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ABSTRACT

Speech Al Technologies are largely trained on publicly available
datasets or by the massive web-crawling of speech. In both cases,
data acquisition focuses on minimizing collection effort, without
necessarily taking the data subjects’ protection or user needs into
consideration. This results to models that are not robust when
used on users who deviate from the dominant demographics in the
training set, discriminating individuals having different dialects,
accents, speaking styles, and disfluencies. In this talk, we use auto-
matic speech recognition as a case study and examine the proper-
ties that ethical speech datasets should possess towards responsi-
ble AI applications. We showcase diversity issues, inclusion prac-
tices, and necessary considerations that can improve trained mod-
els, while facilitating model explainability and protecting users and
data subjects. We argue for the legal & privacy protection of data
subjects, targeted data sampling corresponding to user demograph-
ics & needs, appropriate meta data that ensure explainability &
accountability in cases of model failure, and the sociotechnical &
situated model design. We hope this talk can inspire researchers
& practitioners to design and use more human-centric datasets in
speech technologies and other domains, in ways that empower and
respect users, while improving machine learning models’ robust-
ness and utility.

CCS CONCEPTS

« Social and professional topics — User characteristics; Com-
puting / technology policy; - Human-centered computing —
Collaborative and social computing design and evaluation
methods.
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1 DATA & DIVERSITY

The selection & curation of datasets for model training is a funda-
mental step in machine learning. Not only datasets are connected
with model robustness, but also to serious ethical concerns such
as the privacy of individuals included, representational harms, and
biases on downstream use [8]. Indeed, in the field of speech tech-
nologies, prior research studies have shown that commercial auto-
mated speech recognition (ASR) applications result to the discrimi-
nation of individuals that hold non-dominant dialects, accents, and
speaking styles [5-7], with speech recognition having a higher er-
ror rate on them. Therefore, we argue that it is important to under-
stand the limitations of existing datasets that result to problematic
model outcomes, and to develop and apply data collection & cura-
tion practices that result to inclusive model deployment.

Most ASR models are trained either by using open source datasets
[1] or crawling the open web [9]. Nonetheless, these approaches
face serious limitations when developing responsible Al applica-
tions. By reviewing the properties of over 100 open source datasets,
we show that the majority of datasets contain speech that stems
from dominant lingual variants, without including speech from
existing dialects or accents that non-dominant social groups hold.
Furthermore, datasets face serious limitations in terms of age &
gender diversity, with datasets either not including specific gen-
ders or age groups at all, or being highly unbalanced. This prop-
erty results in models trained on them having poor performance
on specific intersectional groups [4, 11]. Furthermore, very few
datasets contain observations of individuals having disfluent or
dysarthric speech, denoting that very limited attention has been
given to ASR technologies working robustly on disadvantaged so-
cial groups. Equally importantly, open source datasets contain lim-
ited diversity in terms of domain-specific speech, with content of-
ten collected from isolated and special sources (e.g. the Bible [2],
the Parliament [10]), which diverge from the sociopolitical real-
ity of specific communities. Similarly, limited attention has been
given to the diversity of recording conditions (background noise,
background speech) and the recording media used (recording de-
vice properties etc.), which can have detrimental influence on the
performance of ASR models and correlate with the socioeconomic
status of individuals.

The massive crawling of online-resources has been presented as
a solution for many of the above issues [3, 9], since it is more prob-
able to include in the used dataset a higher variation of accents,
dialects, languages, and speaking styles. Nonetheless, we explain
that such practice can have further negative consequences. First,
either crawled speech is accompanied with captions of unknown
quality, or it needs to be transcribed by the use of ASR technolo-
gies that will reproduce preexisting biases or by human annotators
that might not be familiar with the accents, dialects, and speaking
styles of individuals in the corpus. Second, collected data remain
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unbalanced and obscure, since the exact properties of the crawled
speech was never available, leading to issues of accountability and
explainability in cases of models’ poor performance. Third, even if
it is legally permissible, web data collection might violate the pri-
vacy of individuals and pose risks on them, about which they are
not informed. We claim thus that there needs to be a more careful
consideration about what data are used when training ASR tech-
nologies in order to mitigate unwanted harms & consequences for
users and data subjects.

2 BEST PRACTICES

Taking the limitations of existing datasets and collection practices
into consideration, we describe a set of best practices that aim to
mitigate harms, be inclusive to different communities and users,
while highlighting the importance of interdisciplinary research and
ahuman-centered approach when developing Al applications. These
practices include following properties:

¢ Situated data collection. The dataset should include obser-
vations that reflect the linguistic diversity in terms of gen-
der, age, dialects, accents, speaking styles, recording envi-
ronments and recording media that correspond to the popu-
lations that are going to be the users of the developed speech
technologies. These properties should be included in the
meta-data of the corpus, in order to facilitate explainability
in cases of model failure.
Sociotechnical design. The properties of the dataset should
be designed after concretizing the technical, ethical, and so-
ciopolitical requirements of the ACR application. This means
that data curators need to understand how different demo-
graphic properties of the user population will be represented
in the different categories of accents, dialects, and speaking
styles in the dataset. Furthermore, how the speech corpora
will correspond and empower the sociopolitical background
of the users in terms of vocabulary diversity and represen-
tation.

o Reflexive transcribing. In case that the speech observa-
tions need to be transcribed, annotators should ideally match
the demographics of the speakers. This will prevent misiden-
tification of words and expressions. In case this is not possi-
ble, limitations and annotator demographics have to be re-
ported.

e Consent, privacy & respect of data subjects. Data sub-
jects should sign consent forms that explicitly describe the
exact scope and context of ASR applications that are go-
ing to be trained on their data. In case datasets are to be
made public, there must be explicit safeguards in the related
license that will protect individuals from re-identification.
Furthermore, data curators should implement appropriate
mechanisms so that data-subjects information can be forgot-
ten upon request. Dataset creators should also compensate
data subjects for their work according to a country’s labor
policies.

¢ Benevolent model deployment. Datasets developed for
responsible Al applications should provide explicit licens-
ing guidelines for benevolent model usage. Dataset creators
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should restrict the usage of the data for biometric identifica-
tion or for malicious purposes such as surveillance.

We argue that the above practices can significantly improve the
performance of ASR technologies, while supporting the develop-
ment of responsible Al By centering the interests and needs of
users & data subjects, we believe that researchers and practition-
ers can develop datasets that are more inclusive, diverse, and em-
powering, while simultaneously making models more robust. We
hope that our talk motivates speech and further machine learning
communities to reevaluate and reflect on their practices when de-
veloping and using datasets for model training.

3 COMPANY PORTRAIT

As a wholly owned subsidiary of Sony Group Corporation, Sony
AT was established in April 2020 to accelerate the fundamental re-
search and development of AI and enhance human imagination
and creativity, particularly in the realm of entertainment. Al Ethics
sits at the core of the company’s activities, developing new tools
and techniques that can be used safely in critical domains such as
imaging, computer vision and gaming.
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Orestis Papakyriakopoulos is a research scientist at Sony Al, where
he studies the ethics of spoken and natural language processing
technologies. His research showcases political issues and provides
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been published in conferences such as WWW, ICWSM, FAccT, AIES,
EAMMO, venues in which he serves regularly as chair or program
committee member. His work has been cited also by numerous
news outlets such as the Financial Times and the Washington Post.

REFERENCES

[1] Alexei Baevski, Yuhao Zhou, Abdelrahman Mohamed, and Michael Auli. 2020.
wav2vec 2.0: A framework for self-supervised learning of speech representa-
tions. Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems 33 (2020), 12449-12460.

[2] Alan W Black. 2019. Cmu wilderness multilingual speech dataset. In ICASSP
2019-2019 IEEE International Conference on Acoustics, Speech and Signal Process-
ing (ICASSP). IEEE, 5971-5975.

[3] Guoguo Chen, Shuzhou Chai, Guanbo Wang, Jiayu Du, Wei-Qiang Zhang, Chao
Weng, Dan Su, Daniel Povey, Jan Trmal, Junbo Zhang, et al. 2021. Gigaspeech:
An evolving, multi-domain asr corpus with 10,000 hours of transcribed audio.
arXiv preprint arXiv:2106.06909 (2021).

[4] Siyuan Feng, Olya Kudina, Bence Mark Halpern, and Odette Scharenborg.
2021. Quantifying bias in automatic speech recognition. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2103.15122 (2021).

[5] Allison Koenecke, Andrew Nam, Emily Lake, Joe Nudell, Minnie Quartey, Zion
Mengesha, Connor Toups, John R Rickford, Dan Jurafsky, and Sharad Goel. 2020.
Racial disparities in automated speech recognition. Proceedings of the National
Academy of Sciences 117, 14 (2020), 7684-7689.

[6] Nina Markl. 2022. Language variation and algorithmic bias: understanding al-
gorithmic bias in British English automatic speech recognition. In 2022 ACM
Conference on Fairness, Accountability, and Transparency. 521-534.

[7] Joshua L Martin. 2021. Spoken Corpora Data, Automatic Speech Recognition,
and Bias Against African American Language: The case of Habitual’Be’. In Pro-
ceedings of the 2021 ACM conference on fairness, accountability, and transparency.
284-284.

[8] Kenny Peng, Arunesh Mathur, and Arvind Narayanan. 2021. Mitigating dataset
harms requires stewardship: Lessons from 1000 papers. Advances in neural in-
formation processing systems (2021).

[9] Alec Radford, Jong Wook Kim, Tao Xu, Greg Brockman, Christine McLeavey,
and Ilya Sutskever. 2022. Robust speech recognition via large-scale weak supervi-
sion. Technical Report. Tech. Rep., Technical report, OpenAlL

[10] Changhan Wang, Morgane Riviere, Ann Lee, Anne Wu, Chaitanya Talnikar,
Daniel Haziza, Mary Williamson, Juan Pino, and Emmanuel Dupoux. 2021. Vox-
populi: A large-scale multilingual speech corpus for representation learning,



Considerations for Ethical Speech Recognition Datasets WSDM ’23, February 27-March 3, 2023, Singapore, Singapore

semi-supervised learning and interpretation. arXiv preprint arXiv:2101.00390 [11] Gary Yeung and Abeer Alwan. 2018. On the difficulties of automatic speech
(2021). recognition for kindergarten-aged children. Interspeech 2018 (2018).



	Abstract
	1 Data & Diversity
	2 Best Practices
	3 Company Portrait
	4 Speaker Bio
	References

