
 
1. Section 60 

Historically, not all buildings were required to be designed by Architects. The 
current Architects Act recognizes this reality – in the Section 60 exceptions, 
individuals are allowed to design certain buildings without being qualified 
architects and do so without any regulatory control.  

 
2. Challenges of Section 60 

The current Architects Act allows non architects to provide services within the 
Section 60 exceptions. This has proven to be problematic in several regards: 

 There is no required  levels of competencies nor regulations governing 
those individuals practicing within the exceptions 

 There is lack of clarity regarding which buildings require the services of 
an architect (i.e. inconsistencies between BCBC Part 9 and Section 
60) 

 Difficulty for the AIBC in enforcing illegal practice 
 
3. Protection of the Public 

Successive AIBC Council and other Architects at the AIBC believe there is 
insufficient regulatory control governing those individuals working in the 
Section 60 exceptions currently. In today’s society with increased building 
regulations, environmental consequences and social responsibilities this is no 
longer in the public’s best interest. The critical challenge facing regulators in 
BC and other jurisdictions, therefore, is how to ensure that those practicing in 
all parts of the built environment are competent and operating professionally 
in protecting the interests of the public. The building code contains regulations 
governing the final building. It does not contain any provision outlining the 
competencies and behavior required for those individuals engaged in the 
design process. It is in the public interest that the design of the built 
environment be regulated: individuals engaged in this activity must 
demonstrate competencies and abide by rules and regulations. 

 
4. Regulation of Section 60 

There are several options available to regulate Section 60 buildings: 
1. Remove the exceptions 

This would require that the current Section 60 buildings be done by 
architects and remove this right from other individuals. This approach 
would likely face constitutional challenges. 
 

2. Create another regulatory body 
This would require an enabling legislation that would lay out the rights 
(the scope of practice) and the obligations (the rules and regulations). 
However Architects can do these buildings as well - in effect there 
could be two pieces of legislation governing the same activity by two 
different groups. What role Architects would have in this second 



regulatory entity is uncertain. 
  

3. Transfer the regulation of architecture to the government  
In the Unites States, regulation of the profession is by the state 
government. The government establishes an Architectural Registration 
Board, which then does the same work that the AIBC does, including 
setting the requirements for registration, establishing and administering 
disciplinary processes, establishing professional advisory boards etc. 
However, there are no elections, and the whole process is run by the 
government. Architects in BC have valued the privilege of self-
regulation. 
 

4. Regulation by the AIBC 
Architects have the procedures in place to assume the responsibility of 
regulating these individuals. We have the expertise to set appropriate 
competencies standards. We have continuing education to ensure 
ongoing competency. We have the structures in place for monitoring 
behavior of individuals and procedures for ensuring compliance 
(disciplinary actions).  

 
By establishing and enforcing standards of competence, (including design & 
practice), the AIBC would provide a positive influence on a sector of the built 
environment that is currently unregulated. By taking leadership in regulating the 
design of the built environment, Architects would reinforce their role as leaders in 
the built environment. 
 


