
 

The Case against AIBC Titles for non-architects  
 
1.  The Architects Act 
The Architects Act requires that only architects can practice architecture except 
for the design of certain building types of lesser size as allowed by Section 60.  
The Architects Act does not regulate non-architects. 
 
2.  Section 60 non-architects 
There is currently no provincial statute to regulate non-architects offering design 
services excepted by Section 60.  
However, there are stringent building code regulations for all buildings; 
It is very clear which buildings require an architect as prescribed by the 
Architects Act, which supersedes all regulations, including building codes and;    
Difficulties in enforcing illegal practice (beyond Section 60) are a matter of breach 
of the statute, which local governments have a duty to uphold.  
 
3.  Protection of the Public Interest 
Successive AIBC Councils have said that there is insufficient regulatory control of 
non-architects offering design services excepted by Section 60.  Despite this 
opinion, it would be presumptuous for AIBC to assume responsibility where the 
Architects Act does not mandate such responsibility, and does not prescribe 
exclusive jurisdiction.  AIBC may express its concerns to the government, but the 
people of BC bestow trust upon the provincial government, in its wisdom, to 
establish and coordinate an expansive blanket of numerous statutes necessary 
to protect the public. 
 
4.  Regulation of Section 60 non-architects by AIBC 
The AIBC Council has proposed certification and the licensing of various AIBC 
official marks (under the Trademarks Act) to several non-architect associates, 
and to new individuals on a case-by-case basis. At best AIBC can only grant the 
use of official marks since it cannot go beyond the Architects Act to create a 
protected scope of practice for associates.  Licenses to be granted for these titles 
are conditional upon adherence to AIBC policies.  But it so happens that 
obtaining such a license cannot be made a legal requirement; it’s voluntary - so 
the ‘standards’ cannot be assured with any ultimate legal authority. It’s also very 
likely that large numbers of non-architect designers will not join AIBC, and they 
will continue to be unregulated. 
 
5.  Problems with AIBC titles for non-architects 

i. The public would likely confuse AIBC official marks for associates with 
professional regulation under statute, when in reality; bestowed official 
marks are no more effective than membership in a trade association, but 
with license to use the AIBC brand.   

ii. The institute does not have exclusive jurisdiction to give titles to persons 
offering design services excepted by Section 60, and may therefore find 
itself competing with other professional regulators in the future, creating 
confusion for the public.  

iii. If associates and architects are both certified by AIBC, and do the same 
work allowed by Section 60, it would wrongly imply that associates, such 



 

as building designers and residential designers, are equal to architects 
and that they possess similar qualifications. 

iv. There exists no third party certification of education for certified 
associates.  Therefore associates are to be certified with less rigour than 
what the public has come to believe and trust from AIBC. 

v. The AIBC will have to arbitrate conflicts between the interests of the 
certified associates and the interests of architects.  The AIBC will therefore 
no longer be a self-governing institution of architects but rather a 
regulatory authority with architect subscribers and associate subscribers.   
This is a major shift in the role of the AIBC Council, the Executive Director 
and staff, and in the culture of the profession, which has not yet been fully 
considered or consulted upon with the membership. 

 
6.  Identity of the Profession 
The Architects Act was created for the primary reason to establish a profession 
of architecture with a protected scope of practice solely for architects.  AIBC 
performs as a regulator solely because the institute of architects has a duty to 
enforce its own professional standards, and to expose those who would 
impersonate architects.  Accordingly, this ought to be the extent of AIBC 
regulatory concern. 
 
Traditionally, the AIBC has included intern associates in order to foster the future 
of the profession of architects, and retired architect associates for recognition of 
architects’ careers, as allowed by the Architects Act. 
 
Architects carry on the long history of the profession in society, passing on 
unique and valuable insight from our training and mentoring which contributes to 
the advancement of society.  Architects will increasingly be called upon to solve 
the growing problems of preserving the physical environment for inhabitation and 
civilization.  A strong and distinct profession serves the public interest and will 
improve the future for us all.  
 
Architects do not have to fear erosion of their statutory protected scope of 
practice by incursion of expanded practice rights for technologists.  This is 
because technologists do not have necessary training to offer the benefits of 
insight from education and experience that architects possess.  Society deserves 
to have its buildings designed by professional architects, and nothing less.  It is 
inconceivable that society would ever give this up. 
 
So long as architects have the confidence to claim the legacy of the profession, 
and not dilute it or lower its prominence, we will continue to be a valued and 
revered part of society.   
 
The licensing of AIBC ‘titles’ (official marks) for non-architects undermines the 
profession of architecture - a pre-eminent asset and benefit to society. Therefore 
licensing of AIBC ‘titles’ for non-architects undermines the public interest.  


