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AI Vendor Assessment Plan
Documentation Summary
Part 1 – Algorithmic Impact Assessment (AIA) - "Should we deploy this AI?"
· Completed before procurement/development
· Evaluates business case, legal compliance, ethical considerations
· Makes commitments about testing, monitoring, oversight
· Gets approval to proceed
Part 2 -AI Vendor Supplement (this document) → "Is this vendor's AI system acceptable?"
· Completed during procurement
· Evaluates AI-specific vendor capabilities
· Focuses on model transparency, bias testing, security, training data
· Informs contract requirements
Part 3 - AI System Implementation & Operations Plan → "How do we deploy and operate this AI?"
· Completed after AIA approval but before deployment
· Implements all commitments from the AIA
· Provides detailed technical procedures
· Becomes operational playbook
Purpose
This supplement addresses AI-specific requirements for third-party AI systems, vendors, and services. It ensures compliance with the Policy Standards for the Utilization of Artificial Intelligence by the Commonwealth of Virginia and the Enterprise Architecture Standard (EA-225) for Artificial Intelligence.
This supplement must be completed during procurement for any third-party AI system and attached to both the procurement file and the Algorithmic Impact Assessment (AIA).
When to Use this Supplement
Complete this supplement when procuring:
· AI software or services from external vendors
· Cloud-based AI systems or APIs
· Commercial off-the-shelf (COTS) AI products
· AI-as-a-Service solutions
· Foundation models or large language models
· Any system where AI functionality is provided by a third party
Use alongside your agency's standard procurement process and checklist.
Who Should Complete This Supplement
· AI System Owner (lead)
· Agency Data Governance Officer 
· Information Security Officer (ISO) 
· Procurement Officer
· Agency Legal Counsel (for external AI systems affecting citizens)
Section 1: System Identification
1.1 System Information
	Field
	Response

	Archer ID
	

	AI Product/Service Name
	

	Vendor NAme
	

	Product Version
	

	Contract Number
	

	Contract type
	☐ SaaS ☐ Licensed software ☐ Professional services
☐ Other:

	System Owner (Name, Title, Contact)
	

	Agency/Division
	

	Sponsoring Secretariat
	

	Planned Deployment Date
	



1.2 AI Capability Description
What AI capability does this vendor product provide? Click or tap here to enter text.
Type of AI technology:
	☐ Machine learning (supervised/unsupervised)
☐ Natural language processing
☐ Computer vision
☐ Generative AI (text, images, code, etc.)
	☐ Robotic process automation with AI
☐ Predictive analytics
☐ Recommendation engine
☐ Other: _______


From the AIA, this AI system is classified as:
☐ Internal AI System
☐ External AI System (affects citizens/businesses)
Section 2: AI Model and Training Data Transparency
2.1 Model Documentation (Policy Standard I.b)
AI models must be well documented and available for review.
	Documentation Element
	Provided by Vendor
	Adequate for COV Use
	Notes

	Model architecture description
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	

	Algorithms and techniques used
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	

	Model parameters and hyperparameters
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	

	Training methodology
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	

	Validation methodology
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	

	Performance metrics and results
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	

	Known limitations
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	

	Version history and updates
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	


Overall model documentation:
☐ Comprehensive and adequate
☐ Adequate with minor gaps
☐ Insufficient → Request additional documentation before proceeding
2.2 Training Data Disclosure (Policy Standard IV.d, V.v)
For external AI systems, the following must be disclosed:
	Required Information
	Vendor Provided
	Response/Documentation

	Which data sets the AI product utilizes
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	

	Specific cutoff date for training data
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	

	Sources of training data (public, proprietary, licensed)
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	

	Geographic/demographic composition of training data
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	

	Relevant description of biases embedded in the program
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	


If any required items not provided for external AI system:
☐ N/A - internal AI system only
☐ All items provided
☐ Items missing → Required for external AI systems - request from vendor

Training data characteristics:
· Size of training dataset: _______
· Date range of training data: _______
· Languages included: _______
· Protected characteristics represented: _______
2.3 Copyright and Intellectual Property Compliance (Policy Standard V.viii, EA Standard AI-011, AI-604)
Note: Use of copyrighted material in AI training data is a developing legal area. Proceed cautiously and with legal counsel guidance.
Copyright compliance for training data:
☐ Vendor certifies all training data is copyright-compliant or properly licensed
☐ Vendor provides documentation of copyright compliance
☐ Vendor has not addressed copyright compliance → Requires legal review before proceeding
Has agency legal counsel reviewed copyright compliance?
☐ Yes (Date: ______ Reviewer: ______)
☐ No → Required before contract execution
☐ Under review
License terms for Commonwealth's use of AI outputs:
☐ Commonwealth owns all outputs generated
☐ License to use outputs without restrictions
☐ License with restrictions (describe): _______
☐ Not specified → Clarify before proceeding
Intellectual property indemnification:
☐ Vendor indemnifies Commonwealth against IP infringement claims
☐ Limited indemnification (describe): _______
☐ No indemnification → Address before contract execution
2.4 Foundation Models and Third-Party AI Components (Policy Standard V.v)
Does this product use foundation models or third-party AI components?
☐ Yes → Complete inventory below
☐ No
☐ Vendor has not disclosed → Request disclosure
Foundation model/component inventory:
	Model/Component Name
	Provider
	Version
	Training Data Cutoff
	License Type
	Purpose

	
	
	
	
	☐ Open-source ☐ Proprietary
	

	
	
	
	
	☐ Open-source ☐ Proprietary
	



Open-source AI component review:
☐ All open-source components identified
☐ License compatibility reviewed
☐ Security vulnerabilities assessed
☐ Not applicable

Section 3: AI-Specific Security and Red-Teaming
3.1 AI Security Testing (Policy Standard V.i, V.iii)
Vendor has conducted AI-specific security testing (Y/N or N/A):
	Testing Type
	Conducted
	Results Provided
	Results Reviewed
	Issues Identified
	Issues Addressed

	Adversarial testing (adversarial inputs)
	
	
	
	
	

	Model extraction attack testing
	
	
	
	
	

	Data poisoning vulnerability testing
	
	
	
	
	

	Prompt injection testing (for LLMs)
	
	
	
	
	

	Model inversion attack testing
	
	
	
	
	

	Membership inference testing
	
	
	
	
	



Overall AI security testing:
☐ Comprehensive testing conducted and reviewed
☐ Adequate testing with acceptable gaps
☐ Insufficient testing → Request additional testing or do not proceed
3.2 Red-Teaming for AI Systems (Policy Standard V.i, V.iii)
Has vendor conducted red-teaming specifically for AI capabilities?
☐ Yes - results provided and reviewed
☐ No - red-teaming not conducted → Required for high-risk AI systems
☐ Vendor has not disclosed
If yes:
Date of most recent AI red-teaming: _______
Conducted by:☐ Internal team ☐ Third-party firm ☐ Both

Red-teaming scope:
	☐ Model robustness
☐ Bias and fairness
☐ Privacy vulnerabilities
	☐ Safety and security
☐ Output manipulation
☐ Adversarial attacks



Critical findings:
Remediation status:
☐ All critical findings remediated
☐ Remediation in progress (timeline: _______)
☐ Critical findings not remediated → Address before deployment
Red-team exercise frequency: ☐
3.3 AI Model Security Controls (EA Standards AI-716, AI-717)
Vendor implements the following AI model protections:
	Protection
	Implemented
	Description/Evidence

	Model access controls (prevent unauthorized access)
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	

	Model tampering protection
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	

	Model versioning and integrity verification
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	

	Protection against model theft/exfiltration
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	

	Input validation and sanitization
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	

	Output filtering for harmful content
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	

	Rate limiting to prevent abuse
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	

	Logging of model queries and outputs (EA AI-702)
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	


AI model security adequate:
☐ Yes
☐ No → Address gaps before deployment
Section 4: Bias, Fairness, and Performance Testing
4.1 Bias Testing (Policy Standard V.iii, EA Standard AI-005)
Has vendor tested the AI system for bias?
☐ Yes - comprehensive bias testing conducted
☐ Partial - limited bias testing conducted
☐ No → Required for systems affecting individuals
If yes or partial:
Protected characteristics tested:
	☐ Age
☐ Race/Ethnicity
☐ Color
☐ Sex/Gender
☐ Gender identity/expression

	☐ Sexual orientation 
☐ Disability
☐ National origin
☐ Religion
☐ Other: _______


Bias testing methodology:
☐ Statistical parity analysis
☐ Equal opportunity analysis
☐ Predictive parity analysis
☐ Disparate impact testing
☐ Intersectional analysis
☐ Other: _______
Testing conducted by:
☐ Internal team
☐ Independent third party
☐ Academic institution
☐ Not disclosed
Bias metrics and thresholds:
	Protected Characteristic
	Metric Used
	Threshold
	Meets Threshold
	Notes

	
	
	
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	

	
	
	
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	



Documented biases identified: Click or tap here to enter text.
Bias mitigation strategies implemented (Policy Standard V.iii): Click or tap here to enter text.
Ongoing bias monitoring:
☐ Vendor monitors for bias in production
☐ Vendor provides bias monitoring reports
☐ Frequency of bias monitoring: _______
☐ No ongoing monitoring → Address for high-risk systems
4.2 Training Data Representativeness
Training data represents affected population demographics:
☐ Yes - vendor provides demographic breakdown
☐ Uncertain - vendor has not provided information
☐ No - known gaps in representation → Address before deployment
Protected groups adequately represented in training data:
☐ Yes
☐ No - underrepresented groups identified: _______
☐ Unknown
Historical biases in source data:
☐ Identified and addressed
☐ Identified but not fully addressed (mitigation: _______)
☐ Not assessed → Assess for systems affecting individuals
4.3 Performance and Accuracy (Policy Standard V.iii)
Vendor-provided performance metrics:
	Metric
	Overall Performance
	Performance by Subgroup
	Acceptable

	Overall accuracy
	
	
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	Precision
	
	
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	Recall
	
	
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	False positive rate
	
	
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	False negative rate
	
	
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	F1 score
	
	
	☐ Yes ☐ No


Performance metrics validated:
☐ Yes - agency has tested with representative data
☐ Yes - independent validation conducted
☐ No - relying on vendor claims
☐ Validation planned before deployment
Performance degradation over time:
☐ Vendor monitors for model drift
☐ Vendor reports on performance changes
☐ Model retraining procedures established
☐ Not addressed → Establish monitoring requirements
Section 5: Explainability and Transparency
5.1 Model Explainability (Policy Standard I.d)
Is this AI system explainable?
☐ Yes - system provides clear explanations of decision-making process (Attach ODGA AI Explainability template)
☐ Partially explainable
☐ No - "black box" system

If "No" (unexplainable/black box):
☐ System is NOT used for decision-making or approval processes (required by Policy Standard I.d)
☐ System IS used for decision-making → DEPLOYMENT PROHIBITED
5.2 Discrimination and Bias Assessment (Policy Standard III.b.
Explanation methods provided:
☐ Feature importance
☐ Decision trees/rules
☐ Natural language explanations
☐ Confidence scores
☐ Counterfactual explanations
☐ Example-based explanations
☐ Other: _______
☐ None provided
Explanations understandable to:
☐ Technical staff
☐ Business users
☐ End users/citizens
☐ Not clear
Explanation adequacy for Commonwealth's use:
☐ Adequate for intended use
☐ Partially adequate (document gaps)
☐ Inadequate → Address before deployment for external systems
5.2 Transparency for External Systems (Policy Standard IV.c, IV.d)
For external AI systems affecting citizens, vendor provides:
	Transparency Element
	Provided
	Adequate
	Notes

	How AI arrives at decisions
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	

	What data is used
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	

	How individuals can challenge decisions
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	

	System limitations
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	

	Appeals process support
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	



Vendor supports Commonwealth's transparency requirements:
☐ Yes
☐ Partially (document gaps)
☐ No → Address before deployment of external AI system
5.3 Watermarking for Generative AI (Policy Standard V.vii)
Is this a generative AI system?
☐ Yes → Complete watermarking assessment
☐ No → Skip to Section 6
Does vendor utilize watermarking technologies?
☐ Yes - watermarking implemented as deterrent to data/model extraction
☐ No - watermarking not implemented
☐ N/A - not applicable to this AI type
If watermarking implemented:
Watermarking approach: _______
Detectability:☐ Visible ☐ Invisible ☐ Both
Robustness: ☐ Resistant to removal ☐ Limited resistance
Section 6: Data Usage and Privacy
6.1 Commonwealth Data Usage (Policy Standard V.ii)
Will Commonwealth data be used to train or improve vendor's AI models?
☐ No - data used only for Commonwealth's contracted purposes
☐ Yes, with explicit Commonwealth permission and controls
☐ Yes, without clear limitations → UNACCEPTABLE - do not proceed
If yes:
Data usage terms:
☐ Commonwealth retains ownership
☐ Data used only for Commonwealth's benefit (e.g., model fine-tuning for COV)
☐ Data aggregated and anonymized before use
☐ Commonwealth can opt out of data usage
☐ Clear limitations on how data can be used
Terms acceptable:
☐ Yes
☐ No → Renegotiate or do not proceed
6.2 Data Processing and Storage (Policy Standard V.ii)
Where will Commonwealth data be processed?
	Data Processing Element
	Location
	Acceptable
	Notes

	Primary processing
	☐ US ☐ Virginia ☐ Other: _____
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	

	Backup processing
	☐ US ☐ Virginia ☐ Other: _____
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	

	Primary storage
	☐ US ☐ Virginia ☐ Other: _____
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	

	Backup storage
	☐ US ☐ Virginia ☐ Other: _____
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	



If processing or storage outside US:
☐ Legal review completed
☐ Additional safeguards documented
☐ Not acceptable → Do not proceed
6.3 Data Classification Compatibility (EA Standards AI-706, AI-708, AI-709)
What classification of Commonwealth data will be used with this AI system?
	Data Classification
	Permitted Use
	Confirmation

	Commonwealth public data (already shared with public)
	May be used in publicly available AI systems; must be registered with COV Data Catalog
	☐ Registered with COV Data Catalog

	Commonwealth non-public data (any level of confidentiality)
	May ONLY be used with approved Commonwealth AI applications running in Commonwealth public/private cloud environments
	☐ Approved Commonwealth AI application
☐ Running in COV cloud

	Confidential data
	Cannot be used in AI systems without proper de-identification
	☐ Data properly de-identified or
☐ Not using confidential data

	Personally Identifiable Information (PII)
	Cannot be disseminated to third parties
	☐ No PII dissemination to third parties



Vendor system meets Commonwealth data classification requirements:
☐ Yes - appropriate for intended data classification
☐ No → DEPLOYMENT PROHIBITED until resolved
For publicly available AI systems (e.g., ChatGPT, public APIs):
☐ N/A - not a publicly available system
☐ Only Commonwealth public data will be used (EA AI-708)
☐ Non-public data will be used → PROHIBITED with publicly available AI (EA AI-708)
Section 7: Warranties and Ongoing Support
7.1 AI-Specific Warranties (Policy Standard III.b.viii)
Developer warranties and assurances provided:
	Warranty/Assurance
	Provided
	Documented in Contract
	Acceptable Terms

	AI model accuracy and performance
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	Freedom from unlawful bias
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	Explainability capabilities (if claimed)
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	Model security and resilience
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	Training data copyright compliance
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	Compliance with COV AI standards
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	Limitation of liability for AI errors
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	☐ Yes ☐ No



If critical warranties lacking: Click or tap here to enter text.
Mitigation steps or alternative protections: Click or tap here to enter text.
7.2 Model Updates and Maintenance
How are AI model updates handled?
☐ Vendor provides advance notice of model updates
☐ Commonwealth must approve updates before deployment
☐ Vendor deploys updates automatically
☐ Commonwealth can opt out of updates
☐ Not specified → Clarify before contract execution
Model update frequency: _______
How are model updates tested for:
· Performance changes: _______
· Bias changes: _______
· Security vulnerabilities: _______
Commonwealth testing opportunity before production deployment:
☐ Yes
☐ No → Required for high-risk systems
Model versioning:
☐ Vendor maintains model versions
☐ Rollback to previous version available
☐ Version control documented
7.3 Monitoring and Reporting
Vendor provides ongoing monitoring for:
	Monitoring Element
	Provided
	Frequency
	Adequate

	Model performance/accuracy
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	Bias metrics
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	Model drift
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	Security incidents
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	Anomalous behavior
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	Usage patterns
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	
	☐ Yes ☐ No


Vendor incident reporting:
☐ Defined incident types and severity levels
☐ Reporting timeline specified
☐ Root cause analysis provided
☐ Remediation plans included
Section 8: Contract Provisions for AI Systems
8.1 AI-Specific Contract Requirements
The following AI-specific provisions must be included in the contract:
	Provision
	Included
	Contract Section
	Acceptable Terms

	AI model documentation and transparency requirements
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	Training data disclosure requirements
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	Bias testing and monitoring requirements
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	Performance guarantees for AI capabilities
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	Explainability requirements (if applicable)
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	Limitations on use of Commonwealth data for training
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	AI model update and testing procedures
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	Right to audit AI system and training data
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	Model version control and rollback rights
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	Bias warranty and remediation procedures
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	Copyright indemnification for AI outputs
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	Compliance with COV AI Policy Standards
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	Compliance with EA-225 AI Standards
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	AI-specific security requirements
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	Incident notification for AI failures/bias
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	Red-teaming and ongoing testing requirements
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	Right to independent AI system testing
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	
	☐ Yes ☐ No



Critical missing AI provisions:
Plan to address missing provisions before contract execution: Click or tap here to enter text.
8.2 Data Processing Agreement for AI
Data Processing Agreement (DPA) includes AI-specific terms:
☐ Yes - DPA addresses AI-specific data usage
☐ Partially - some AI terms included
☐ No - standard DPA only → Supplement with AI-specific terms
AI-specific DPA elements:
☐ Prohibition on using data to train vendor's general models
☐ Anonymization requirements if data used for improvement
☐ Retention limits for Commonwealth data used in AI processing
☐ Commonwealth ownership of fine-tuned models (if applicable)
☐ Data deletion procedures including from AI models
☐ Audit rights for AI data usage
Section 9: Overall AI Vendor Assessment
9.1 AI-Specific Risk Summary
	AI Risk Category
	Risk Level
	Adequate Mitigation
	Must Address Before Deployment

	Model bias and fairness
	☐ High ☐ Med☐ Low
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	Model explainability
	☐ High ☐ Med☐ Low
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	Training data quality/bias
	☐ High ☐ Med☐ Low
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	AI security vulnerabilities
	☐ High ☐ Med☐ Low
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	Copyright/IP compliance
	☐ High ☐ Med☐ Low
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	Model performance/accuracy
	☐ High ☐ Med☐ Low
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	Data misuse by vendor
	☐ High ☐ Med☐ Low
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	Transparency limitations
	☐ High ☐ Med☐ Low
	☐ Yes ☐ No
	☐ Yes ☐ No


9.2 AI Policy and Standard Compliance Summary
Compliance with COV AI Policy Standards:
	Policy Standard
	Compliant
	Issues
	Must Resolve

	I. Ethical Use (documentation, validation, explainability)
	☐ Yes ☐ No ☐ Partial
	
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	IV. Transparency (for external systems)
	☐ Yes ☐ No ☐ Partial
	
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	V. Vendor Requirements (testing, data protection, documentation)
	☐ Yes ☐ No ☐ Partial
	
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	VI. Data Protection
	☐ Yes ☐ No ☐ Partial
	
	☐ Yes ☐ No



Compliance with EA-225 AI Standards:
	EA Standard Category
	Compliant
	Issues
	Must Resolve

	Data classification and usage (AI-706, AI-708, AI-709)
	☐ Yes ☐ No ☐ Partial
	
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	Model security (AI-716, AI-717)
	☐ Yes ☐ No ☐ Partial
	
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	Bias and fairness (AI-005)
	☐ Yes ☐ No ☐ Partial
	
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	Decision logging (AI-702)
	☐ Yes ☐ No ☐ Partial
	
	☐ Yes ☐ No

	Copyright compliance (AI-011, AI-604)
	☐ Yes ☐ No ☐ Partial
	
	☐ Yes ☐ No


9.3 Deployment Prohibitions Check
Confirm no AI deployment prohibitions apply:
☐ System is explainable OR not used for decision-making
☐ Will not result in unlawful discrimination or disparate impact
☐ Does not use publicly available AI with non-public Commonwealth data
☐ Uses appropriate data classification for vendor system type
☐ No facial recognition for monitoring/tracking (authentication only)
☐ Copyright compliance addressed
☐ Training data disclosed for external systems
If any prohibition applies: CANNOT PROCEED WITH DEPLOYMENT
9.4 Overall Recommendation
AI-specific assessment of vendor:
☐ Approved - Vendor meets all AI-specific requirements
☐ Approved with conditions - Address specific AI issues before deployment (list below)
☐ Not approved - Vendor does not meet minimum AI requirements
Conditions for approval (if applicable):
Click or tap here to enter text.
Click or tap here to enter text.
Click or tap here to enter text.
Justification: Click or tap here to enter text.
Section 10: Certification and Attachment
10.1 Supplement Completion
I certify that this AI vendor supplement has been completed thoroughly and that this vendor's AI system meets (or will meet with noted conditions) the AI-specific requirements in the Policy Standards for the Utilization of Artificial Intelligence and EA-225.
	Role
	Name
	Signature
	Date

	AI System Owner
	
	
	

	Data Governance Officer
	
	
	

	ISO
	
	
	

	Legal Counsel (if required)
	
	
	


10.2 Integration with Procurement and AIA
This supplement has been:
☐ Attached to procurement file
☐ Attached to Algorithmic Impact Assessment (AIA)
☐ Reviewed by procurement officer
☐ Contract incorporates AI-specific requirements identified herein
Procurement file reference: _______
AIA reference: _______
AI Vendor Documentation Checklist
Request and attach the following AI-specific documentation:
☐ AI model architecture documentation
☐ Training data sources and characteristics
☐ Bias testing results and methodology
☐ Performance testing results
☐ Red-teaming results
☐ Security testing results (AI-specific)
☐ Copyright compliance documentation
☐ Model update procedures
☐ Explainability methodology (if applicable)
☐ Foundation model licenses and terms
☐ Incident response procedures for AI failures
☐ Sample model outputs for testing

This document was developed with the assistance of AI tools. Human editors have reviewed and edited the document and are responsible for the content.
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