Rider for architecture firms
Part of the AI use policy for firms, version 3.1, October 2026. Prepared by FirstWin (firstwin.ca) from published guidance
This rider is an example. Use it with the disclaimer in the core policy: you take responsibility for reviewing it, adapting it to your organization, and checking it against current rules before you adopt it.
What architects’ bodies and other regulators have said
Guidance for architects on AI is coming from several places. This rider draws on the national body, on Ontario, and on engineering regulators whose advisories design professionals can borrow from. Use whatever your own provincial association has published as your first reference. We read summaries of these documents, not always the full text. Read the originals before relying on any of this.
Royal Architectural Institute of Canada
The RAIC issued a statement on artificial intelligence in architecture on April 28, 2026. Points from it:
· AI can assist architects, but it doesn’t replace the duty of care, professional judgment, ethical responsibility or accountability for supervised work. It must not displace ultimate human responsibility for architectural decisions.
· The public interest comes first: health, safety, well-being, accessibility, sustainability and the long-term quality of the built environment.
· AI-generated content, analysis, recommendations and imagery have to be reviewed and verified before anyone relies on them.
· AI can reproduce or amplify bias, so assess its use critically to avoid discriminatory outcomes.
· Respect authorship, intellectual property and the integrity of the design process, and be transparent when AI meaningfully contributes to professional outputs.
· Protect confidential, proprietary and personal information when you choose and use AI tools. Understand the risks in data entry, storage, retention and model training.
· Weigh the environmental cost of AI use, and make sure students, interns and emerging practitioners still build core skills.
Ontario
The Ontario Association of Architects keeps a resource page, Artificial Intelligence Tools and your Practice: List of Resources, last updated March 2026. The page calls itself a resource list, and says the third-party articles on it don’t necessarily reflect the OAA’s views. It encourages members to review and update their AI-related protocols and policies, especially on copyright and intellectual property, confidential information and privacy, and cybersecurity and data protection. It suggests involving legal counsel, and notes these issues may be worth discussing with clients and consultants.
Engineering advisories
Engineers and Geoscientists BC and APEGA (Alberta) have published advisories on AI for engineers. They are written for engineers, but design professionals can borrow from them on risk assessment, documentation, independent review of high-risk work and contract terms. They’re summarized in the engineering rider.
What we suggest for your firm
These are our own suggestions. Adjust them.
1. The architect who seals or signs a drawing, specification or report is responsible for it, whoever or whatever helped prepare it. Nothing AI touched reaches a sealed document without a full review by the architect responsible.
1. Treat client drawings, models, site information, program documents and anything under a non-disclosure agreement as “Confidential” in section 4 of the core policy. Many owner agreements and RFPs limit how you can share project information, so check before putting any of it into a tool.
1. Check AI-generated images, text and details for copyright and trademark problems before they go in a client deliverable or a public project page. Image tools are the main risk.
1. Code and standards references from AI tools get checked against the current Building Code and the actual standard. Don’t take a clause number on trust.
1. Talk with your consultants about AI on shared projects. Agree who may use what, and where project information may go.
1. Check whether your owner-architect agreement and your professional liability insurance say anything about AI.
1. Tell a client when AI meaningfully contributed to what you’re delivering, and keep a short note on the project file saying which tool, what it did and who checked it.
Before you adopt this rider
Someone qualified in your firm should confirm each of these, in writing, and file the answers with your policy:
· The architects legislation and your provincial association’s current practice guidance match what this rider says, including on sealing.
· Your agreements with owners and consultants allow the AI uses your staff are making.
· Your insurer has been asked whether AI use affects your coverage.
· Where your provincial association offers practice advice to members, someone has used it for anything you were unsure about.
Keeping it current
Recheck the sources every six months. Guidance for architects is changing quickly, so expect more. Last checked by FirstWin: October 2026. Next check due: April 2027.
