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Your Ref:


         Our Ref : p09may26_PRBoA-270
26 May 2009
BluPrint Magazine
“Letters to the Editor”

Mega Publishing Group

18F Strata 100, F. Ortigas Ave. 
Ortigas Center, Pasig City

E-mail:blueprint@megapublishinggroup.com 
ATTENTION
:
Paulo G. Alcazaren


Editor in chief
SUBJECT
:
PRBoA RESPONSE to Statements Attributed to Mr. Eduardo Calma, as Published by BluPrint Magazine in its April 2009 Issue 
REFERENCE
:
pages 56 through 63 of BluPrint Magazine Volume 2 2009 (April 2009) edition containing the article entitled “Master of Geometry”, as written by Dean Gerry Torres  
Dear Sir,

Warm greetings from the Professional Regulatory Board of Architecture (PRBoA)! 

We refer to the subject article, in which Mr. Calma avers certain matters (reference left table panel), for which the official PRBoA responses/ clarifications are being made available for consideration by Your office (reference right table panel), to wit:

	A. Mr. Eduardo Calma’s Statements Appearing in the Article

	B. The Official PRBoA Responses/ Clarifications

	1) Here, it’s (sic) a matter of passing that exam, of passing that Board, and whether or not you know how to build, if you pass that Board, you’re allowed to build. But surprisingly, even if a lot of Architecture students can pass that Board (sic), they still cannot build. That’s the sad part.  (page 63 column 3);  
	1) The Professional Regulatory Board of Architecture (PRBoA) assures the general public that passers of the Licensure Examination for Architects (LEA) are not “allowed to build” by the PRBoA nor by the Professional Regulation Commission (PRC). LEA passers, once registered and licensed, are only allowed to engage in the practice of the state-regulated profession of architecture i.e. to plan, design and periodically monitor/ supervise the construction of a building or structure. LEA passers are expected to be adept at certain forms of construction supervision but are never expected to be builders, which require a different skillset/ training and mindset.
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	LEA passers, once they become registered and licensed architects (RLAs), are trained to act as the main professional representative of the owner/client, and are therefore obliged to continually protect the owner/client’s interests (at times even above those of the RLA, but never at the expense of superior public interests). The practice of the architectural profession is about public service and never about taking advantage of an unsuspecting client e.g. pretending to be a builder when one is clearly not. This is the complete opposite of a builder, who may be legally engaged in a business, and who seeks to make a handsome profit off the project owner/ proponent.  

RLAs wishing to engage in the business i.e. not a profession of building (or constructing, as it is commonly called), must secure a separate license from the Philippine Constructors’ Accreditation Board (PCAB), an agency under the Department of Trade and Industry (DTI). RLAs engaging in building/ constructing activities without a PCAB license can be held administratively and criminally liable for violation of law. 



	2) You have this Board that does not produce technically (competent people) and you need technically skilled people in our profession. (page 63 column 3);  
	2) The PRBoA would like to assure the public that what it tests in the LEA is technical competency and moral fitness for the rigors of professional architectural practice. Professional practice is not simply about skillsets, it is also about ethics, respect for others and respect for the law. Additionally, skillsets are mere tools for architectural production and could never guarantee that the possessor shall be both a technically proficient and an upright practitioner.

  

	3) And it takes a lot of experience. I mean you don’t have to take Architectural school (sic) to take that Board. xxx theoretically, that can be done. (page 63 column 3);  
	3) The current and past laws on the practice of architecture in the Philippines i.e. R.A. No. 9266 (The Architecture Act of 2004), R.A. No. 1582 (of 1956) and R.A. No. 545 (of 1950), all require a B.S. Architecture degree as the primary requisite for taking the LEA. Unless the aspirant is such a degree holder, the chances of passing the LEA are slim to nil.

  

	4) Well, I wasn’t really planning to take it, really, because it doesn’t really matter. (page 63 column 4);  
	4) Mr. Calma’s LEA application papers on record apparently include documents dating back to 2003, so he clearly had plans of taking the LEA 6 years ago. For him to say that taking the LEA doesn’t really matter i.e. if he really believed that the LEA had no material value, makes the PRBoA wonder at times why he took it at all in 2008. To be clear about it, any natural person (like Mr. Calma) desiring to practice architecture on Philippine soil must be a registered and licensed architect (RLA). 
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	Otherwise, he/ she is a mere illegal practitioner who can be held administratively, criminally and civilly liable under law. Further, any juridical person i.e. professional and/or consulting firm wishing to engage in providing architectural services (like the entity being used by Mr. Calma), must be legally owned and managed by RLAs, who must comprise the clear majority on both aspects.
If Mr. Calma really believes that his Architect’s certificate and license have no value, he is most welcome to surrender these to the PRC at any time. In any event, the same are symbols of the privilege i.e. never a right, to practice the state-regulated profession of architecture in the Philippines. In the event of proven wrongdoing on the part of any RLA, the state shall suspend or revoke such privileges. If any person with a revoked or suspended license continues to practice, then he/ she can be criminally charged with illegal practice.   


	5) Our work is all over. xxx Monaco xxx Austria xxx so its all about collaborating with a local architect in place.  (page 63 column 4);  
	5) The term “all over” should probably be qualified to mean more than just 2 European countries, if the intention is to project an international portfolio of architectural works. The term “collaborating”, as technically understood in the architectural community, refers to “technical” collaborative work between like professionals i.e. a local architect (from the host country and officially recognized as such by the host country) and a foreign architect (officially recognized as such by his/ her country); since Mr. Calma only took his Architect’s Oath last August 2008, all prior “collaborations” may not fall under the definition supplied.

 

	6) I already took the Board in New York, and that’s (sic) enough. (page 63 column 4);  
	6) Passing an architecture board examination in New York state may only mean that the passer can practice architecture in that state and probably not elsewhere in the USA. That New York state license is not officially recognized in the Philippines as there exists no reciprocity agreement between the USA and the Philippines on the matter of architectural practice. There are such agreements now between the Philippines and 9 other ASEAN countries and the Philippines with about 19 APEC economies on a limited basis i.e. only for accredited architects. If for instance an American national holding a New York state license (and not accredited as an APEC Architect) desires to practice architecture on Philippine soil, he/ she must secure a temporary/ special permit (TSP) to practice in the Philippines only on a collaborative basis i.e. with a Philippine RLA as counterpart. 
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	The TSP, which is project specific and time-bound, is issued by the PRC through the PRBoA. Otherwise, that person i.e. whether a foreign architect or a Filipino who may be in possession only of a foreign license to practice architecture (such as Mr. Calma, prior to August 2008), shall be deemed guilty of the illegal practice of architecture.  



	7) You should read the law (in the Philippines). You cannot even draw a single line without being registered, that’s (sic) the law. That’s (sic) why they went after me. (page 63 column 4);  
	7) Surely, Mr. Calma either jests or exaggerates for that is not what the law states. The law clearly states that one must be a RLA to professionally practice architecture on Philippine soil. It does not state that one has to be a RLA to be a draftsman or encoder. His former status as a non-registered natural person engaging in the state-regulated practice of the architectural profession (prior to August 2008), was the main reason he was charged for the illegal practice of architecture, a violation under R.A. No. 9266, which prescribes extremely heavy fines and penalties.
  

	8) It’s (sic) about collaboration. They don’t allow collaboration xxx between artists and technical guys, between architects and artists to make possibilities happen.   (page 63 column 4);  
	8) As already previously stated, the term “collaborating” as understood in the architectural community, specifically refers to a “technical” level of collaborative work between similarly-situated professionals i.e. a local architect and a foreign architect, whereby both entities are recognized as such by their respective countries. 
    The term may also apply to “technical” level collaborative work between or among state-regulated professionals e.g.  between/ among RLAs or a RLA and other state-regulated professionals e.g. engineers, landscape architects, interior designers, environmental planners, etc. The foregoing arrangement accords premium to the roles of the 44 state-regulated professions in the preservation/ promotion of public health, safety and interests. 
    While the Philippine architectural community recognizes collaboration between a RLA and non-state-regulated professionals, the same constitutes a different and quite possibly a “non-technical” level of collaboration. As such, the term “collaboration” is rarely or not used to refer to the following arrangements: 1) joint work between a state-regulated professional e.g. RLA and a sub-professional (one aspiring to become a state-regulated professional, such as an architectural apprentice); 2) joint work between a state-regulated professional e.g. RLA and a non-regulated professional or an unregistered person (one who is not aspiring to become a state-regulated professional, such as a computer programmer, an actor/ mime, a sculptor or a fashion designer). 


Professional Regulation Commission                                                              The Professional Regulatory Board of Architecture (PRBoA)
Manila                                                                                                                                          Office of the Acting PRBoA Chairman
PRBoA RESPONSE to Statements Attributed to Mr. Eduardo Calma, as Published by BluPrint Magazine in its April 2009 Issue dated 26 May 2009                                  p. 5 of 6  

	9) The funny thing is the law doesn’t permit architects to advertise. (page 64 column 1);  
	9)  The law does not prohibit architects i.e. RLAs from advertising their works and capabilities. What the law or its derivative regulations actually prohibit are plagiary i.e. claiming or passing off as one’s own another natural/ juridical person’s creative work in whole or in part and excessive claims and/ or fabrications of architectural works or accomplishments, particularly those that cannot be independently verified.

   

	10) A city (in response to the query anent Mr. Calma’s dream project,  page 64 column 1);  
	10) The planning of Philippine cities or portions thereof, presently form part of a separate state-regulated profession, that of Environmental Planning, governed by P.D. No. 1308. Mr. Calma may therefore need to consider taking and passing a separate licensure examination for environmental planners (EnP) to realize his dream project, unless of course he collaborates with an EnP. His architect’s registration and license may not yet be enough to qualify him for physical planning work of that magnitude.

    


As architectural critiquing was also discussed in passing in the article, the featured building and other similarly-sized new/ new retrofit building projects can now be the subjects of such an activity, possibly by the academic community or by non-RLAs. Presently, RLAs simply shy away from directly critiquing building projects for purely ethical reasons. 
The PRBoA hopes that the statements made in the article (which are not sworn statements) can eventually be admitted as evidence in ongoing or future cases involving the illegal practice of architecture in the country or related violations of R.A. No. 9266. The article’s author may have been placed in an unenviable position as he may actually be called upon at a later time to execute an affidavit or to testify in possible future hearings as to the veracity of the statements made by Mr. Calma. 
Otherwise, if Mr. Calma’s statements will just be denied later as possible misquotes or a case of writer/ interview error, then the same should not have been published at all. Maybe the media should lay out basic rules concerning the publication of statements and their deniability, writer’s liabilities particularly in cases of material misrepresentations, etc. so that the reading public will not be mislead or confused.  
Inasmuch as Mr. Calma’s potentially erroneous concepts about Philippine architecture and its regulation had already seen print, the PRBoA only requests that its responses or clarifications be given sufficient space in Your future publications. In the event of the use of the foregoing material, the PRBoA also requests that it be afforded the opportunity to review the material before publication.
Thank You for the attention Your publication/ office shall devote to appreciating this document and its implication/s on the rule of law. 
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Thank You too for the advocacy and continuing support for the state-regulated professions. Mabuhay po kayo! 

Yours sincerely,
For the PRBoA
[image: image3.jpg]Armand

ting Chairman




cc
:
United Architects of the Philippines (UAP)

       Professional Regulation Commission (PRC)  

file
:
p09may26_PRBoA-270
