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| GFRCE OF THESECRETAAY

ATTENTION : THE HOM. HERMOGENEZ EBDAMNE, JR.
Hecretary

SURIECT : URGENT CALL/ REQUEST FOR THE FULL IMPLEMENTATION
AND EHFORCEMENT oF R.A. Ho. 9266 {THE
ARCHITECTURE ACT OF 2004)

REFEREHCES : 11 Sec. 44 aof Rapublic Act (R.A.] Me. 9266 (The Archicecture het
ol 2004} approved by Pren. Gloria Macapagal - Arroye on 17 MHarch
2004 and which took effect 10 April 2004 (repealing R.A. Hom.
1E8) and 5450, les Isplesenting Pules and Rogulations (IRR}
oglifaceive 01l [ecember 2004 and derivacive cegulacions; 2) the
engeing willful/ deliberate violations of provisione of R.A. Ho.
J26G, its IRR amnd lte derivative regulacions by agents of the
DPWH, agente of the DILG and agents of LGUn natfionwicde; and 3]
REQUEST FOR JUSTIFICATION ON THE COMTINURD TMPLEMENTATION OF THE
DPHH HEMORMANDAUM DATED 16 AFREL 2007 ALLOWING THE PREPARATION,
SEGNING AND SEALING OF ARCHITECTURAL EOCUMENTS BY REGISTERED AND
LEICERSED CIVIL ENGINEERS (CRES) DESPITE THE EFFECTIVITY OF R.A. HO.
3266 [recelved 17 June 2007 at the Office of the DPWH OIC Mamuel
Panoan)

Dear Sec. Ebdane,

Warm greetings £rom the Prefessional Regulatory Board of
Architecture (the “PRBoA™) ! r

The PREoA, a body under the Professional Regulation Commission
(the "PRC") is tasked with implementing R.A. No. 9266 which states
that enly registerasd and licensed Architecte are allowed bo pign and
seal architectural plans and documents. Yet despite the £ull
effectivity of R.A. No. 9266 since 10 April 2004 (over 3 years ago)
and despite the non-npplicabiliey of the court-issusd May 2005
injunction te R.A. Ho. 3266, its IRR and its derivative requlations,
registered and licensed Civil Engineera (the *“CBa*) continue to
practice architecturs through their preparation, signing and dry-
aealing of architactural documenta, plans, designs and
apecificabions.

The PRBoA fully believes that the act of a registered and
licensed CE signing and sealing acchltectural docume:: s is a clear,
upequivocal, conbinuing, ocrchestrated apd willful +violation of
multiple provisionsz of Repulic Act (R.A.) HMo. 9266 (Architackturs
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Act of 2004), its Implementing Rulesa and Regulations (IRR) and
derivative regulations.

The PHEcA also helieves that this  issue of signatory to
architectural documents is cne of national importance because for
the last several decades, the sitvation has already resulted in the
degenerative guality of our physical environment (both natural and

built) e.q. substandard  and  uncomfortable  living  spaces,
averbuilding even on mandated cpen spaces, tno much use of concrebe,
glass and metal surfaces that increase near-ground and ambient
Cemperakiures, incorrect  building eorientations, major Hational

Building Code of the Philippines (F.D. Ho. 1098) wviolations such as
windows andfor mounted hillboard structures on firewalla, illegal
and informal structures and/or settlements within private and public
lands and within the road-right-ef-way and rights-of-way/ eagements
[RROWa and ROWs, which all Fform part of the publie demain), the
perennial lack of fire escapes,  vielationa of the law  en
aceessibility for the disabled, are,, te menlion only a few.

Add to these improper grading practices coupled with the
rampant cutting of trees (resulting in flooding even on higher
elevations/ slopes), garish displays #such as  hillboards and
incoherent signages all over the urban and  rural landacapes,
disregard for various forms of pellution eentrel and energy savings,
relative absence of Lropical design & graen architecture/sustainable
building technologies, eto.

Fer  the PRBod, these are issues that relate to public
intarest, pafebty and welfars and are clearly attributable to a noen-
architect’s apparent: lack of training, Focun and aptitude in the
design and physical planning of buildings, open apaces and their
envirang (Ele "boilt environment®) .

To enable the 24,000 Filipino architects to truly help the
government in building a new Philippines, there is therefore clear
need Lo effect the sconest Ehe Full implementation and enforcement
of the provisiens of R.A. Ho. 9266 apd iks  IRR nationwide,
particularly the sections that 1imit the praparation, msigning and
dry-sealing of all architectural documents only to architects
coagistered and licenssd by the state.

Our recent letter to the DPWH 0OIC, which has remained
unanswered to date, is self-explanatory and wvery clear in its
statement/s concerning the matter of the application of the court-
issued May 2005 injunction i.e. which dees not apply to R.A. Ho,
9266 nor to its IRR and its derivative regulations.

We also ask the DPWH to take the matter of the January 2004
Department of Justice (DoJ) opinion (covering R.A. 1581 and 545, the
predecessor laws of R.A, No. 9266, reference Attachment 1 of Annex
1) seriously since it was the DPWH which requested that epinlen
fupon the prodding of the CEs) and since both the DPWH and the DILO
are important parts of the executive branch of government, and as
such ahould be properly guided {0 che implementation of both the
Hational Building Code of the Philippines [MBCP, otherwise known as
P.B. Mo. 10%6) and R.A. no. 9266. The cpinion‘s signatery is now the
incumbent Ombuedsman, who shall be furnished a copy of this letker.

In view of the foregoing, the PRBoA respectlully regquests kthe
official recall of your September 2006 order as well as the April
2007 order issued by the then DEWH OIC, which both allow the
acceptance of the signatures and seals of CEs on architectural
documents, a clear wiolafion of rhs law. The PRBoA helieves that
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this aingular act shall pave the way [or the smooth implementation
and enforcement of B.A. No, 3266 in all LGUs nationwide.

¥eur understanding and assistance will go a very long way in
helping relleve the continuing/ decaden- long injustice foisted on
Philippine architects, presently  cxracerbated by the flagrant,
orchestrated and willful violations of B.A. Ho. 9366 for bhe nearly
3 years that it has been in full effect.

Thank You wery much.

Yours sinceresly,

-i'"
ARMANDO-H. ALLI
Chai n
- 7
‘/"7E .;-i’: -+ :.-ﬂ"f_,‘ﬁ_j,
ANGELINE T. CHUAR CHIACO

Membye -

file: 07_PRBcA-053

amnexes: PROCch Letrers |dely approved By the PEC) to 1) the various Local Goversment Units
(Louml nat lenwide [eent by the PRS over the peried Aprll through July 2907); 2] the
DFWH O1C Maniel Bonoan (recelved at the DPMR en 17 Jone 3007);: and 3 the June Jo07
FREoh Memcrandu= dduly approved by the PRCI aml ionued by the PRC to all wational
and Local Governsent Agencies pased

28 ¢ 1) Bitice of the PAC Chaleparoos, Office of the PRC Secrotary and the 0ffles of the PRC
tegal L Inventigation miviaben;
3y offdice of che Crimadsman [Hon. Mereeditas Quclerres;
A offles ot eke Jecretary of Juntice (Han. Raul Bessalenks
4} offdce af Ehe DILO Seceszasy (lon. Penalds Pumal; and
5} offlon af the Executlve Secpatary (Won. Bduards i, Braical,
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