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Matrix of Laws Pertinent to the Separate State-Regulated Practice of the Architectural Profession and Major Action/ Events Relative to the Said Laws (2003-2010)

	Laws 
	2003
	2004
	2005
	2006
	2007
	2008
	2009
	2010

	1. R.A. No. 545, as amended by R.A. No. 1581 (the Old Architecture Act)


	repeal version being crafted by Congress
	DoJ Acting Sec (MN Gutierrez) issues Jan 2004 Opinion officially distinguishing the work of professional Architects and CEs; repealed by R.A. No. 9266 in March 2004 
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2. R.A. No. 544, as amended by R.A. No. 1582 (the Civil Engg Act)


	no codified IRR
	DoJ Acting Sec (MGutierrez) issues Jan 2004 Opinion officially distinguishing the work of professional CEs and professional Architects 
	no codified IRR; repeal version (bill) in Lower House that would have allowed CEs to virtually practice architecture defeated by Architects
	no codified IRR
	no codified IRR; repeal version (bill) filed in the 13th Congress 
	no codified IRR
	no codified IRR
	no codified IRR; repeal version (bill) filed in the 14th Congress 

	3. R.A. No. 9266 (Architecture Act of 2004), 
a professional regulatory law (PRL)
	crafting in Congress; PICE representatives participate actively in the Committee and TWG hearings in Congress
	became law 17 Mar 2004; effective 10 April 2004; IRR took effect 01 Dec 2004; multiple PRBoA and PRC resolutions issued since 2004; PICE represent-atives participate actively in the Bi-cameral Conference Committee hearings in Congress and was able to get concessions
	National agencies notified by the PRC of the existence of the new law
	a reconstituted PRBoA which shall fight for R.A. No. 9266 is sworn into office
	PRBoA issues multiple calls to DPWH, othernational agencies and LGUs to fully implement and enforce R.A. No. 9266; PRBoA Chair sued by the PICE in civil court (for indirect contempt) 
	PRBoA continues to issue multiple calls to DPWH, other national agencies and LGUs to fully implement and enforce R.A. No. 9266;
	PRBoA sues the DPWH Secretary, 2 Usecs, the PICE and private parties before the Office of the Ombudsman for graft, in relation to DPWH actions allowing CEs to sign and seal architectural documents, contrary to law 
	PICE retaliates against the PRBoA Chair by filing  a case at the Office of the Ombudsman; mediation unsuccessful as the PRBoA Chairman would not yield to PICE demands; PRBoA continues to issue multiple calls to DPWH, other national agencies and LGUs to fully implement and enforce R.A. No. 9266;

	Laws 
	2003
	2004
	2005
	2006
	2007
	2008
	2009
	2010

	4. P.D. No. 1096 (1977 Natl Bldg Code of the Phils./ NBCP)
	Architects and CEs at the DPWH Board of Consultants (BoC) help DPWH in crafting  the Revised IRR 
	Revised IRR approved Oct 2004 by DPWH Sec. Soriquez
	2004 Revised IRR published thrice by the DPWH on 01, 08 & 15 April 2005; takes full effect 01 May 2005; Phil. Inst. of Civil Engrs (PICE) sues the DPWH Sec. in Civil Case No. 05-112502 and secures TRO and preliminary injunction secured by PICE against the DPWH implementation of Secs. 302.3 and 4 of the 2004 Revised IRR (which limited the signing and sealing of architectural documents to Architects; DPWH fails to publish the Ancillary Permit forms (including the Architectural Permit); PICE used the intercalated version of Sec. 302 of P.D. No. 1096 (making it appear to the Court that CEs could sign and seal architectural documents); Architects intervene in the PICE Petition in Sep 2005
	
	
	RTC Manila Branch 22 lifts/ dissolves the May 2005 preliminary injunction it issued against the DPWH implementation of Secs. 302.3 and 4 of the 2004 Revised IRR; PICE loses in its Petition; PICE files a MR but again apparently loses; PICE then notified the CA of its intention to appeal and to seek anew a TRO/ injunction from the CA
	DPWH apparently

disregards the Court Decision lifting/ dissolving the 2005 preliminary injunction secured by PICE against the DPWH implementation of Secs. 302.3 and 4 of the 2004 Revised IRR; the DPWH Sec. issues various Memoranda Circulars that violate R.A. No. 9266, contrary to law 
	PICE submits its Motion for Review at the Court of Appeals (CA) and the Architects comment; the PRBoA asks the DPWH to publish the Ancillary Permit forms (including the Architectural Permit)

	Laws 
	2003
	2004
	2005
	2006
	2007
	2008
	2009
	2010

	5. R.A. No. 1364 Sanitary Engineering Act, another PRL
	
	
	Phil Society of Sanitary Engrs (PSSE) sues the DPWH Sec. in Civil Case No. 05-112479 questioning the matters of the master plumbers doing the Sanitary Engr’s work and  the Ancillary Permit requirements under the 2004 Revised IRR of P.D. No. 1096
	
	
	
	RTC Manila grants a permanent injunction against the DPWH use of the Ancillary Permit forms (including the Architectural Permit) due to the 2005 DPWH failure to publish the same
	


Nothing follows.
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