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	Section No. (Title)
	Quote/s from the Stated Provision

(emphases and underscoring supplied 
by the PRBoA)
	PRBoA 
Clarificatory Statement/s
(Relating to the Professional Practice of Architecture in the Philippines)

	3 (Definition of Terms)
3.(2) “Architect”

	“Architect” means a person professionally and academically qualified, registered and licensed under this Act xxx 
	1. A registered and licensed architect (RLA) is the natural person allowed under law to engage in the individual practice of architecture. Valid/ current membership in the integrated and accredited professional organization of architects (IAPOA) is also required for an RLA’s lawful practice of architecture. 

2. While membership in the IAPOA is mandated by R.A. No. 9266 for full compliance by all RLAs and all registered architects (RAs i.e. those without valid PRC identification cards/ licenses), the presentation/ submission of the IAPOA Certificate of Membership is not yet a requirement under R.A. No. 9266 (The Architecture Act of 2004) for the RLA to lawfully sign and seal architectural documents, particularly those required by some Local Government Unit (LGU) Offices of the Building Officials (OBOs) for the processing of building permit or related applications. Rule V Sec. 40.1.b of the 2004 implementing rules and regulations (IRR) of R.A. No. 9266 only call for the provision of the IAPOA membership number and receipt number on official documents i.e. not for the presentation/ submission of the IAPOA certificate. Such requirements do not appear under P.D. No. 1096, otherwise known as the 1977 National Building Code of the Philippines/ NBCP and its 2004 Revised IRR i.e. a Memorandum from the DPWH Secretary may be needed to make the presentation/ submission of the IAPOA certificate a full requirement for the processing of building permit applications. 
3. Assuming that the same requirement i.e. the presentation/ submission of an IAPOA Certificate of Membership is being imposed upon RLAs by the Department of Public Works and Highways (DPWH) through the LGU OBOs as a pre-condition for the procession of building permit or related applications, the same may be illegal and may be in violation of both R.A. No. 9266 and P.D. No. 1096, among other laws. Neither the DPWH nor the Department of Interior and Local Government (DILG) through the LGUs govern/ regulate (or is the recognized authority on) the practice of the state-regulated profession of architecture. That distinct responsibility and jurisdiction belongs only to the Professional Regulatory Board of Architecture (PRBoA) and the Professional Regulation Commission (PRC), presently under the Department of Labor and Employment (DoLE).  
4. A registered (RA) is a former RLA who has not updated his/ her PRC identification (ID) card i.e. the three (3)-year license of the natural person allowed under law to engage in the individual practice of architecture. 
5. An RA i.e. not in possession of a valid PRC ID card, who engages in the practice of architecture may be criminally charged with the illegal practice of architecture and may be separately charged administratively at the PRC i.e. with penalties ranging from reprimand to suspension/ revocation of the Certificate (as an Architect).
6. RLAs must carefully note that R.A. No. 9266 does not state that RLAs can engage in the practice of the various state-regulated engineering services, specifically civil/ structural, electrical, mechanical, sanitary, plumbing, electronics, etc. 
7. UAP Document 202 (Regular Design Services) under the 1979 Standards of Professional Practice, which form part of the implementing rules and regulations (IRRs) of the previous architecture laws i.e. R.A. No. 1581 of 1956 and R.A. No. 545 of 1950, and which is still in force and in effect (but already severely restricted by the various professional regulatory laws/ PRLs governing the state-regulated practices of architecture, engineering and the allied professions, and which is presently in dire need of repeal or amendment), also does not specifically state that RLAs can offer, package, contract, provide or otherwise engage in the separate state-regulated professions of engineering. 
8. While the UAP Document 202 may appear to speak of an RLA providing and getting compensated for architectural and engineering (A&E) services, it would be very sound practice for RLAs to clearly distinguish/ separate the architectural (A) components from the engineering (E) components of the Regular Design services. This not only ensures that the RLA shall not be later charged with the potentially illegal practice of the engineering professions but will more importantly shield the RLA from the professional responsibility and civil liability of the engineers who actually prepared, signed and sealed the E plans and documents. Segregating the A from the E also makes the RLA’s service offer potentially more attractive to the prospective Client (as only the professional fee for A services shall be quoted by the RLA) but the said arrangement also prevents the RLA from having to worry about the taxes the engineers will have to pay (and which will initially be coursed through or even shouldered by the RLA). 
9. The practice of architecture by RLAs is a form of public service, not a business. Being an RLA does not mean that the RLA can automatically engage in the business of constructing, which is about making legal profit and which is separately governed by the Contractors’ Law as separately implemented/ enforced by the Philippine Constructors Accreditation Board (PCAB) of the Construction Industry Authority of the Philippines (CIAP) under the Department of Trade and Industry (DTI). As such, RLAs wishing to engage in the business of constructing must secure a separate  Constructor’s License from the DTI-CIAP-PCAB. 

10. RLAs must also note that UAP Document 207 (Design-Build Services) under the 1979 Standards of Professional Practice, which form part of the IRRs of the previous architecture laws i.e. R.A. No. 1581 R.A. No. 545, and which is still in force and in effect, does not state that RLAs can engage in the business of constructing, where the Constructor signs a contract with the Client due to their potentially adverse positions/ interests. What UAP Document 207 states is that RLAs can only engage in the provision of professional services i.e. contract by administration, guaranteed maximum cost (whereby the RLA serves as the fund administrator and executor of the Project on the Client’s behalf) and similar services. 


	20 (Seal, Issuance and Use of Seal)

20.(2) 
	No officer or employee of this Republic xxx, shall accept or approve any architectural plans or specifications which have not been prepared and submitted in full accord with all then provisions of this Act nor shall any payments be approved by any such officer for any work, the plans and specifications for which have not been so prepared and signed and sealed by the author..  
	1. Violation of this provision may be integrated with possible applicable violations under R.A. No. 3019 (the the Anti-Graft Law) and under R.A. No. 6713 (Code of Conduct for Government Officials), making the following entities criminally and administratively liable for multiple offenses, to wit:

a) The national and/or local government official who violated Sec. 20. (2) of R.A. No. 9266 e.g. the LGU Building Official, the staff of the Office of the Building Official (OBO) that passed upon/ reviewed and approved the architectural documents, particularly if the same are not signed and sealed by an RLA; and

b) The state-regulated professional e.g. civil engineer who signed and sealed the pertinent architectural documents.



	20 (Seal, Issuance and Use of Seal)

20.(4) 
	Drawings and specifications, duly signed, stamped and sealed, as instruments of service, are the intellectual properties and documents of the architect,  whether the object for which they are made is executed or not. xxx 
	2. Under R.A. No. 8293, the 1997 Intellectual Property Code of the Philippines, the following apply in the case of architectural documents:

a) Ownership of the architectural documents is shared with the Project Owner/ Client since they also took part in the evolution of the architectural documents; but
b) Copyright is retained solely by the RLA; thus, the RLA is entitled to royalty payments from the Project Owner/ Client for the repetitive use of the evolved architectural plans/ designs in whole or in part.


	20 (Seal, Issuance and Use of Seal)

20.(5) 
	All architectural plans, designs, specifications, drawings and architectural documents relative to the construction of a building shall bear the seal and signature only of an architect registered and licensed under this Act together with his/ her professional identification card number and the date of its expiration.  
	1. A registered and licensed architect (RLA) is the only natural person allowed under Philippine law to prepare, sign and seal architectural documents to the total exclusion of all other state-regulated professionals, particularly civil engineers (CEs) who do not possess the minimum professional and academic qualifications required for the lawful practice of architecture, to wit:

a) a B.S. Architecture degree (with at least 115 credited units of architecture);

b) a completed two (2)-year i.e. equivalent to 3,840 hours of diversified experience in architecture (DEA), which is a prerequisite to taking the licensure examination for architects (LEA);

c) a minimum seventy percent (70.0%) passing grade in the LEA, which is one hundred percent (100.0%) about buildings and grounds/ site development planning;

d) signing in the Registry Book of Architects, an Architects Registration Certificate, a PRC ID card and the recitation of the Architect’s Oath before the PRBoA/ PRC;

e) valid membership in the integrated and accredited professional organization of architects (IAPoA); and

f) continuing professional education (CPE) credits relative to architectural specialization/s.

2. The valid Integrated and Accredited Professional Organization of Architects (IAPOA) Certificate of Membership, while a mandatory requirement for the practice of architecture under R.A. No. 9266 (The Architecture Act of 2004) is however not a specific requirement under any law for the RLA to lawfully sign and seal architectural documents i.e. the said condition is not found in either R.A. No. 9266 and its 2004 implementing rules and regulations (IRR) nor under P.D. No. 1096, the 1977 National Building Code of the Philippines/ NBCP and its 2004 Revised IRR, effective 01 May 2005). As such a requirement does not appear in either R.A. No. 9266 nor under P.D. No. 1096, the Department of Public Works and Highways (DPWH), the Department of Interior and Local Government (DILG) nor the Local Government Unit (LGU) Offices of the Building Official (OBO) cannot make the same an official requirement for the processing of building permit applications. 
3. In submitting architectural documents as part of the building permit application, the RLA must only submit the minimum requirements called for under Secs. 302. 3 & 4 of the 2004 Revised IRR of P.D. No. 1096 (The 1977 National Building Code of the Philippines/ NBCP). If the RLAs submit more architectural documents than are required/ necessary, particularly architectural details (which take many valuable man-hours to produce), the same may only end up in unscrupulous hands, who may then resort to its unauthorized use and duplication for use in other projects. Please note that RLAs must jealously guard their intellectual properties and not allow unauthorized parties (even those in government) to compile an architectural library or to use the same illegally and for profit at that. 

4. The RLAs must always remember that they somehow relinquish control over their architectural documents once the same are submitted to the government and once this happens, it may only embolden unregistered persons (with sometimes unrestricted access to the said architectural documents) to attempt to engage in the illegal practice of architecture with the use of the said architectural documents in their custody. RLAs must always remember to use these other architectural documents only for tendering/ bidding and contract-signing purposes only, not for building or related permit application purposes, most especially if there are no RLAs in the government office/s reviewing these architectural documents. 


	23

 (Suspension and Revocation of Certificates of Registration, Professional Identification Card or the Special/Temporary Permit)
	The Board shall have the power, upon notice and hearing, to suspend or revoke the validity of a Certificate of Registration/Professional Identification Card, or shall cancel a special permit granted under this Act to an architect, on any ground mentioned under Section 22 hereof for the use of or perpetuation of any fraud or deceit in obtaining a Certificate of Registration and Professional Identification Card or special/temporary or dishonorable conduct; or for any cause specified hereunder: Provided, however, That such action of the Board shall be subject to appeal to the Commission whose decision shall be final if he/she:

a. has signed and affixed or permitted to be signed or affixed his name or seal on architectural plans and designs, specification, drawings, technical reports, valuation, estimates, or other similar documents or work not prepared by him/her or not executed under his/her immediate supervision; or

b. has paid money except the regular fees provided for to secure a Certificate of Registration; or

c. has falsely impersonated a practitioner, or former practitioner of alike or different name or has practiced under an assumed, fictitious or corporate name other than that of the registered; or

d. has aided or abetted in the practice of architecture any person not duly authorized to practice architecture in the Philippines; or

e. has openly solicited projects by actually undertaking architectural services without a valid service agreement guaranteeing compensation of services to be rendered and/or has actually allowed himself/herself to be exploited by undertaking architectural services without a valid sevice agreement, both acts being prejudicial to other architects registered and licensed under this Act and inimical to the interests of the profession; or

f. has violated any provision of this Act, its implementing rules and regulations, the Code of Ethical Conduct and Standards of Professional Practice.

The Board shall periodically examine the grounds for the revocation of the Certificate of Registration and Professional Identification Card and update these as necessary under the implementing rules and regulations.

Any person, firm or association, may prepare charges in accordance with the provisions of this section against any registrant, or the Board may motu proprio investigate and/or take cognizance of act and practices constituting sufficient cause for suspension or revocation of the Certificate of Registration by proper resolution or order. Such charges shall be in writing and shall be sworn to by the person making them and shall be filed with the Secretary of the Board.


	1. Depending on the validity of the grievance, any party may bring before the PRC an administrative and/or criminal complaint/s against any RLA.
2. The administrative complaint for violations of R.A. No. 9266, its 2004 IRR or other derivative regulations promulgated by either the PRBoA or the PRC, may be filed and docketed at the PRC Manila office or its various regional offices. The PRC 2006 Rules of Procedure apply. Whether as Respondent or Complainant in an administrative case before the PRBoA/ PRC, the RLA must always be represented by a lawyer/ counsel.  Complaints filed at the PRC Manila office may be heard there with or without the participation of the PRBoA. The main hearing officers at the PRC Manila Office are the assigned lawyers of the PRC Legal and Investigation Division. For the PRC Regional offices, separate PRC lawyers may be assigned to hear the case.
3. The criminal complaint (or criminal aspects of the administrative cum criminal complaint) for violation/s of R.A. No. 9266, its 2004 IRR or other derivative regulations promulgated by either the PRBoA or the PRC is initially assessed by the PRBoA for a prima facie finding of guilt. If there is, the criminal complaint is then endorsed by the PRC to the Department of Justice (DoJ) which may conduct the preliminary investigation or which even may refer the same to the National Bureau of Investigation (NBI) for further investigation or endorse the same to the office of the prosecutor (fiscal) where the criminal violation/s of R.A. No. 9266, its 2004 IRR or other derivative regulations is alleged to have taken place. If the DoJ or the fiscal determines that there is basis for the filing of criminal charges, the criminal case is then filed at the regular court, which hears and decides the case. Appeals are later filed at the Court of Appeals (on questions of fact) and eventually with the Supreme Court (on questions of law).
4. If the administrative complaint for violation/s of R.A. No. 9266, its 2004 IRR or other derivative regulations is decided by the PRBoA at the PRC, the parties may appeal the decision directly with the PRC. Thereafter, appeals with the Court of Appeals (on fact) and the Supreme Court (on law) may follow. The administrative penalties that may be levied by the PRBoA/ PRC include reprimand or the suspension/ revocation of the RLA certificate and/or license. Revocation is for a minimum period of 2 years, after which an appeal for reinstatement could be filed with the PRBoA. In some instances, the suspension of the license may exceed 2 years.

5. In motu proprio administrative complaints i.e. investigation/s initiated by the PRBoA and complaint/s filed by the PRBoA against RLAs at the PRC, the PRC Special Prosecutor shall represent the PRBoA while the lawyer assigned by the PRC Legal and Investigation Division shall primarily act as the hearing officer. 
6. In motu proprio criminal complaints to be filed by the PRBoA against RLAs, unregistered persons who may be illegally practicing architecture (including other PRC-regulated professionals), etc. at the offices of the prosecutor concerned (part of the DoJ organization), the PRC Special Prosecutor (duly deputized by the DoJ) shall represent the PRBoA in open court. 
7. In motu proprio administrative complaints filed by the PRBoA at the Office of the Ombudsman against any national or local government official (and the private sector entities who benefit from their official acts that may violate R.A. No. 9266 or other laws), a private lawyer shall represent the PRBoA since the primary respondent/s are also government officials (who are likewise to be represented by private counsels).  

8. Ordinary complaints against RLAs i.e. not involving allegations of administrative or criminal violation/s of R.A. No. 9266, its 2004 IRR or other derivative regulations promulgated by the PRBoA/ PRC should be filed at the regular court or in civil court (in case of allegations of violations of the New Civil Code). 

9. Modes of alternative dispute resolution (ADR) under R.A. No. 9285 and its IRR i.e. negotiation, mediation, conciliation, arbitration, etc. may be filed by or against RLAs at venues that allow for such procedures e.g. DTI CIAP Construction Industry Arbitration commission (CIAC), commercial arbitration venues, etc. Most of these proceedings also require that the RLA be represented by a lawyer. The decisions can either be binding/ non-binding i.e. appealable at the CA (o questions of fact) and at the Supreme Court (on questions of law). 

  

	25 (Registration of Architects Required)


	No person shall practice architecture in this country, or engage in preparing architectural plans, specifications xxx for any building located within the boundaries of this country xxx unless such a person shall have received from the Board a Certificate of Registration and be issued a Professional Identification Card xxx and shall thereafter comply with the provisions of this Act. 
	1. All building projects on Philippine soil must involve a registered and licensed architect (RLA) since architectural documents are involved i.e. architectural plans, designs, specifications, etc. which largely determine the outputs of the other disciplines (civil, structural, mechanical, electrical, sanitary, ECE, plumbing, etc. Being the basis of all other building plans and designs, it is safe to state that the architectural documents are the master documents for any building project.

2. Architectural documents evolve from an RLA’s appreciation of the architectural problem requirements, the needs analyses, site analyses, etc. and the satisfaction of other/ related pre-design activities, which are all later integrated with separately evolved space/ architectural programs, space plans, architectural plans/ designs and furniture layouts i.e. all activities forming part and parcel of the scope of the professional practice of architecture. 
3. Foreign architects (FAs) without temporary/ special permits (TSPs) to practice architecture in the Philippines  and business process outsourcing (BPO) firms, which are not architectural firms (especially those that have no RLAs as incorporators, directors or senior officers) and which offer and undertake architectural services (including the drafting of architectural documents) may be illegally practicing architecture if these work involve projects on Philippine soil.
4. Business Process Outsourcing (BPO) firms must not engage in the preparation of architectural plans, designs, specifications and documents for any project on Philippine soil as this may constitute the illegal practice of architecture, particularly if the BPO firm does not satisfy the R.A. No. 9266 requirements on architectural firm registration (Sec. 37, particularly if less than 75% of the BPO firm is owned by an RLA) and if the foreign architects (FAs) working with the BPO are not holders of temporary/ special permits (TSPs) under Sec. 38. Criminal charges may be brought against such BPO firms and administrative charges may be brought against RLAs who work with such BPOs.   

    

	27 (Reciprocity Requirements)


	A person who is not a citizen of the Philippines at the time he/she applies to take the examination shall not be allowed to take the licensure examination unless he/she can prove, in the manner provided by the Rules of Court that, by specific provision of law, the country of which he/she is a citizen, subject or national either admits citizens of the Philippines to the practice of the same profession without restriction or allows them to practice it after passing an examination on terms of strict and absolute equality with citizens, subjects or national of the country concerned, including the unconditional recognition of prerequisite degrees/diplomas issued by the institutions of learning duly recognized for the purpose by the Government of the Philippines.


	1. As clarified by the PRC International Affairs Division (IAD) for the PRBoA, the Philippines does not yet maintain any official reciprocity arrangement with any country in the world. This is the reason why the laws on the practice of architecture of the country of origin of the FA applying for the TSP have to be submitted and reviewed by the PRC (as also mandated under R.A. No. 8981) to establish whether such a reciprocity provision can also be found in the said laws.  
2. The ASEAN Mutual Recognition Agreement (MRA) for Architects signed in November 2007 by the DTI Secretary (Peter Favila) for the Philippine Government and the APEC Architect Registry, which take full effect by 2015, may not qualify as forms of reciprocity arrangement as defined under R.A. No. 9266; both of these call for collaboration between the foreign and local (host country) architects.

	37 (Limitation to the Registration of a Firm, Company, Partnership, Corporation or  Association)
	The practice of architecture is a professional service, admission to which shall be determined upon the basis of individual personal qualifications. However, a firm, company, partnership, corporation or association may be registered or licensed as such for the practice of architecture xxx
	1. Under R.A. No. 9266, the registration and license issued by the PRC/ PRBoA to natural persons is solely for individual practice. However, a number of natural persons who are registered and licensed architects (RLAs) may band together for group practice and thereby form an architectural firm (or an architectural and engineering firm, etc.), which are all juridical persons or persons created by law (as distinguished from a natural person).

2. The use of the word “may” in the second (2nd) sentence does not mean that the registration of an architectural firm is an optional matter. The registration of architectural firms is a mandated matter requiring full compliance by all RLAs. To fully implement this provision, Resolution No. 5, series of 2007 was promulgated by the PRBoA and approved by the PRC. The same took effect in early 2008.

3. The second (2nd) sentence does not state “may register” which carries an entirely different meaning. The word “may” as used in the sentence must be read together with the words “as such”, which altogether means that as juridical persons, a firm, company, partnership, corporation or association may also separately qualify for the practice of architecture.
4. If a business process outsourcing (BPO) firms desires to engage in the preparation of architectural documents for projects on Philippine soil, then the same must satisfy the requirements under Sec. 37 of R.A. No. 9266 and register with the Professional Regulation Commission (PRC). Otherwise, its responsible officers could be administratively and criminally charged for R.A. No. 9266 violations and other violations of Philippine law.


	
	
	The practice of the state-regulated profession of architecture in the Philippines is under the exclusive jurisdictions of the Professional Regulatory Board of Architecture (PRBoA) and the Professional Regulation Commission (PRC), both presently uner the Department of Labor and Employment (DoLE). 

The Department of Public Works and Highways (DPWH) through the Offices of the Building Officials (OBOs), the Department of Interior and Local Government (DILG) through the Local Government Units (LGUs) and the Offices of the Municipal/ City Engineers, the Department of Trade and Industry (DTI) through the Construction Industry Authority of the Philippines (CIAP), the Department of Budget and Management (DBM), through the Government Procurement Policy Board (GPPB) DO NOT AND CANNOT regulate the practice of architecture anywhere in the Philippines. 

All of the foregoing agencies and their officers/ officials must comply with the dictates of R.A. No. 9266, a valid and subsisting law that has never been directly challenged in any court by any entity from the time of its effectivity on 10 April 2004. 
 

	
	Important Matters to remember in the RLAs General Appreciation of Laws and Regulations Governing or Related to the Practice of the State-Regulated Profession of Architecture 
	1. R.A. No. 9266 (The Architecture Act of 2004) is a special law i.e. a professional regulatory law (PRL) that directly governs the practice of the state-regulated profession of architecture in the Philippines. It is the product of the collaboration of the legislative and executive branches of government. To change the provisions of R.A. No. 9266, it shall take another official act of these 2 branches of government to amend or repeal R.A. No. 9266 or a final decision by the Supreme Court on questions regarding the constitutionality of any of its provisions.
2. R.A. No. 8981 (The PRC Modernization Act of 2000) and P.D. No. 1096 (The 1977 National Building Code of the Philippines) are general laws that may also indirectly govern the practice, subject to compliances with R.A. No. 9266. 
3. When there are conflicting provisions, the provisions under a special law such as R.A. No. 9266 (The Architecture Act of 2004) supersede the provisions under general laws such as R.A. No. 8981 (The PRC Modernization Act of 2000) and P.D. No. 1096 (The 1977 National Building Code of the Philippines).
4. When there are conflicting provisions, the provisions under a later law such as R.A. No. 9266 (The Architecture Act of 2004, approved on 17 March 2004) supersede the provisions under earlier laws such as R.A. No. 8981 (The PRC Modernization Act of 2000) and P.D. No. 1096 (The 1977 National Building Code of the Philippines, signed in February 1977). This is by virtue of the implied or express repeal provisions of the later law.
5. National laws, whether special or general, later or earlier, are national in scope, for everyone’s compliance and are to be implemented and enforced nationwide by all national and local government officials, who are mandated by law and took an oath of office to do just that – to enforce the laws of the Philippines, without fear nor favor. 
6. Enacted LGU laws such as ordinances should be harmonized and not be in conflict with national laws. Such ordinances may be more stringent than national laws i.e. which set minimum standards, but should not cause undue hardship in compliance nor circumvent the spirit and intent of national laws. 
7. To operationalize, implement and enforce a law such as R.A. No. 9266, sets of implementing rules and regulations (IRRs) are periodically promulgated by the executive branch of government i.e. in the case of R.A. No. 9266, it is the PRBoA’s responsibility, with the prior approval of the PRC. As such these IRRs are mere executive issuances that can be changed as frequently as needed and that must be published nationally or through the Official Gazette to take full effect. As IRRs only operationalize laws, these cannot add/ subtract from, or amend/ modify/ supplant the provisions of the laws that these are supposed to implement. IRRs must be compliant with all the laws of the land. 
8. The nationally-significant Resolutions periodically promulgated by the PRBoA, with the prior approval of the PRC, form part of the IRR and interpretations of R.A. No. 9266 and must be published nationally or through the Official Gazette to take full effect.
9. To complete the stream of derivative regulations, the IRRs of R.A. No. 9266 must be supported by more detailed operational documents such as the Guidelines on Professional Practice, the Standards of Professional Practice (which include the Code of Ethical Conduct).
10. The Manual of Procedure (MoP) for Professional Practice and the use of the applicable Rules of Procedure (RoP) in case of conflict resolution i.e. under alternative dispute resolution (ADR) modes such as mediation, conciliation, arbitration, etc. and under administrative, civil and/or criminal cases to be filed in various venues against or by RLAs. The MoP can tell RLAs exactly how to react when confronted by certain situations in the practice. It must be a compilation of the collective experiences of practicing RLAs. The RoP instruct RLAs in navigating through conflict resolution in relation to their practices. 
11. The MoP and the RoP complete the stream of the full set of derivative regulations that must emanate from R.A. No. 9266. Due to the PRBoA’s limited resources, many of these can be initiated, packaged and refined by the IAPOA for eventual PRBoA review and promulgation and subsequent PRC approval. 


Nothing follows. 
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