Testimony in Support of SB 163: Al Watermarks and Replica Identity Fraud

Chair Manning, Vice Chair Reynolds, Ranking Member Hicks-Hudson, and members of the
Committee, thank you for the opportunity to submit testimony today. My name is Mary Alleger,
and | am a voting citizen of Ohio. | am writing to express my strong support of SB 163.

As a published author, app developer, and journalist, | am acutely aware that while generative
artificial intelligence offers immense creative potential, any technology used for good can—and
will—be weaponized for harm without proactive guardrails.

1. Accountability through Digital Watermarking

SB 163 takes a necessary step toward transparency by requiring generative Al products to
include clear, conspicuous watermarks. This is not just a technical requirement; it is a consumer
protection measure. Watermarking prevents the deceptive practice of selling Al-generated
content as "authentically human-made," which devalues the work of real artists. Furthermore,
these labels are essential to protect vulnerable populations, particularly older individuals, from
falling victim to nefarious Al-generated scams that rely on digital confusion. The prohibition
against tampering with or removing these watermarks is a vital accountability measure.

2. Protecting Bodily Autonomy and the "Persona™

The most alarming application of Al is the unauthorized replication of a person’s face, body, and
voice. SB 163’s strict prohibition on using Al to create simulated child pornography or
non-consensual sexual imagery is a fundamental matter of safety and bodily autonomy.
Furthermore, the bill’s protection of a person’s "persona"—including their name, voice, and
likeness—addresses the growing problem of digital identity theft. We already live in an era
where our data is mined for corporate profit without our consent; we must draw a firm line at the

digital cloning of our very identities for fraudulent use.
3. Restoring Power through the Right to Sue

| strongly support the provision in SB 163 that grants individuals a private right of action. For too
long, citizens have had their intellectual property and likenesses exploited by large-scale
technological actors without any meaningful path to recourse. By allowing victims to bring civil
action for damages and attorney's fees, this bill provides a necessary tool for regular Ohioans to
fight back against those who use Al replicas to defraud or harass them. Restricting legal
standing in this area would only embolden bad actors; instead, this bill empowers the people.

Conclusion

SB 163 provides a common-sense framework for the digital age. It prioritizes consent,
authenticity, and the protection of our most vulnerable citizens from technological exploitation. |
urge this committee to support these vital protections for Ohio’s creators and families.

Please vote YES on SB 163.
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Thank you for your time and consideration.

Mary Alleger
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