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National standards bodies (such as the British Standards Instityte (BSI)
United Kingdom) are usually members of both European and internation| s;i‘
ards organisations, including the CEN, CENELEC, ISO and IEC, 45 w s BTy
To engage with and influence the work of these international bodies, the "y
national body forms ‘national mirror committees’ composed of national experts, 'Ib:
committees align with their counterparts at ISO, IEC, CEN and CENELf(),,
els, tracking and participating in international standardisation efforts and regorin
national positions on work items.

1. Relationship between European and international standards

The ongoing collaboration between the CEN and ISO, as well ds CENELEC ¢
IEC, facilitates a degree of alignment between European and ifiternational standads
International standardisation is prioritised whenever feasibleto harness theadvagtg:
of global standards in fostering international trade and garket harmonisation-Duct
existing agreements between the ISO and CEN and the-TEC and CENELEC, e
tain internationally developed standards may be adopted as European standard
these entities. It needs to be seen how this alignment will continte to evolve in te
context of the A Act once the European‘standards to support its implementation &
developed. We discuss potential areas of divergence imfurther detail below.

2. International Al standards development

In a world that is increasingly interconnected, the development of i"temaﬁomllu
standards is crucial for fostering a unified global perspective on reliable Al S’S:;
and enhancing public confidence in Al technologies. The surge of interest i Al

in Al'in recent years has underscored the need for a consistent set of intef f‘aidzw
standards. To address this global requirement, the ISO and IEC have cstab

standardisation committee for Al, known as ISO/IEC JTC 1/5C 42 (Subcom™

i S L W

4  Refertoth i ‘
€ section on BSI in the A Ethics chapter for more details.
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/ . gaged in Al and big data, At the fime of wri

ic act
P whlr inthe P rocess of creating standards that cover varioy
2

of Electrical & Electronics Engineers (IEEE) ;
speciall)' regarding autonomous and intelligen
JEEE is in the P of developing its 7000 Series, which addre

e | siderations across 4 wide array of issues related to autonomous and ; Stsif
ical © . 6 These include aspects such as transparency, privacy, algorithmic Ei:s

, st : i !
jent SZ; 1ata CAtegories, the creation of machine-readable privacy terms for individu-
?j e ethical ramifieations of simulated empathy in Al systems

_ ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE AND STANDARDS

s facets of A]

t systems. At the time of

jsan
C. HOW STANDARDS WORK

( Overview

Qundards were initially established to ensure safety, quality and interoperability. For 9.011
sinesses aiming,to operate on global scale, international standards are preferred
wer national Or regional ones, as they provide a uniform framework for market opera-
ionsworldwide. Historically, older standards primarily focused on interoperability as
de.main’ societal benefit. However, many modern standards also encompass social,

xonomic and political goals or consequences, thereby setting contemporary norms.

General standards can encompass a variety of forms, from best practice documents 9.012

id deployment guidance to specifications for interoperability at different levels, suc.h
is physical, network or application. Generally, compliance with these standards is
voluntary.

The other type of standard is a management system standard (MSS). The ISO defines 9.013

an MSS as the way in which an organisation manages the interrelated pars Oflft:i;;'ls‘:
ess in order to achieve its objectives. These objectives can fetute ne numb?f ; n:;l
it topics, including product or service quality, operational efficiency, em.nro.nm c can)
krormance, health and safety in the workplace and many more. Organisations

&t their MSS certified by a third-party auditor.

)
How do standards work for Al?

Stlﬂdard
ET

organisations such as 9.014

isation for AT is still in the early stages. I AOpE dardisation, partly

l and CENELEC have set out ambitious agendas for stal

e comdl e s e st

rt Section on ISO in the Al Ethics chapter for more dctails..
.- section on IEEE in the Al Ethics chapter for more details.

5
§ Refer to the

Refe

243



ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE e
Act's framework for standards. ETSI has bee, & S /20 22, the European Commission published 3

Al and machine learning, while CENELEC bcnccntraung . bpccfﬂ'bef CEN and CENELEC in support of the ey ¢

' of
::::z:::ce:i and ethics. As mcntionﬁd ;b;:ve’ European-focyseq Si:niSCus?ng L e éfa tXi Act. This request was finally adopted by the E;z‘;z;cnalc?as covered’
bodies are particularly sigmﬁ.c ant 10 DOUNENe SAapen Commissio 4 t;rd'slt'm i 23 (Standardisation Requeat) and accepted by the CEN and CENgII?EllSSlgn »
because they are the only entitics capable of developing harmoniseq Standy, dc Al p, | wﬂond CE ELEC are the primary recipients of the Commission Re < C./'The
x . «rust and ethics, the standardisation of A1 ic na S. 2 1150 mcnthﬂed as a potential contributor. Under the Standardisatignelslt’ e
s Peed Sigri : ollowing new European standards (European Standards) or (Deliverable:)q\tl;ztt

s-sector application of Al Currently, many A ol

hose in healthcare or intelligent transportatioy, The atyp, | Jisation
by, Gundardistt
' #

utilise large datasets across different sectors is expected to spur evep greater |

- - . . VL . g% 4 . ‘ ‘nn ‘ -

tion in Al The safe and ethical exchange of data between sectors is angie: M i Rigk m anagement §ystem for Al systems: These ESDs will specify the requirements
, SRI: 5 en

a major advancement 10 Al Standards that ensure the safe, ethical, efficient gpd 1 (orarisk management Wm em for A,I systems. The aim is to establish a continuous iterative
able transfer of information will be among the most impactful developmens ) (0CESS throughwt"ghe’AI system’s lifecycle that prevents or minimises risks to health
orAl; § P damental rights. The requirement is for ESDs to be drafted in such a way 5

the years ahead. ETSI is currently focusing on workstreams related to the dy qfety or fungamer
: o - . DERE | . 4 Supel Jble (sability by relevant operators and market surveillance authorities.
chain and the availability of training data, while the ISO is engaged in severs Proje e % an 3 enlity of datasets used to build AT systems: These ESDs will

concerning Al and big data. , SR2/Governa

- ot
Ultiong e ﬂdfﬁs th

include ﬁ&iﬁcationl; for adequate data governance and data management procedures to
be ',ﬁplementcd byAl system providers. They will focus on data generation and collec-
ion, data Ptepﬁraﬁon operations, addressing biases and ensuring the quality of datasets

D. THE ROLE THAT THE Al ACT GIVES TO STANDARDISATION sed to train, validate and test Al systems.
v SR3: Rgcg?d Keeping through logging capabilities by Al systems: These ESDs will define

9.016 As described in detail in Chapter 8, the Al Act categorises three maip.cawegoriesd | spécifications for automatic logging of events by Al systems. The aim is to enable trace-
risk relevant to Al systems that are within scope: (i) unacceptable xisky i) high g ity throughout the system’s lifecycle, monitor operations and facilitate post-market

(iii) low risk. The majority of the Al Act establishes the framework ‘that applies monitoring by providers.
| ¢ SR4: Transparency and in

igh-risk systems.
e | will provide specifications for design and development solutions that ensure transpar-
9.017 Al systems deemed high-risk are considered to meet the AT Act's requirenientsifthe | of Al system operations, enabling users to understand the system’s output and use
) L it appropriately. They will also include instructions for use, including system capabilities

¢J §
E A 4 conform to harmonised standards published in the Offcidl Journahof the Eurres and limitations, as well as maintenance and care measures
- Union (OJEU) (Article 40) or to common specifications set, by the Euroger § o Sps. | Suiibaad—— S
Commissio - , : :Human oversight of A systems: These ESDs will speci .
. (A.m.clc 41). In essence, compliance.to established :standards e for human oversight of Al systems. Providers will be required to identi.fy and b‘:nld these
specifications significantly reduces the cémpliance obligations for providers of ngr | measures into the system before placing it on the market or putting it into service. Users
. ght measures. These ESDs shall also

'y

fy measures and procedures

o 4 Q&Alundathe Al Act. In certain cases, meeting harmonised standards or comi= shoulal also be able to implement appropriate oversi et cirtain AT
specifications allows for co nformity assessment through ‘nternal control instead & “‘athh., where appropriate, appropriate oversight measures that are specific to i
. ystems in consideration of their intended purpose. With respect t0 Al syems ed to

human oversight measures will ne

for re 3

mote biometric identification of persons, .
i s ¢ basis of
Provide for the possibility that no action or decision 13 taken by the user on t

NPRMBE L 1 e ; veri
the identification resulting from the system unless this has been separately

o E THE COMMISSION’S STANDARDISATION REQU EST : Csfg\\ﬁrmed by at least two natural persons. o tia cnecifications tO
b Accuracy specifications for Al systems: DESE

WP o B st o
Almmpmmns for the use of harmonised standards comp! : y | urean g - Al
the requirements of the Al disation gets ¥ o ppropriate level of accuracy for |
Sﬁge for the 2 | : ?Ct. ‘The Commission’s request for standa; tli‘hnical o acy’ shall be understood as referring to the capability ©

7, A opment of these standards, guiding the creation © . A
ficati A 2 , gu1ding 1 e e st
ons that align with the E[J’s regulatory objectives and ensuring that high™?

systems meet tps: e,
the necessary safety, quality and ethical standards. €uropa.eu/growth/tools-databases/enorm/mandate/593-€1

.'_",g;-.; ;
| .

a,

‘ ]

- '(

i
"
»
'-.

-
A
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the task for which 1t has been designed. This should not be co“fu%d\

definition of statistical accuracy, which is one of several possible With th,

the performance of Al systems. Providers will be able to declare rel Metrics f,

. . . evan
and levels, and appropriate tools and metrics will be defined to m°asm; ACCupy
accy

defined levels.
e Providers will be able to declare relevant accuracy metrics and Jeye]s :

e . aid
tools and metrics will be defined to measure accuracy against defined | "% 2Pproy,
e SR7: Robustness specifications for Al systems: These ESDs will lay d::ls, Oprig

R .
for the robustness of Al systems, taking into account sources of errors fauipcenﬁmm
encies and interactions with the environment. They will also considc; Al ', incong,,

continue to learn after being deployed. Ystems yy,
e SR8: Cybersecurity specifications for Al systems: These ESDs will provige o
.cational and technical solutions, to ensure that Al systems are resilieng o Wable oy

to alter their use, behaviour or performance or to compromise their sc:ff’:,'“f‘ Wtenp,
by malicious third parties exploiting the systems’ vulnerabilitics. ()'ganl‘:: Propen
technical solutions shall therefore include, where appropriate, measures 1o ‘:“O.nax ing
control cyberattacks trying to manipulate Al-specific assets, such as trai e

= N abacon
(for example, data poisoning) or trained models (for example, adversarial ;?fm‘;;:;c
' o

trying to exploit vulnerabilities in an Al system’s digital assets or the underlymp(T
infrastructure.

¢ SR9: Quality management system: These ESDs will be drafted for providers of Al
tems to be implemented within their organisation, with particular copsideration gm
to small and medium-sized organisations. Specifications shall be dsafted stch tha e
quality management system aspects related to the Al system may‘be iftegrated int i
overall management system of the provider.

® SRI10: Conformity assessment for Al systems: These ESDs-will Provide proeedurezs
processes for conformity assessment activities related to Al'Systems and thequality m
agement system of Al providers. They will also includeCriteria for assessing the compe
tence of individuals involved in conformity assessmént activities, considering sceand

where the assessment is carried out by the proyiderior a professional external third-pun
organisation.

9.020 According to the Standardisation Request, while it is.not always possible 10 deve

9.021

ESDs that consider each specific intended purpose; stch ESDs shall cover at the ™
imum a range of technical solutions and optionsywhich the product manufﬂc.t“m cn
assess and implement, taking into consideration the intended purpose of thwm
system. ESDs shall also possibly include guidance on how such assessment and

mentation of solutions and options shall be executed.

M ten SRs .rnust be completed by 30 April 2025. However, this 15 2 very
timeframe given that on average it takes at least 3—4 years tO develop a5t

ndard:
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ont with the Al Act N

Angnm

o . - n’entl u“
.t the time of writing, there are standards 4 Y under development,

¢ 23894), data quality and governance (ISO/IEC CD 5259 serieq) o
ggE 7001, ISO/IEC AWI 12792), human oversight (180/1?3%62’2:)[8“;%%
pW1 18966), accuracy (ISO/IEC TS 4213:2022), robustness , 18O/

: (ISO/E
] 91, ISO/IEC DI5 24029-2) and cybersecur ity (ETSI SAT series). Other ga'rllcll{-
s JIthough not directly related to the ten areas mentioned in the Standardisation

\ f the requirements of the Al

s relevant to some o q of the Al Act, for example, stand-
[::s on bias (ISO/IEC AWI TS 12791, ISO/IEC TR 24027, P7003), testing (IQO/
ECTR 29119=11) and verification and validation (ISO/IEC TS 17847).

e will now focus on WO key standards relevant to the Standardisation Request: (1) 9.023

f standard addressing risk management (ISO/IEC 23894); and (2) the Al manage-
st system stafidard(I1SO/ IEC 42001).

¢ MISK MANAGEMENT — ARTICLE 9 AND Al RISK MANAGEMENT STANDARD
(ISO/IEC 23894)

\riicle 9 of the AT Act mandates the creation and maintenance of a risk management 9.024
ystem (RMS) for high-risk Al systems throughout their lifecycle. This RMS should
beasystematic process that includes identifying and analysing known and foreseeable
fisks, estimating and evaluating risks from intended use and potential mieuse, and
wnsidering additional risks from post-market monitoring. After this analysis, appro-

priate risk management measures must be implemented.

The objective of the RMS as required by Article 9 of the Al Act s to ensure that the 9.025

OIemn! residual risk associated with high-risk Al systems is atan accePtable level. T:;
risk should be communicated to users. In implementing risk managem

o T R h thought-
neasures, priority should be given to eliminating ot mitigating nskrsn Zl;:?:i shoulcgd -

mdeﬁg“ and development. For risks that cannot be eliminated,

Mtin place to control them, and users should be provided wit
™ training

247




ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE "
market release. This ensures that the high-risk Al systems are oy

aly
efficacy before they are made available for use. Ated for safet}'and
existing standard relating to Al risk mana

Cumntl ) the Only €m ‘
23894 (tie AT Risk Management Standard). The AI Risk Magna ent i ISO/]EC

builds upon the ISO 31000:2018 .(the ‘General Risk Management éi:\cdnt S
provides general guidance on risk assessment. The Genery] R; arq
Standard describes: (i) the underlying principles of risk Manage
inclusive, continual improvement, structured and comprehensive ¢
(ii) how risk management frameworks should be integrated into s |
and functions of an organisation; and (iii) how risk assessment o terms an(ti Ativigy,
help to identify risk and ways to manage risk (as more fully discussed beI:w)chﬁ.oa
to the General Risk Management Standard, the AT Risk Management St %w

S .
not an MSS. andard

9.027

tandaI i

) wh
sk Man, c'“th

geme
fncnt (integm:‘
Znifica '

9.028 The Al Risk Management Standard uses the General Risk Management Standay

as its base but goes further by suggesting that organisations that develop, deplaf o
use Al products, systems and services need to manage specific risks relating g
technology and consider the context of Al in an organisation. It is not intendéd for

the specific risk management of products and services using Al for objectives such

safety and security.

9.029 The Al Risk Management Standard states that AT system§ can introducenewt

emergent risks for an organisation, with positive or negative ‘consequenCesionabjec
tives, or changes in the likelihood of existing risks. Thefollowing priscipleshave bes
incorporated into the Al Risk Management Standafd:

® Inclusivity of stakeholders: As the use of Al systemns can result in.engagement with it

tiple stakeholders, organisations should-seck, dialogue with, divetse internal and extr
nal groups, both to communicate harms/and benefitst@nd, to incorporate fcedback'li:
awareness in the risk management process? Input from'stakeholders will be benehci ¢
machine learning use cases, and generally for automated decision-making processts &

ensuring overall transparency and explainabilityof Al systems.

. tr
Rk 4 . NUOUS jed
Dynamic risk management: As Al systems are dynamic and require cont .

. : SRy . L oecd 0!
;_‘r‘eg(; ‘::rf;ltr;;ng and vahdatmg, legal and regulatory requirements related to A -

: integ

. updated. Organisations should seek to understand how Al will be::s het
lelh management systems, and how it will impact their environmental footpr’
and safety and legal or corporate responsibilities.

Best available information: As Al impacts the way individuals intera
technology, it is advisable for

of Al systems throughout the
Human and cultyra] factors:
aspects of risk management 4t

entire lifetime of the Al system. dy +fluen® .
Human behaviour and culture sxgﬂlﬁca" he dest”

o edint
each level and stage. Organisations engag

248

>

:’*

/

d c“’dopfnCﬂt 0

. evolving cultural landscape. Organisatio
'hutcms or their components on privacy,
i3

oyment and environment, and more generally on hym
emp verlooked without human interpretation

mﬂking arc O

of any com e stem for perform ,

hortcomngE and lessons learned, and maintain awareness of ne\fr Al rcstr;:z;“gczms,

,nd techniques e
 Gaps with Article 9

Al-Risk Management Standard appears to Incorporate certain elements of

o) and
,- a d the related\Standardisation Request, it unfortunately omits other ele-

wThe Al Risk Management Standard aligns with Article 9 by ensuring that risk
‘wihagement js~an,iferative process throughout the Al system’s lifecycle, thoroughly

ixumented and‘aimed at mitigating risk to acceptable levels. However, it does not
irelthe’s ommunication of residual risks to users or address risks associated with
s,misuse. The Al Risk Management Standard also does not specify par-
ulif testing procedures for identifying risk management measures, nor does it set

\etrics oF probabilistic thresholds for testing.

hhe A Risk Management Standard diverges from Article 9 of the Al Act in its
uderlying concept of risk. The AI Risk Management Standard emphasises organisa-
wnal risks, which are uncertainties that could affect an organisation’s goals, whereas
the AT Act views risk as potential harm to individuals’ health, safety and fundamental
ghts. This difference limits the Al Risk Management Standard's effectiveness in

i“’Plﬂnenting the AT Act’s RMS requirements.

One of the key limitations is that the Al Risk Management Standard Pﬁma’u?' Of,&rs
“ommendations rather than explicit requirements. In the field of standardisation,
l. cdiStinction between requirements, t}’Pican)' indicated by ‘shall, anc'i rccommeﬂd;'
15 indicated by ‘should’, is critical because only <tandards with requirements can be

utilis ; ¢ must be suit-
d for conformity assessment. Standards that support the Als?vjth he AT Act’

nt Standard
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STANDARD (ISO/IEC 42001)

9.033 Article 17 of the Al Act requires a quality management syste

m to be .
be fully documented. PHR Bl

9.034 Specifically, compliance with Articl? 17 requires coverage of hoy to take
the high-risk AI ecosystem by .deﬁrung how to set up: (a) strategy fo Into oy,
pliance; (b) technical specifications to be applied, including standard

tion handling with national authorities; and (d) an accountability framey y
ork,

s: (C) " r)'Com

9.035 Article 17 also requires techniques and procedures for: (a) AJ design, dec
P EOIEN verif

cation and development; (b) Al examination, testing and validation; () 4
agement; (d) quality control and assurance; (€) reporting of serioys incidenat:"1 n;arr
and of

malfunctioning; (f) record keeping of all relevant documentation and informas:
conformity assessment; and (h) management of Al modifications. #tlon; g

9.036 OSystems for risk management, post-marketing monitorin

g and resource
also need to be established. Mafiagermey

9.037 While a single standard is very unlikely to provide the necessary techmieal specif-
cations to comply with all requirements of Article 17, a standard that establishess
quality system encompassing all of the above-mentioned aspects 1§ crucial for énsur
ing compliance with the AI Act. Such a standard would integrate these element

Into a systematic quality management system which should Tacilitate both tonformi
assessment and post-market quality monitoring.

1. Al Management System Standard (ISO/IEC42001)

>038 The Al Management System Standard rovides considerable overlap with Artick

17 requirement and is 2 management systém standardwon the responsible chd.oP
ment and use of A and is developed in relation te.acircular process of csmbmhmi‘
@plemcnﬁng, maintaining and continually improwving Al systems. o compﬂ”bl
with other management system standards such as ISO 9000 (Quality) and po

; : ot
nformation Security) and similar to ISO 9000 and 1SO 27001, The Al Man#g®™
System Standard 1s an MSS.

9.039
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G. QUALITY MANAGEMENT - ARTICLE 17 AND Al MANAGEMENT /
SYSTE
M
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Managcmeﬂt System Standard focuses op,. (a)
' cir behaviour thro.ugh US€, presentin
ing and compliance with rules and/or 4.

romatic decision-making (p ossibly in

AND STANDARp;

Al Systems -
that hav

ga challengc to ens: the P°fen-

cepted Practices; (b)

4 non-explainable o

gy those

sl Management System Standard is an auditable and certifiable standard, Ayd;
o avital part of the management system approach as they eng ey

ble organisatio
. - . ’ o ns to
eck how well their achievements meet their objectives and show conformity to the
mndafd.

{~Gaps with Article17

1 content in Anfiex B of the Al Management System Standard, which provides
-
B

ementdtion guidelines for Al controls, is highly relevant to Article 17 However,
: 6 afiagement System Standard aims to offer organisations as much flexibil-

spossible in selecting necessary controls, it may not fully align with the regulatory

npirements of the Al Act. This is because the AI Management System Standard
/ dlows organisations to determine the relevance of controls and choose which to adopt

ud does not provide a comprehensive set of justifications for control selection, nor
besit establish a connection to regulatory requirements.

While the AT Management System Standard covers a broad range of Article 17
*quirements, it often lacks sufficient technical implementation details. As the Al
Menagement System Standard primarily offers guidance rather than n?andator.y con-
wk, additional specifications that provide more explicit methodologies and.xmpls-
"atation requirements will be required. Such additional specifications could include
» dcﬁgn considerations, quality control and assurance, testing or data management

Den . ;
¢ comprehensive coverage and regulatory compliance.

3::3 *urrent gaps with the AT Management System Standard when compare
THde 17

requirements include:

‘' p . +h the Al Act,
OSt‘ . ’ . . Om hancc \Vlt
markcnﬂg monitoring system coverage: To enhance comp

. ) 1eks arc necessary, as
ALy tailed requirements tailored to the Al Acts concerns and risks
formg fagement System Standard currently only mandate§ !
nce Monitoring, repairs, updates and support. s
ma“.agcmem System Standard should be expanded 0 por:
°n1tormg the potential adverse effects of Al system OP

d with
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g

Were No
tdet
ey

society. Additionally, there is a need cfor nl\casures to identify risks thay
during the initial risk asscssmer.xt and early st:ages of the Al lifecycle
nise risks in the context of con.tmuously lcaxrnmg systems. |
Management of Al modifications: To provide a more detailed frameyoy f
Hodifications to the Al system, It 1S necessary to specify the actions o
ous assessment and management of rns!cs, .partxcularly when significa
to the Al system. This includes establishing ?lear requirements for
and evaluation to ensure the Al system remains compliant with ¢,
its lifecycle.

Documentation needs: The Al Management System Standard requires ik
multiple documentation items, and there is a need for more clarity ang Y WUCtion o

° ' : £ s soliday
these documentation requirements to streamline the application of this standar(;l ation of

Quired f,, .

e Al Ac% thomm"’@

H. INTERNATIONAL STANDARDS AND Al GOVERNANCE

9.045 Although the Standardisation Request does not expressly refer to Al governance i
general (as SR2 is limited to governance of datasets), the market had already acknoyl
edged the need for a clear governance framework for Al and accordingly 1S0.4u
developed ISO/TEC 38507 (the Al Governance Standard) in 2022. The remdindetf
this chapter explores the Al Governance Standard.

9.046 The Al Governance Standard seeks, in its own words, ‘to provide guidance for

9.047

9.048

1.

Al Governance Standard: scope

governing body of an organization that is using, or is considering-the use of, artifcd
intelligence’.® In addition, the Al Governance Standard alse"provides guidance @

internal and external service providers (including €onsultants);
executive managers;

public authorities and policymakers; | , -
external businesses or technical specialists\(including professional bodies, W)™

accountants or other retail/industrial asseeiations); and
assessors and auditors.

The Al Governance Standard is not an MSS.

2.

Afccorgling to the Al Governance Standard, given the potentially divers
it o o any single area or function of an organisation

9

Accountability of governing bodies
, tu‘r

bl
rcspoxm |

R ————
— —

’lg‘OIIEC 38507 2022, p.1. N o f&"’"'\
e Al Gove fer 03 . g
technologies ::::":c'sltanl (t’::d‘:m that reference to ‘AT’ is intended to be understood 10 1€ of AI'B dett”

Ot to any specific technology, method or application and 'us¢

252

manag. .
Ontipy,, |
are mldt

q .l cole an

ok osed to delegating this to either a lower body (s
%body, ' This is also important from an accountability perspective,

y Al 1P ability for Al governance sits alongside the governance of

Kol Y any other pro-
d’;cfa ure or ool operated by an organisation. As Al develops and takes on rﬁ::c

5 teristics, governing bodie :

ynal tasks and Chamc, d o A 5 < h & X : Sho':ﬂc.l not fall into the trap of
# ,opomOfPhismg Al a;xo giving it human characteristics out of proportion to its
d capabilities.

as it ensures

AT GovecIieE® Standatd Froe that as part of ensuring good and adequate Al

ntability) organisations should ensure that they review their procedures and
. s toensure Ty A suitable for and adequately reflect their uses of AL On a
[ac?izal level, this.could involve considering:

Oversight:\Does an organiisation’s use of Al correspond with its risk appetite and are all
| of thie.assoCiated procedures (such as measurement, decision assurance and monitoring)
ffopurpose? In light of the implications of using Al the value of its use should also be

a med. . . . .
0 D'frection: How doés using Al advance the strategy or objectives of the organisation? Are

yr 9

aisting Otganisational statements of values, codes of conduct or ethics appropriate for Al
8-, - 2 5
ind i thelevel of resource allocated to Al consummate to s usez. -
) Reporting: Is there communication and reporting to an organisations stakeholders on
how Al is used?
. ' other
¥ JBvaluation: Considering how Al has worked (both internally and cxtcmsazla)l?da::y i
factors such as future opportunities and risks, are the governance processe

. . p
sions taken under them) effective and can they be improved going forward:

As part of the evaluation process, governing bodies need to ens

: - their
hes are equipped to effectively govern the use or introduction of Al across

lsati it is advisable to:
wgunisation, The AT Governance Standard states thatitis advisab

cerns they
' work with stakeholders to build an understanding of Al and address any o

may have; or

"tview internal processes, timelines and criteria to €s -
mothc evolution of A and its uses. This could 1nv?1vc crcaChgas L
 Ee of working with other pre-existing committees (su

W Alimpacts their work.

! ' ding
. 1 their adequacy in resporn
o a specialised Al subcom-

tegy) t0 establish

to fulhl objectives and create

ro :
3¢ as developing or applying an Al system through any P h system®

1 :bc for the h any party provi
1p4

ding or using $U¢
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3. Appropriaté level © oversight of A TR ology 18 being depP loy" i .1ts intended use.'* The foregoing principle need
P b i e it e Jored in Paml]cl with the importance of governance of data use, also addr $ 10
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