Abridged 2010 ISSUES AND CONCERNS
Professional Regulatory Board of ARCHITECTURE (PRBoA)

	PROGRAMS/ISSUES AND CONCERNS
	RECOMMENDATIONS/ PROPOSED SOLUTIONS
	ADRESSED TO

	
	
	PERSONS
	OFFICE

	01. Correction/ rating/ evaluation of test

      papers and release of results/ reports 
	With the late 2009 PRBoA shift to a NON-drafting test format (albeit requiring non-graded drawing or sketching to select an answer) for the major subject of Architectural Design and Site Planning of the licensure examination for architects (LEA), the PRBoA was finally able to attain a 100% human intervention-free and fully objective checking of the LEA results, in full compliance with both the architecture law (R.A. No. 9266) and the PRC law (R.A. No. 8981). The January 2010 LEA adopting the NON-drafting test format was a huge success. 
Despite the disagreement made known by heads of some architectural schools, the NON-drafting format is the correct test for aspiring architects as it is truly knowledge-/competency-based and NOT largely skill-based. The new test format also places a premium on the knowledge of building laws and regulations, in full consonance with international architectural practices and qualifying procedures, a matter that may help prepare the aspirants for an international level of architectural practice, attuned with the forthcoming trade liberalization, only years away.

	
	PRC Rating Division

	02. Result of Examination released
	Under the NON-drafting format, the release of the fully objective LEA results may now be done within five (5) calendar days of the conduct of the LEA (as compared to 30 days under the old test format that requires potentially subjective manual checking).

	
	

	03. Formulation of policies/ guidelines/

      Procedures and operations manual
	Rather than remain passive or non-committal on the matter of the raging issues and conflicts among the State-regulated professions e.g. civil engineers signing and sealing architectural plans/ specifications/ documents in clear violation of several laws, sanitary engineers vs. master planners, etc.,  it is noteworthy that the PRC is now attempting to resolve such issues internally by calling the contending professional regulatory boards (PRBs) and the concerned accredited professional organizations (APOs) to meetings presided by PRC. Equally praiseworthy are the PRC efforts at reaching out to the DPWH to help resolve such inter-professional issues, particularly in line with the implementation and enforcement of the National Building Code of the Philippines/ NBCP (P.D. No. 1096) and its 2004 Revised Implementing Rules and Regulations (IRR). 

While some of the said issues are already with the Court, the PRC, a quasi-judicial entity, is NOT precluded from taking an active role in finding an amicable and perhaps lasting solution to some of these decades-old (or even more than half a century) strife. 

Also important is the fact that when PRBs craft Resolutions that potentially impinge on other State-regulated professions e.g. the 2007 IRR of the PRB of Interior Design (PRBoID) published in the Official Gazette in December 2008 may contain some questionable provisions i.e. NO legal basis whatsoever, that seem to allow Interior Designers to engage in the practice of the separate profession of architecture e.g. specifically in the areas of architectural interiors and space planning, which are NOT mentioned in the professional regulatory law (PRL) for Interior Designers. 
The draft of the said IRR could have been made available to the PRBoA for review and comment before approval by the PRC. Or quite possibly, a conference with the affected Professional Regulatory Board/s (PRB/s) could have been first called. For approving, promulgating and publishing the said IRR crafted by the PRBoID, the PRC could become liable if complaints are filed. 
To address such an issue, an internal PRC grievance or redress mechanism that can help correct potential procedural lapses could now be put in place. This could also include the recall of IRRs that may be potentially violative of other valid and subsisting PRLs.

	Please refer to various 2007 letters of the PRBoA to the PRC
	Please refer to various 2007 letters of the PRBoA to the PRC

	04. Drafting of amendments to laws/

      participation in Congressional

      hearings
	Professions that are directly affected by pending bills in Congress must be duly notified by the PRC so that the necessary position papers can be filed before the proper Congressional bodies. In the present system, the PRBs have to rely largely on their external contacts to find out if bills affecting their respective State-regulated professions are being calendared for hearings in Congress.

	Atty. Carlos G. Almelor
	Office of the PRC Secretary to the PRBs 

	05. Speedy disposition of legal cases
	There should be a better notification system for PRB Members, who oftentimes go to PRC only to find out at the very last minute that their hearings have already been cancelled hours (if not days or even weeks) before.
The electronic files of draft orders and decisions should also be made available for PRB review before final printing (for signing).

   
	Atty. Pharson B. Mamalo
	PRC Legal & Investigation Division

	06. Campaign against illegal practice
	Members of other regulated professions insist on practicing other State-regulated professions e.g. civil engineers signing and sealing architectural plans/ specifications/ documents in clear violation of several laws, insisting that such is their right??? (when in fact State-regulated professional practice, even by registered and licensed architects/ RLAs is merely a privilege). 

There is need to review the procedure of handling illegal practice cases i.e. criminal complaints, which can be summarized as follows:

1. a criminal complaint for illegal practice is filed with the PRC;

2. the concerned PRB tries to establish a prima facie finding of criminal liability;

3. if there is prima facie finding, the PRB endorses the complaint back to the PRC;

4. the PRC endorses complaint to DoJ; DoJ sometimes refers the complaint to the NBI, thus further complicating and lengthening the investigative procedure; or DoJ sends the complaint to a fiscal;

5. the fiscal may or may not find probable cause to send the criminal complaint to Court; in any case, the fiscal’s resolution is sent back to the DoJ for review; 
6. DoJ acts on the criminal complaint (after about 2 to 3 years have lapsed); and

7. the criminal complaint is either sent to Court (where it will take anywhere from 8-16 years until the finality of the decision is reached)  or dismissed altogether. 

The foregoing procedure is wasteful and defeats the very intent of holding illegal practitioners liable under the various professional regulatory laws (PRLs). In fact, it is so much easier (and very cheap at only a P235.00 PRC docket fee) to file administrative complaints at the PRC against registered and licensed professionals (RLPs) than it is to file a criminal compliant against an illegal practitioner. The legal process clearly favors the illegal practitioners and something must be done by the PRC asap to facilitate the direct filing in Court of illegal practice cases/ criminal complaints and also to make it a bit more difficult to file nuisance administrative complaints against RLPs at the PRC i.e. require a higher docket fee and heavily penalize dilatory tactics by Parties.  


	Please refer to various 2007 letters of the PRBoA to the PRC;

Atty. Carlos G. Almelor if changes are to be made on the PRC law; and

Atty. Pharson B. Mamalo if changes are to be made on PRC-DoJ procedures concerning criminal complaints against illegal practitioners
	Please refer to various 2007 letters of the PRBoA to the PRC;
Office of the PRC Secretary to the PRBs; and

Office of the PRC Legal and Investigation Division

	07. Monitoring of performance of 

      Schools in licensure examinations/

      School inspection … institutions/

      School/ industrial establishments
	In full accordance with R.A. No 9266 (The Architecture Act of 2004) and its implementing rules and regulations (IRR), only registered and licensed architects (RLAs) must be permitted to teach B.S. Architecture subjects. 

As such, non-RLAs such as civil engineers (CEs) should only be permitted to teach structural design, civil works design and construction drawing under B.S. Architecture degree programs.


	Chief Valera
	PRC Standard and Inspection Division

	08. Continuing Professional Education

      (CPE)
	The PRC, with PAPRB assistance, and with CHED support, must now set up a CPE Center (by initially leasing out portions of UAP-IAPoA Building in Quezon City) so that many CPE Providers can hold CPE lectures under PRC auspices, thereby making sure that certain standards are always met.

The CPE program must be used for self-improvement by each and every registered and licensed professional (RLP), mainly on a voluntary basis for individual self-improvement goals, NEVER as a mandatory requirement for PRC license renewal. As such, it can be used by the PRBs as a tool in ensuring specializations by RLPs.

The CPE program must also be developed as a distance learning mode that can allow the earning/granting of full academic degrees by partner institutions under the CHED ETEEAP.  


	Chief Valera; and

PAPRB President

Anita Villarta
	PRC Standard and Inspection Division;

and

PAPRB

	09. Networking with APOs/ CHED/

      Other relevant agencies
	Based on a very recent pronouncement by the CHED Chairman that the PRC may already be actively interfering with the work of the CHED, the PRC should resolutely correct such a misimpression.


	PRC en banc
	PRC 


Submitted 20 May 2010 for the Professional Regulatory Board of ARCHITECTURE (PRBoA)

                    Original Signed


      


                                                                                                                  Armando N. Alli 
                                                                                                                                                                             Acting Chairman                   
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