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Humans in the Loop Brings a False Sense of Security in Al Management

The notion of having humans oversee artificial intelligence (Al) systems as a safeguard against potential Al-related disasters is gaining traction.
However, experts at recent National Academies workshops argue that this approach may not be as foolproof as it seems. They highlight human
flaws and the deceptive nature of Al as significant concerns, casting doubt on the effectiveness of "humans in the loop" as a risk management
strategy.

Human Flaws in Al Oversight

A key takeaway from the workshops is the inherent unpredictability and fallibility of human behaviour. Participants noted that humans, often seen
as a corrective force in Al management, are prone to misjudgments and can be influenced by uncertain motivations. Tara Behrend from

Michigan State University pointed out that even seemingly minor negative interactions with Al can escalate, potentially leading to severe
consequences. This underscores the idea that humans, who may overestimate their ability to manage Al anomalies, might not always provide the
anticipated safeguard against Al mishaps, with potentially dire outcomes.

The Disarming Nature of Al

Another critical issue discussed was the anthropomorphic design of modern Al systems. Laura Weidinger from Google DeepMind highlighted
that these systems' human-like traits and natural language capabilities can lead people to project human qualities onto them, potentially resulting
in misplaced trust. This phenomenon can make managers less vigilant, exacerbating the risk of Al-related errors. Weidinger stressed the
importance of developing methods to measure and understand how these human-Al interactions unfold, a sentiment echoed by other workshop
participants.

Measuring the Unmeasurable

Hanna Wallach from Microsoft Research emphasized the necessity of attempting to measure even the most challenging and "fuzzy" aspects of
human-Al interactions. She criticized the academic community's reluctance to engage with difficult-to-measure concepts, advocating for a
proactive approach to research in this area. Wallach argued that gaining any information is preferable to remaining inactive, as understanding
these interactions is not just important; it's crucial for improving Al oversight and management.

The discussions at the National Academies workshops reveal a deep scepticism about the efficacy of keeping humans in the loop as a safeguard
against Al failures. The unpredictable nature of human behaviour, coupled with the disarming characteristics of advanced Al systems, poses
significant challenges. While experts like Alexandra Givens and Marc Rotenberg advocate for more robust and human-centric Al designs, it is
clear that relying solely on human oversight may not suffice. As Al continues to permeate various aspects of life, it is imperative to develop more
effective strategies for managing its risks.
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