, response received.

8.1.3 In-Person Meeting Strategy

Requesting a Meeting:

Subject: Constituent Meeting Request - AI Accountability Legislation

Dear [Scheduler Name],

I am requesting a meeting with [Representative/Senator Name] to discuss the urgent need for Al
accountability legislation.

I am a constituent from [location] and [brief reason: victim of Al crime / concerned citizen / legal
professional / business owner affected / etc.].

I would like to discuss:

e The ALACL Framework for criminal accountability
e Specific legislative proposals

¢ Constituent protection measures
I am flexible on timing and location (district office or Washington if I'm traveling). I would appreciate 15-30

minutes.




[IF GROUP]: I would be joined by [X] other constituents who share these concerns.
Please let me know available dates and times.

Thank you,

[Your Name]

[Contact Information]

Meeting Preparation:

¢ Bring printed copies of AL ACL Framework (executive summary)
e Prepare 2-minute personal story (if applicable)
e Have 3 specific asks
¢ Bring business card or contact information
e Take notes during meeting
¢ Follow up with thank-you and summary email
Meeting Talking Points:
1. Open with personal connection: "I'm [your name], your constituent from [location], and [why you care]"
2. State the problem: "Al-facilitated crimes are happening now in your district"
3. Provide specific example: Local case or your experience
4. Present solution: "The AILACL Framework provides a comprehensive approach"
5. Make specific asks: "Will you co-sponsor...?" "Will you hold hearings...?"

6. Close with commitment: "I will follow up and share your position with other constituents"

8.2 Testimony and Public Comment

8.2.1 Written Public Comment Template

For Legislative Hearings or Regulatory Comment Periods:

RE: Public Comment on [Bill Number/Regulation Title] - AI Accountability

To Whom It May Concern:

I submit this comment [as an individual citizen / on behalf of [organization] / as a victim of Al-facilitated
crime / as a legal professional] regarding [bill/regulation].

Summary Position: I [strongly support / support with modifications / oppose] [bill/regulation] because
[brief reason].

Background: [2-3 paragraphs on:

e Your relevant experience/expertise

¢ Why you're qualified to comment




¢ Your stake in the outcome]
Specific Comments:
Section [X] - [Title]: [ Your comment on specific provision - support, opposition, suggested modification]
Section [Y] - [Title]: [Your comment]
Recommended Modifications:

1. [Specific suggested change with rationale]

2. [Specific suggested change with rationale]
Support for AILACL Framework Principles: I urge incorporation of the following principles from the
ALLACL Framework:

¢ [Specific principle]

¢ [Specific principle]

¢ [Specific principle]
Conclusion: [Restate position and key ask]
I request that this comment be entered into the public record and that I receive notification of any final action
taken.
Respectfully submitted,
[Name]
[Title/Credentials if relevant]
[Contact Information]
[Date]

8.2.2 Oral Testimony Script (2-3 Minutes)

Structure:
Opening (15 seconds):

"Good [morning/afternoon]. My name is [Name]. I am [your relevant credential/experience]. Thank you for

the opportunity to testify today on [topic]."
Problem Statement (30 seconds):

"Al-facilitated crimes are causing [specific harm] to [specific population]. In [your location], we have seen
[specific examples with numbers]. The current legal framework fails to hold perpetrators accountable

because [specific gap]."
Personal Story (if applicable) (45 seconds):

"I know this firsthand because [brief personal experience]. This cost me [specific harm - financial,

emotional, other]. When I tried to [report/get justice], I encountered [specific obstacle]."

Solution (45 seconds):



"The ALLACL Framework provides a comprehensive solution by [key provisions]. Specifically, it requires
[specific mechanism] which would have [specific benefit]. This is not theoretical - [jurisdiction] has already

implemented similar measures with [specific result]."
Call to Action (15 seconds):

"I urge this [committee/body] to adopt the AL ACL Framework principles, specifically [top priority]. Victims

need protection now, not after years of study. Thank you."

Practice this testimony multiple times to stay within time limits. Bring written copy for the record.

8.3 Coalition Building

8.3.1 Identifying Allies

Organizational Allies by Issue Focus:
Elder Protection:

AARP

National Council on Aging

Meals on Wheels America

Area Agencies on Aging

Elder abuse prevention coalitions

Consumer Protection:

Consumer Reports

Consumer Federation of America

National Consumer Law Center

State consumer protection agencies
Digital Rights:
e Electronic Frontier Foundation

¢ Center for Democracy & Technology

» Digital rights advocacy groups
Victim Advocacy:
¢ National Center for Victims of Crime

¢ National Organization for Victim Assistance



e State victim advocacy coalitions

Legal/Professional:

State bar associations (tech law sections)

National District Attorneys Association

Association of Prosecuting Attorneys

National Sheriffs' Association
Religious Organizations:

¢ Interfaith coalitions

e Denominational social justice offices

e Local religious leader associations

¢ Faith-based community organizations
Business/Industry:

Small business associations

Chambers of commerce

Industry-specific trade groups

Cybersecurity organizations

8.3.2 Coalition Formation Strategy

Initial Outreach Email Template:

Subject: Coalition Invitation - Al Accountability Framework

Dear [Organization Contact],

I am reaching out regarding a critical issue that aligns with [Organization's] mission: accountability for Al-
facilitated crimes.

The Issue: Criminals are using Al tools to commit [fraud/identity theft/defamation] at scale,
disproportionately affecting [vulnerable population relevant to organization]. The current legal framework
allows perpetrators to hide behind the narrative that "Al did it."

The Solution: The AI.ACL (Artificial Intelligence Accountability and Criminal Liability) Framework
provides a comprehensive approach to holding human perpetrators accountable while empowering victims
and establishing platform responsibility.

Why This Matters to [Organization]: [ Specific connection to organization's mission - e.g., "Your
members/constituents are being targeted by these crimes" or "This aligns with your advocacy for..."]

The Opportunity: We are forming a coalition to:




e Advocate for Al.ACL Framework adoption
e Provide victim support and resources
e Push for legislative reform

e Raise public awareness
The Ask: Would [Organization] be interested in:
e Endorsing the AILACL Framework?

¢ Joining the coalition as a partner organization?

e Meeting to discuss collaboration opportunities?
I have attached the framework executive summary for your review. I would welcome a conversation about
how we might work together on this urgent issue.
Best regards,
[Your Name]

[Contact Information]

8.3.3 Maintaining Coalition Momentum

Monthly Coalition Activities:

¢ Coordinating call or video meeting

Shared updates on legislative developments

Case study sharing (with victim consent)

Media strategy coordination

Legislative testimony coordination

Resource sharing (toolkits, templates)
Quarterly Activities:

e Strategic planning session

Progress assessment

Goal refinement

New member recruitment

Public awareness campaign planning
Annual Activities:

e Summit or conference



Annual report publication

Legislative agenda setting

Awards/recognition for champions

Fundraising (if applicable)

PART IX: IMPLEMENTATION ROADMAP

9.1 Individual Action Plan

9.1.1 Week 1: Foundation
Day 1-2: Education

Read complete AI.ACL Framework

Research Al-facilitated crimes in your area

Identify which issues most affect your community

Bookmark reporting resources

Day 3-4: Documentation

If you're a victim: Complete incident report template

If advocating: Collect local statistics and examples

Prepare your personal "why I care" statement

Gather contact information for local officials

Day 5-7: Initial Outreach

Contact your representatives (letter + call)

Report any known incidents to appropriate authorities

Join online communities discussing Al accountability

Share framework with 5 people in your network

9.1.2 Month 1: Engagement
Week 1:

¢ Follow up with representatives if no response



¢ Identify local advocacy organizations to contact

e Write letter to editor of local newspaper

¢ Document any new incidents you hear about
Week 2:

¢ Attend local government meeting (city council, county board)

¢ Request meeting with state legislator

¢ Join or form local advocacy group

¢ Share framework on social media with your perspective
Week 3:

¢ Contact local media about Al accountability issue

¢ Research pending legislation in your state

¢ Identify potential coalition partners

e Educate 10 more people about the issue

Week 4:

o Evaluate what's working

¢ Refine your messaging

¢ Plan next month's activities

e Document your efforts and outcomes
9.1.3 Ongoing: Sustained Advocacy

Monthly Activities:

¢ Contact representatives about relevant legislation

Attend at least one public meeting or event

Write at least one op-ed or letter to editor

Expand your network by 10 people

Share success stories or challenges
Quarterly Activities:

e Request in-person meeting with legislators



¢ Organize community awareness event

Assess legislative landscape

Celebrate wins (however small)

Adjust strategy based on results

9.2 Organization Implementation Plan

9.2.1 Legal Organization (Law Firms, Legal Aid, Bar Associations)
Phase 1: Internal Adoption (Month 1-2)

¢ Staff training on ALLACL Framework terminology
e Update intake forms for Al-facilitated crimes
¢ Create client education materials

e Establish pro bono Al crime practice

Phase 2: Practice Development (Month 3-6)

Accept first Al accountability cases

Develop litigation templates

Build expert witness network

Document case strategies and outcomes

Phase 3: Leadership (Month 6+)

Publish case results and best practices

Offer CLE trainings to other attorneys

Advocate for legislative reforms

Establish specialized Al crime practice group

9.2.2 Victim Advocacy Organization
Phase 1: Service Expansion (Month 1-2)

Train staff on Al-facilitated crimes

Develop victim support protocols

Create Al crime resource guides

Establish referral partnerships



Phase 2: Direct Services (Month 3-6)
e Provide specialized Al crime victim support
¢ Assist with reporting and navigation
e Connect victims with legal resources
e Document systemic issues for advocacy

Phase 3: Systems Advocacy (Month 6+)

Advocate for victim-centered policies

Testify on behalf of victim needs

Publish victim impact reports

Push for victim compensation fund

9.2.3 Law Enforcement Agency
Phase 1: Training and Protocols (Month 1-3)

Train officers on Al crime recognition

Adopt ALLACL terminology standards

Update reporting forms and databases

Establish investigation protocols

Phase 2: Investigation Enhancement (Month 3-6)

Develop digital forensics capabilities

Build platform liaison relationships

Create multi-agency coordination protocols

Track and analyze Al crime patterns

Phase 3: Prosecution Partnership (Month 6+)
e Work with prosecutors on cases
o Share best practices with other agencies
 Participate in task forces

¢ Public reporting on Al crime statistics

9.2.4 Technology Platform



Phase 1: Assessment (Month 1-2)
e Audit current safety measures against Al ACL standards
¢ Identify gaps and vulnerabilities
» Assess legal compliance risks
¢ Develop remediation plan

Phase 2: Implementation (Month 3-6)

Deploy required safety measures (Section 5.1)

Establish abuse reporting and response protocols

Implement content tracking systems

Train staff on new procedures

Phase 3: Compliance and Leadership (Month 6+)

Achieve full AILACL compliance

Publish transparency reports

Participate in industry standards development

Proactive abuse prevention innovation

9.3 Legislative Implementation Timeline

9.3.1 State-Level Adoption

Quarter 1: Foundation
o Identify legislative champion
¢ Draft state-specific bill language
 Build coalition of supporting organizations
¢ Conduct stakeholder meetings
Quarter 2: Introduction
¢ Bill introduction in state legislature
e Committee assignment

¢ Mobilize constituent advocacy



e Prepare testimony
Quarter 3: Advancement
e Committee hearings and testimony
¢ Floor debates
¢ Address opposition and amendments
e Media campaign
Quarter 4: Passage and Implementation
¢ Final passage votes
e Governor signature
¢ Implementation planning
e Agency rule-making (if needed)
Year 2: Enforcement
e Train law enforcement and prosecutors
¢ Public awareness campaign
e Track early cases
¢ Assess and refine
9.3.2 Federal-Level Adoption
Year 1: Coalition Building
¢ Identify congressional champions in both parties
¢ Build broad coalition (victim advocates, tech ethics, law enforcement, business)
¢ Coordinate with existing efforts
¢ Conduct research and documentation
Year 2: Legislative Development
o Draft federal legislation
¢ Secure cO-sponsors
¢ Committee outreach

¢ Generate media coverage



Year 3: Advancement

e Committee hearings
¢ Floor action in one chamber
¢ Build momentum from state adoptions

e Address opposition

Year 4: Passage

Bicameral passage

Presidential signature

Agency implementation

e Appropriations for enforcement

9.4 Success Metrics

9.4.1 Short-Term Metrics (6-12 Months)

Awareness:

Number of people educated about AI.ACL Framework

Media mentions and reach

Social media engagement

Website traffic (if created)
Advocacy:
e Number of representatives contacted
e Number of endorsing organizations
e Public comments submitted
e Testimony delivered
Policy:
¢ Bills introduced citing AL.ACL principles
e Legislative hearings held

e Agency policy changes



¢ Platform policy adoptions

Enforcement:

Cases filed using AI.ACL terminology

Successful prosecutions

Victim compensation obtained

Platform takedowns executed

9.4.2 Medium-Term Metrics (1-2 Years)

Legislative:

State laws passed incorporating AI.ACL principles

Federal bills advancing

International coordination

Model legislation adoptions

Enforcement:

Prosecutions increasing

Sentencing enhancements applied

Corporate liability cases

Victim compensation distributed
Cultural:

¢ Media terminology shift
¢ Public recognition of human accountability
¢ Educational curriculum integration

¢ Professional training programs

Systemic:

Platform safety improvements

Detection technology development

Research funding

International treaties or agreements



9.4.3 Long-Term Metrics (3-5 Years)

Legal Framework:

Comprehensive federal Al accountability law

50-state adoption of core principles

International harmonization

Common law precedent established
Crime Reduction:

Measurable decrease in Al-facilitated crimes

Increased prosecution rate

Increased conviction rate

Increased asset recovery for victims

Systemic Change:

Industry-wide safety standards

Effective detection technology deployment

Robust victim support infrastructure

Prevention as norm

Cultural Shift:

"AI did it" narrative eliminated

e Human accountability default assumption

Public literacy on Al capabilities and limits

Ethical Al development as competitive advantage

PART X: INTERNATIONAL CONSIDERATIONS

10.1 Cross-Border Challenges

10.1.1 Jurisdictional Issues

Common Scenarios:



Perpetrator in Country A, victim in Country B, platform in Country C

Content created in one jurisdiction, distributed globally

Evidence stored in multiple jurisdictions

Prosecution in one country, enforcement needed elsewhere
Current Mechanisms:

e Mutual Legal Assistance Treaties (MLATS)

¢ Interpol cooperation

¢ International Criminal Court (for severe crimes)

¢ Bilateral agreements

e Platform voluntary cooperation
Challenges:

¢ Slow MLAT processes (often 6-12 months)

Different legal standards for evidence

Varying definitions of crimes

Lack of extradition for some offenses

Safe harbor jurisdictions

10.1.2 International Cooperation Opportunities

Existing Frameworks to Leverage:

Budapest Convention on Cybercrime:

68 parties as of 2025

e Harmonizes cybercrime definitions

Establishes cooperation mechanisms

Could be expanded for Al-specific provisions
UN International Cooperation on Cybercrime:
¢ Ongoing treaty negotiations
¢ Opportunity to incorporate AL ACL principles

¢ Global harmonization potential



G7/G20 Coordination:
e Tech regulation discussions

e Opportunity for joint standards

e Coordinated enforcement

Regional Frameworks:

EU AI Act (already in force)

ASEAN digital cooperation

African Union cybersecurity initiatives

Organization of American States efforts

10.1.3 Model for International Harmonization

Core Principles for Global Adoption:

1. Universal Human Accountability

e Al as tool, human as actor (transcends all legal systems)
e Criminal liability for misuse

e Civil remedies for victims

2. Minimum Safety Standards

¢ Platform obligations (adapted to local context)
e Takedown protocols

e Law enforcement cooperation

3. Victim Protection

e Right to report and seek remedy
e Cross-border victim assistance

e Restitution mechanisms

4. Mutual Recognition
e Court judgments

e Evidence standards

¢ Investigation cooperation

5. Information Sharing



Criminal pattern data

Best practices

Technology developments

Prevention strategies

10.2 EU AI Act Alignment

10.2.1 Complementary Provisions

EU AI Act (in force as of February 2025):

Prohibits certain Al applications

Risk-based regulation framework

e Transparency requirements

Penalties up to €35 million or 7% of global revenue

AILLACL Framework Adds:

Individual criminal liability (EU Act focuses on organizations)

Specific victim remedies

Detailed terminology standards

Prosecution guidelines

Victim support mechanisms
Combined Approach:
o EU Al Act regulates Al system providers and deployers
e AL ACL Framework holds individual users criminally accountable

e Together: comprehensive accountability from development through misuse

10.2.2 Coordination Opportunities

Regulatory Alignment:
¢ Adopt consistent definitions
e Harmonize reporting requirements
¢ Share enforcement data

e Joint research on detection



Enforcement Cooperation:

Cross-border investigation protocols

Evidence sharing agreements

Coordinated prosecutions

Asset seizure cooperation

PART XI: FUTURE CONSIDERATIONS

11.1 Emerging Technologies

11.1.1 Technology Evolution Monitoring

Current Threat Landscape:

e Voice cloning (near-perfect replication)

Video deepfakes (improving quality)

Real-time deepfake video (emerging)

e Al-generated text (sophisticated)

Synthetic media detection arms race
Emerging Threats:
¢ Real-time voice conversion (live calls)
e Al-generated "memories" (false evidence)
¢ Emotion manipulation Al
¢ Biometric spoofing
e Autonomous Al agents

Framework Adaptability: AI.ACL Framework principle remains constant: Human accountability regardless

of tool sophistication.
As technology evolves:

e Update crime classification matrix (new methods, same underlying crimes)

¢ Enhance detection requirements in platform standards



¢ Adjust penalty enhancements for increased sophistication
e Maintain core principle: someone programmed, deployed, or used the tool

11.1.2 Detection Technology Development

Current State:

¢ Forensic analysis (metadata, artifacts)

e Behavioral analysis (unnatural patterns)

e Watermarking (embedded signatures)

o Al-powered detection (fighting fire with fire)
Needed Advances:

e Real-time detection during consumption

¢ Robust watermarking resistant to removal

¢ Open-source detection tools (democratized access)

e Browser/platform-integrated verification

o Standardized authentication protocols

AILACL Framework Support:

Funding for detection research (from criminal fines)

Platform obligation to cooperate with detection tool development

Public-private partnerships

Open standards development

11.2 Framework Evolution Process

11.2.1 Version Control and Updates
Current Version: 1.0 (October 5, 2025)

Update Process:
1. Quarterly Review: Assessment of new cases, technologies, legal developments
2. Annual Revision: Comprehensive update incorporating lessons learned
3. Emergency Updates: Critical gaps or urgent threats addressed immediately

4. Community Input: Open comment process for proposed changes



Version History Maintenance:
e All versions archived and accessible
¢ Changelog documenting all modifications
» Rationale for significant changes

e Backward compatibility notes

11.2.2 Working Group Structure

Proposed Governance:
Steering Committee:

¢ Victim advocates (2 members)

Legal practitioners (2 members)

Law enforcement (2 members)

Technology experts (2 members)
e Community representatives (2 members)
Advisory Board:
e Academic researchers
¢ Platform representatives (advisory only, no veto)
¢ Judicial representatives
¢ International experts
¢ Civil liberties advocates
Working Groups:

e Legal/Legislative

Technology/Detection

Victim Support

Public Education

International Coordination

Decision-Making:

¢ Consensus preferred



e Majority vote (7/10) for contested issues
e Emergency provisions for urgent updates

e Public comment period for major changes

11.2.3 Research and Data Collection

Ongoing Research Needs:
Quantitative:
e Prevalence of Al-facilitated crimes (by type, jurisdiction)

Prosecution rates and outcomes

Victim demographics and impacts
¢ Economic costs (individual and societal)

Recidivism rates

¢ Detection accuracy rates

Qualitative:

Victim experiences and needs

Investigator challenges

Prosecutor barriers

Platform compliance issues

International cooperation effectiveness

Public awareness and perception
Data Infrastructure:
o Centralized database of Al-facilitated crimes (anonymized victim data)
¢ Case law repository
¢ Prosecution resource library
¢ Platform compliance tracking
o Legislation tracking (all jurisdictions)

e Academic research compilation




PART XII: CONCLUSION AND CALL TO ACTION

12.1 Summary of Core Principles

The ALLACL Framework rests on fundamental truths:
1. Al has no agency. Every Al-facilitated crime has a human perpetrator who made deliberate choices.
2. Language matters. How we describe these crimes either enables accountability or shields criminals.

3. Existing laws apply. We don't need to wait for perfect legislation; we need enforcement of current statutes

with appropriate enhancements.

4. Platforms bear responsibility. Organizations providing Al tools have a duty of reasonable care to prevent

foreseeable criminal misuse.

5. Victims deserve justice. Every person harmed by Al-facilitated crime has a right to report, seek remedy,

and obtain compensation.

6. Prevention is possible. With proper safeguards, detection technology, and public awareness, we can

dramatically reduce these crimes.

7. Accountability is achievable. From individual perpetrators to corporate executives, those who harm others

through Al misuse can and must face consequences.

12.2 The Stakes

If we fail to act:

e Trust in all digital communications will erode

e Vulnerable populations will continue to be exploited at scale

¢ Truth itself becomes negotiable when any audio/video can be fabricated

e Democratic processes will be vulnerable to manipulation

¢ Criminals will operate with impunity behind technological complexity

¢ Corporations will prioritize growth over safety with no consequences
If we succeed:

¢ Clear accountability for Al misuse becomes the global norm

¢ Victims have meaningful pathways to justice

¢ Platforms implement robust safety measures

¢ Detection technology keeps pace with generation technology



e Public literacy empowers people to identify and resist manipulation

e Al's tremendous benefits can be realized without enabling mass harm

12.3 Your Role
This framework is not a document to be filed and forgotten. It is a tool to be used.
If you are a victim:
e Your voice matters
¢ Your story can protect others
¢ Your demand for justice is legitimate
¢ You are not alone
If you are a legal professional:
¢ You have the power to establish precedent
* Your cases create the roadmap for others
¢ Your advocacy shapes the law
¢ Your expertise is needed
If you are in law enforcement:
e You stand between perpetrators and victims
¢ Your investigations hold criminals accountable
e Your documentation creates patterns we can fight
¢ Your work deters future crimes
If you are a legislator:
¢ You have the authority to codify accountability
e Your leadership can protect your constituents
e Your votes will define the digital age
e Your courage to act will be remembered
If you are a platform:

e You have the capability to prevent harm



¢ Your choices affect millions
¢ Your leadership can transform the industry
e Your integrity will be your legacy

If you are a concerned citizen:
¢ Your voice amplifies others
¢ Your advocacy pressures decision-makers
¢ Your awareness protects your community

¢ Your action creates change

12.4 The Path Forward

This is not about being anti-Al. This is about being pro-accountability.

Artificial intelligence offers extraordinary possibilities: medical breakthroughs, scientific discoveries, creative
tools, accessibility solutions, and innovations we haven't yet imagined. None of that potential requires allowing
criminals to hide behind the claim that "Al did it."

We can have both: Al innovation AND human accountability.
The question is not whether we have the tools to achieve accountability—we do.

The question is whether we have the will.

12.5 Final Declaration

To perpetrators of Al-facilitated crimes: You are not anonymous. You are not protected by technological

complexity. You are criminals, and you will be held accountable.

To negligent platforms: Your duty of care is not optional. Your profits do not justify enabling harm. Your time

of immunity is ending.
To victims: You are seen. You are heard. Your pursuit of justice is righteous. Help is coming.

To advocates, professionals, and concerned citizens: The tools are here. The framework exists. The time is

now.

To the future: May we be judged as the generation that refused to let technology become a shield for those who
harm others. May we be remembered as those who insisted that no matter how sophisticated the tool, the person

wielding it bears responsibility.

FRAMEWORK ADOPTION PLEDGE



Organizations and individuals who endorse the AI.ACL Framework commit to:

1.

2.

Use ALLACL terminology in all communications, reports, and advocacy

Advocate for AL.ACL principles in legislation and policy

. Support victims of Al-facilitated crimes

. Hold perpetrators accountable through all available legal mechanisms

. Demand platform responsibility and corporate accountability

. Educate the public about Al capabilities, limits, and human accountability
. Contribute to framework evolution through feedback and participation

. Stand against the narrative that "Al did it"

Endorsement Information: Organizations and individuals wishing to endorse this framework should contact:
[to be established]
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Adaptation to specific jurisdictions with attribution to AL ACL Framework

Translation into any language

Integration into educational materials

Reference in legal proceedings

Foundation for legislative drafts
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¢ Use to argue against accountability measures
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CLOSING STATEMENT

The future is not predetermined. We shape it through the choices we make today.
Will we allow Al to become a liability shield for criminals and negligent corporations?
Or will we insist on accountability, regardless of technological complexity?

The ALLACL Framework provides the roadmap.

Now we must walk the path.
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"Al is a tool. Accountability is human."
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