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4

O
7

EIF,JFI[E;«I}; 1 MRAs Bl T %o '] T ik 53 fiuiﬁ#‘“ﬁi[f&pJMRAs
i%lrfﬁ}ﬁ"

(- VBB ST B

1983 =k FSprAT B %,%:WTM %7 Bh T E (Australia New Zealand Closer
Economic Relations Trade Agreement, ANZCERTA)fLWTOFLHLp U= AR
phfss s RS TR R B Fﬁaﬂ(government government agreement) » {f!
ANZCERTAT fehl “FI 11 B B4 E(FTA) » S |y b gﬁ*f&'lﬂﬂgi%'\' .
AR BRS¢ RS 6T IR OSSR BT e
ANZCERTAGf » TAE ~ Fﬁ%‘ ]~ PRI & AREE - p R S
e E,Ef},ﬁ ['=(Commonwealth Government, 2005) - 1998 & 5 %] 1 [ 1 » F iy s
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S B AT SR TR RFFIE(TTMRA) SR w8 E S 2
MR~ FYEPRRarpu I

FUTTMRA » [ ERRE1 ~ FI9E NP BT SRR 5 B0~ o

ROk S - AT DS R B SRR S Y
PP B - AL - i I b TSR Tl A R

Y 8974 PO SRR L« 2R S SRR - (IR
[ e AR Hr gy g AR PR (- B SR IR AT TR et - 2
P ARSI * VA R PR L PN
SE2-Sea SRl S RN IRE e g S 2 IR E o K

S HE RO TS TR o S P TR L
R 3 EEASRIEE 5 (LI POl e S sty T8 - i i
wgﬁhﬁﬁég*w@~ﬂ%g%wﬁi?ﬁﬁgmﬁi’mﬁE%%#W%
U =% 6 ] - EERRGRE IR R TT TR RO
PO AEATRT L k] s 1% - o ﬁﬁ%@%ﬂ/?‘%&%f’i’ﬁﬁ‘g RS S
R P+ e SR RS 3 TR

ASAY AR L TR E VR B 3o [ i S %ﬂjﬂrﬁg%ﬁ*ﬁ
FRET G e - 12V T Rl 7 SRy (Deemed Registration) » 2 i it - fr Ay
ffﬁﬁnf?‘:’ﬁaﬁi’ °

SO TR TR TG FpITETE E RO R - Ao
PR b SRPARRHETRy RO UL R OB S A 2 A

REEM *MpﬁﬁwquIV&ﬁfli fﬁkﬁfﬁy%ﬁ'ﬂ” @%KFQEN%
Eo

VRN AEARTO B RS S ARBERE TR ERPLFRE S T N PR E R
FIRUR &2 B R0 1993 £ 30 1 ;@m 3 ;wﬁz ’i(MRA)Fs’Sizgﬁf’r PR
A - MR KA SRA BRI TE - B B (R)T ] R AE- R R R e
% ¢nBf ¥ (equivalentoccupation) » @ % 7 & £ X @gg'k RN NG, s oo A SRR R Y ' ]
RalpES F!{ FiE 7] 4p & M (equivalence) T & e% g5 2 01998 £ 5 ¥ 1 p B niE (RS BERTE AP T
RF QA(TTMRA) » fhh b SR s - RN 2 A T S A " 20 o 42
WTO(2004c) -
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i
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Y
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w124 A
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42 B4

B 1

FER ST AR R O TV Pk S e
PRI P L 7 A7 7 i = S IR 53T > S
(AR B A 2 2 FHD 7 (the Trans-Tasman Mutual Recognition Act)4 3t » 7

7
T

[T B2 S

B
=n

L P

7L % & : (Commonwealth Government, 2005)

=8 i TTMRA 47 ihfp 3
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WETERERE

e R R T TE#Hu@mﬁﬁ—%
I L %{Eﬁﬁ 817555% 38 (the Architectural Practice Examination)(™~ ./

I FRESEFEH - < (AACA, 2006) -




(= BB SEATFOA S Rl

B EH P FTJ* LiESE ¢ ??ﬁjﬂ@iﬁl R et ﬁjﬂﬁfﬁé ﬁ FIF/25%3 (regulated professions)
e CIES SRS IR S S R NG SRR IEU LRl LR RS Ne B
et S e L R O T SR Sl TS G

T [ TSRS AR S G OBl - RLETT 4 kel

Lie [gk?’r. (transitory Directives) : 1960 & [t » [ PV AE gt [ﬁj?é}(European
Economic Community, EEC) £l " [REfyH ~ T F ~ = 7 2nHI © I puh gl o i
i Tf A% W‘%fgd%?%h %‘%ﬂ%iﬁﬁ*ﬂﬁf?iﬁé' [ %Fﬁﬁi’ﬁ'ﬁ@?f H?E‘S«?VF‘
(vocational qualifications) » %EJ%‘GTF“, %’7 EYB Y &x{_ﬁ@ﬁf ?‘?”H [EF Y s

PI R HKRS o F AR 9] (B41222/EEC, 64/427/EEC, 68/364/EEC,
68/366/EEC, 68/368/EEC, 70/523/EEC, 75/368/EEC, 75/369/EEC, 82/470/EEC,
82/4BO/EEC) = R T Ml 19 4147 4 (1999/42/EC)

Z.ﬁ il ??‘F} 43 (sectoral Directives) : %E ﬁﬂf%i EWFQEI *@Jj(automatic
recognltlon)%&kﬁfu = R I%F[ ff > o o ST ‘f Hiik firij“ N AHE 12 7
(Council Directives 93/16/EEC , 77/452/[EEC , T77/453/EEC, 78/686/EEC,
78/687/EEC, 78/1026/EEC, 78/1027/EEC, 80/154/EEC, 80/155/EEC, 85/432/EEC ,
85/433/EEC , 85/384/EEC) » jiE. 7*5?%! KIS G U RN - R T Al
W ~ BRI BT

3HHHE ARy ¢ HF) 2 [ 47 (T7/249/EEC, 98/5/EC) » 1~ HIEVIRFETHLH
s Pl %Flﬁﬂiig'?ﬁ%@ﬁﬁ Ft AR > 2 ity AT FLT b#jf

Eﬁﬁﬁypuﬁ@

Jﬂ&*ﬁﬂﬁﬁmj “general system” Directives) @ H | 3 ﬁrij[ (Council
Directives 89/48/EEC, 92/51/EEC, European Parliament and Council Directive
1999/42/EC) - ElEJ[JﬁE'JE¢5+§¢€YTQf’§f¢ 28 A EHY AT EJI F‘FJE%FE*K(EIJ?F?@ e

Fu«u 7)o T vii*ﬁwﬁ‘ﬂﬁﬁl HESS NS SﬁF‘F 152 ARTPE hE JES AT
T 2 AP L AR (R 2) -
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REX R P FEAR:

B & AT PR | B &t e
LESE SRS Sl bk BrSmasbkFn
LEHERAR—GHE PR FaAS—aME

MadeFanTaasiasd iz
B %8 3 b e (NARIC)
iHdE MO

e

FHRABEBRTAHFMMELFT SR EREHN 7 (REBHFHSZNE)

YES | NO

iR —at A B FRREER
MEFEFLBEMRM - FFATHRA
WwEREFARABRMFZHF AT
BHME -

AFLEFARERGRAF—RMMESTLE?

YES | NO
A — A | Tl A — A

FHATHRITMEATOOEINER S RBERESHEE T

NO | YES
WA —de A | il — A8 &

W2 ®E-SMig* 2 EFBERFFR
FT#L %R ¢ (EC, 2001: 14)
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[E'{EEEIEFJFIJFHD ﬁkﬁfﬂ FLI3E#%— [~ (comprehensive harmonization) %’7
ST P ORI RS SRR ERGE] 36 ) W I ¢ %
(diplomas): ml?in—f PO IO [k -l b s R 'ﬂﬂiﬁh t%‘*ﬁfﬂ
%tﬁﬁé’:uﬁfu A& = (general system of recognition) » 1|3 ##7% - [“ﬁfg, r:FJ;E'ﬁ

B R P IOPRTEE R o RSB I I T - (g Bk
Wﬁ?fj%‘fi?fﬁu?”ﬁ R o IV IS - Eﬁ F'FJ%%’E'U@%?}’F‘ ’ 'F‘L@*%* '*‘"?
B e [l B33 >y = E%&i EuP9 = [!(the host Member State) FFEA [ilER
EJ* RiESS SN s [ﬁﬁ'ﬁiﬂ ‘rﬂ'rﬁ‘? B e ?‘@Eﬁ%r—ﬁzﬁ (R > 0 4 [
FIPIT = TGE(EC, 2001) -

i}j—ﬁf“l‘ﬁj]}ﬂ RN gnﬁ i~ 712 Bl(the home Member State)=15%V i @L(’ﬂﬂj
R FEHS 29 B R (PR 12 T (A R
e Jﬁf > H 7J‘ HIE-S 4 E*’Ff‘ﬂi ’Fﬁzr%’inj S (ERED R B @"@%ﬁgﬁfdﬁ
ttﬂfi’éréh I 3J[gs«l;r$ypjgjl —ﬁFI R irlﬁf P2 IR R A S s
JEAEFJ o Ry E = (E Evf%& ui’”;ﬁap&ﬂl T’ mﬁﬁ?ﬁ PUEIRTF D T ke U 58
e SRR A P A [aw%w A T [
FERETE IRTF (el 10 3 *F'ﬁ‘ﬁ“%*— (D%‘T‘F S J[E?'#j@ﬂf’;%ﬁﬁﬁFJ%
oAVl (?['Fﬂﬁi%’?‘/ﬁ? O AR ] (A8 2 SR ] I ]
Higrl== =) AREQ@RUE FrEr " R B2 PR DA E - S @an
adaptation period) - F[&(S)Fglj*’g b D[F"JF“ J3F[E#(an aptitude test)(f2 5.l
?ngugﬁﬁ ”Elﬁ [ﬂtrF )+ H ig@ﬂeﬁ R AN wai%ﬂ R RS
ISR PR - fF‘F“"&iﬂLif@'T [fil) = R T L FL ke 2 H
RAE E“ﬁ Hi M FIPEE(EC, 2001) -

e A ORI R R O R
(language examination) » {EI&#5= " I') gujvg@ e [fﬁ ﬁuj‘f‘%mﬁjﬂ HiEsE &6
uE[J/sy[E;IDH [ﬁlﬁfJJ{[% *ﬁ”uﬂ ORI » R S R O o IR -
T Fpuizﬂff @vﬁ’?ﬁﬁ.ﬁjﬂ U%Jl HESE %%Fﬁdl* Rl Eﬁj?ﬁj G
By i J‘}Elﬂ*}*-'}’ﬂ* FIEW RV A E'ﬁJEﬁF[ B = R LA
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H Fffi&%Fm SRR S Y ‘Fﬂg’—rﬁﬁéﬁ'ﬁ [F kLR ke
fo > P ERLY 42 B iﬁ; EF

JJF‘FEI‘S"i E*F‘H I:n«u % ﬁ@ﬁ ST AR e = [ S P AR B 3
SR iEcls SR LU BRI EE & ﬁ%’*@&*w@ﬁ)ﬁ%& fﬂﬁ””ﬁi% =
T R S e s F" Lty BRSO F,’]iﬁz@ JREP o (N B = B
{‘E[—j\’g i LR B bl Fﬁl{;{&iﬁﬂﬁl Eﬂ[‘%‘%tﬁtﬁﬂ@lﬁ gt F”Fl‘%
S T@Eﬁﬁ“l}ﬁﬁ |2l FJ R L e N HI%%F’ [FIEE B A
FTHE 'IHI%

7= = ElfJEJ! F‘FJ?EE‘S"%?}’%ZEJ%’E%} [EW‘BT)‘:FU??['IE@% R NI
el A R *Jﬁé’iu Bl -

20 O 4720 R AP 5 ) E SO P ey

pﬁﬂﬁn I IR ARE E‘E*J?iujﬂ I%IF'TF B«'Uﬂ* 133 EVF‘

HSTEORS RN ORI 4 £ 1985 5 6 ] 10 | 1fj 49 85/384/EEC
A SER VS G P Y F,EEFF'F [PV [?iar Uljfﬁlﬁiiﬁé"éﬁ&‘ﬁﬂ
%ﬂ BRI AR AR T e AN IR SE AR ) B Y R~ S
FY L PI O PASRRT Y (o) M e RIS TR SRR
PREF= 2V o 5 %’7 EIBVESK SR (A VY 18~ fi o  p 2t EVFE?EEAF'F it
V{*Eﬂ[ﬂ Ef;prﬁ £ ]%T?F s ﬁmég #1 (European Commission) ; i/[lﬁ R R
B3 F B ﬁffﬁﬁ?ﬁﬂf FHLF[ ﬁ’“ﬁ"%ﬁu RRVEE | TR U D E %’7’2%%—@: i
K7 E‘F}%J E ﬁﬂﬁ? Fiimi (the Advisory Committee on Education and Training in
the Field of Architecture)s~E/(EU, 2006) -

85/384/EECHT 2 fHit:» 55— g AlZEsanl lﬂjg FYBIY A =~ g Al=Ng
AN FURSSERS A i B SRS IR ﬁljéﬁ‘%’\ﬁj/ TR R
E‘}’ffﬁaﬂﬁﬂ RN %f?iaf ELEE P [ES"/?TLPJ*‘Zéﬁ’#‘@?ﬁfﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁ'@ﬁ‘[ﬁﬁ'ﬂJ B
' lha= ST F \JJF‘F?EE‘S"i T L e N o R ke [ES"T@%:‘J”E'}’E& -
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I A R

G2 SRk TR N E Rl A SR B T AR S T
BRI I 5 0 BRI i R e
[ o R BIRL » P =2 BRIt E A B S TR R
I By PRSIV RS i) o G B 9t o i e s el
5 B RS AR I - 2 Y B TR - S
ST AR T B ¢ T AT > i s
COERIEFGEY G VIR B IR TR R A e (5

26 557 3 2F)

£ 2007 & 10 5] 20 1> 85/384/EEC}HJF§4’§§LF* F112005/36/EC %’F', IR
lE{‘EFJg%%’?(European Parllament)b@{ﬁfﬁ'é&ﬁ’ﬁr(Councn of the European Union)%*
2005 & 9 F| 7 |1 i 2005/36/EC - 454] » [IORLHY 15 (74 4 (b 12
[HAAEAR ] ~ 3 - IR RS S 2007 5 4 350 FUg o i
5147 ~ AR 57 5 S U B BRI~ 3179y B B 752 i %FTPI‘
jf'z PSS A 9t bh = R kg o ) (i J?ﬁF'Fﬁi YEF G TEE 2
(EU, 2006) :

1. Faf [’]E\‘éi‘[‘_iﬂfﬁﬁ—l'ﬁ i #5(provide services on a temporary and occasional
basis) = {'I'] Q:H‘%E* [ﬁ%n’f ﬁl%f."lﬁ'}’gi k@ﬂgﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁfﬁéﬁiﬂ‘ 'F'?EJI[E?‘
AR o (R BRI R AR %%J/—ﬁ‘j:ﬂ‘ E'T‘ﬁ Tl %E‘/?E“"FE‘%%
YL

2.7 f}‘j%’ﬁ g}; @ﬁiiﬁﬁ?j’ ﬁfj 5’»}?]%2%(permanent establishment in another
Member State) : ‘;’*#JE?EJ! HiE = G ﬁ‘m‘i b= Ff EIBI J%j?%?ji—'ﬁ AR 5

FYPIE g, - PR 45 82 3R RS
A??ﬁ %iaﬁwgﬁﬁfﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁmmewmmmmm

S ¥ ik Adn 4kt ®F A4 (system of acquired rights) » 4p 5§ T I R AR 0 T AL 4
W%i?ue;égﬁmwi%%?iéﬁ*ﬁﬁiﬂﬂiﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂéﬁ’giﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ*
218 g B RS

=3
1 7#
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recognition of professional qualifications) : ER?JEJJ LiEHE & FJE'/IT%;%E'J%?
[fﬁn‘_iitﬁ(spemflc rules of recognition) » A[J3#* [ = Jﬂ&“?ﬁ'_r e SR
Fr‘i%%E*J%J’ 28~ Erp ‘iﬁ’]iﬂ I%ng?#"fﬁﬁ% F” SR - Y[Rl
[V R ™ 1A I Jﬂ&*ﬁg-ﬁ o — Jﬂ&‘ﬁg FhLD ﬁlﬁ'%?ﬁﬁfﬁlﬁﬂ(the principle of
mutual recognition) SLELFE » Y[ BFEH (the migrant) o U Z 514 = ol
SR U TS U (N 2 I 2 S R L S T
(compensatory measures) ; jf#f [i?ﬁf F AR VIR 2 i Bl IR Y
B L SRR R BI91 R R (Y
Wﬁ%ﬂﬂﬁgﬁo
) B REBR LR AR T R E R (R 454 VI )(System of
automatic recognition of qualifications attested by professional experience) :
AVRUR ST 1547, 4 A U]?i?ﬁ‘ﬂ’% EETTRIN S R SRS - 1og IF
iﬁéﬁ DT ﬁ‘l‘?tiﬂ(ﬂllﬁl 3 i%ﬁ'z ik 1753 Koo W
;tdﬁl oI E T F - AR 2«11}1}?@@!@ » Ik~ 20
7 5 ik Mﬁjgﬁ'ﬁfﬁﬁ?ﬁ P 3B WRRE R E P S sk ~ TRIIIR
EORINE S £ o R O
_#],thjl J%‘-ﬁ@"fﬁﬁ%' hﬁ%n—fﬁfU@(i?‘F’[ 57111)(System of automatic
recognition of qualifications for specific professions) : E\'H’FLiﬁBF'FJ‘[‘ik?ﬁn Hl
BTG - VAL PR R (SRR LR R
T?ITF s Jnangﬁzﬁypﬂ W %) 8 FEE J; [P BRy](doctors) ~ £17 — 4
ZPIRE (nurses responsible for general care) ~ 7 E[€f [= * E1 (dental
practitioners) - Eﬁé’ 7 E[dr %" Ei(specialised dental practitioners) ~ ¥,
veterinary surgeons) ~ % - (midwives) ~ & [{] (pharmacists) & £ T[]
(architects) °
EH T ST EV}*‘FMD ﬁm » }5LEC 2005/36/EC jf‘F’[ JFJJ I %[(Recognltlon on
the basis of coordination of minimum training conditions) 27 1 &ij(General Provisions)

9% 21 [ (Principle of automatic recognition)fivA & » ST Eﬁﬁﬁﬂpf ERN
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S 7 FYBRFURSRAY AL o SPHT R 57 46 (0 o SR (S SRR 95 )
% V 7 5.71.(Evidence of formal qualifications of architects recognized pursuant to
Article 46)E3[IfY g SE T -1 F Y F[EEJF[F o a- ’FAF'IB“WE’ R T

[
- A ﬁ&ﬂ¢MWWWﬁ¥%%O

fﬂJﬁl 57 8 ff(Architect) 57 46 [ ¢  H STV Sl 4 ] N
{:‘Ft[iirl : 4—A EEﬁ%%’E&G 7\1@ » El Hl—r- J/3?F1;W )\Ejj F[gn'ﬂau FI

A N R SRR R e oI Y [ S R e SRR
TEEL = folay ) » v 5SS R Al J%‘Tulﬂfﬂﬁ'ﬁ PRV RS TR S Y
MR 11 R g ST = () © 291 > 57 AT [RT 2 ZF % = o)
& R SR S ?E?F‘* P 7 2 1 ST {5 =g &
d53 533 (social betterment schemes)ﬁﬁwﬁfﬁﬁ‘/:'lag Eﬁ = VS i/[lF ﬁ i 27 46
(RRORIT: » 20 R ST RO L N R AR BT 46 TR SR WA H
AR IR 93 21 1% El@@%iﬂé;ﬁlm fEFF -
iifif,/g?f& F-Jl I~ EVRr Do 2 RCE 2> I e f‘ﬁﬁ“’ﬁ@ﬁﬁ*ﬁ R TR
Egl EJ’ 1785 35 £ (27 54 [ ~ 7 52 ) « [N = Wﬂﬁ“ﬂ* R A

6 1B IR I PO (o i ) » e J;ﬁrlr%&sﬁ' Cprepe

'rF/%ri‘*‘S-ﬁ&[E(‘?E’EJKA Pl B 2 IV (T 52 [

P 45 4] ﬂ?ﬁ”f‘igj 25 EVF‘ U’FE“ o AR B S e H[ﬁ%
FERRIRALRAY 2 R = [ES«‘@E“#&*&*FTHEL" ’ ﬁﬂfﬁﬁiﬁlpﬁ]{u‘?ﬁ?@‘{éﬁ‘ —E’y@\iﬁi

RG]~ 95T (27 50 (%) - @#J&E*FTJ’%@ 1T HﬂIJH‘%i

HVERRY Y E‘H'%%ﬁ’?ﬂiﬁ JEpEs @Eﬁ%ﬁﬁ’:@ﬁfﬁ [[E*EJ[ JEHCE < P
R ’lzf EIH'% ’ @#J%FTJTETE“%'E“ EPERIE R UH'%# F AT
f[ﬁv{% ' [ﬁjf,[ﬁﬁﬂ‘ﬁ Ptics IFQ?E?(;T 51 (%) -

S SRR LBETINE e R S S R
TR CIRRT  E BT RO S i TP e T S v i
- = R R EFY R SE
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(& X BE NS S R

Fil 7 1986 £ £ » 3 BRI =R A R~ 0B SRS - 1988 F 4=
JE1989 1 1 F| 1 I 50 par A0 SIE 1Y pAfes < (the Canada/U.S. Free Trade
Agreement)3y 1403 4L+ S, U AR W G TR FFFOMI S 2% AP )
s S L s AR o O R R | R T WA HESEH (Architecture) ~ T
Iy #5 % (Tourism) - ’Tﬁ}ﬁfpéﬁi = F—|[ ’Fﬁ,t, 1y #5 % (Computer Services and
Telecommunication-Network-Based Enhanced Services) = (Foreign Affairs and
International Trade Canada, 2006) -

ff‘@%ﬁ FIFTH Y pAls & BB YT 485 FI 7 = B0 1 €7 (NCARB)ZE s =
«;iﬂﬁ?%“ﬁ 3«‘»‘& Z(CCAC) |[47J4§;“”’EW‘ 1994 = 6 E| 25 [ » g T fﬂEIQJj
& (Inter-Recognition Agreement between the National Council of Architectural
Registration Boards and Committee of Canadian Architectural Councils) » [ 1994 =
7L FHEE e T I B R W TR SR L
= BUEEr R RS T QTR s R ) R
S F ﬁ‘/( L= (=R BN rﬁjﬂﬁﬁ\ﬂ J§JF| J {F (Letter of Undertaking)> }
73 IR R A e I S A IS [l A e *F%ii‘ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ(WTO,
1997) » [ » [#7-NCARB iy CCAC HkyliF» Al &R s 5 - Xl
R A o (AR IR LRk S U ‘\PHE (B BRI ]
= R afr*“ri—f%'gﬂaﬂfﬂ

PSR I RRF B LT 4 PR L NCARB S5 1 o TR s

fifj(Registered Architect) » [‘if 03 RTERFH - AFGEE .??:F*‘ (Certificate) : (1)

® iz 4 2 % 2 Article 1403: Licensing and Certification

1. The Parties recognize that measures governing the licensing and certification of nationals
providing covered services should relate principally to competence or the ability to provide
such covered services.

2. Each Party shall ensure that such measures shall not have the purpose or effect of
discriminatorily impairing or restraining the access of nationals of the other Party to such
licensing or certification.

3. The Parties shall encourage the mutual recognition of licensing and certification requirements
for the provision of covered services by nationals of the other Party.
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N PV VAR 5 (245 CCACRIPR i CCAC V- ﬁ%—?ﬁé s (3) folEhH By
RPCRLTE VL 1 RS 2 (BRI ] - 9 NCARB TRUIIE 7 s S ip s
T HE YR Hlﬁ%ﬁ T J?éﬂfr‘*zéﬁ%‘%}dw*f b T SR S R R
TSRS 12 » e SRR T S < P WP O S
o Eliﬁw%dw@'“[‘[ﬁﬁ NCARB WP " i fi BTV R
s ) mw’m;*&&#%w AT AR Bk
NCARB 57 ;}fﬁ SRR R LY PURI R
NCARB 1% E%"%}ﬁy JDJ*’\? 12 (EERET AR - IR IR (@)
TR EE " SUBEY L A R R R S B S P
PRS2 PRI i T S e A Y T -
TV RFRFY o W R X JD;*FWEM [ SO
[N =R @%&*Fﬁ VANE > TSV AT o [ AR £ A
Y (P TR 0 ﬁiw B9 Y
VAR - B s ERS T 1EE
S R A P WA P S S U R R /8 K B RN = Tl i""’p"él’%'ﬁ'%%f%ﬁ
R TR SR R - W RIS B AR
(Committee of International Councils, CIC)> [T18 * 75y El ({13 * I CCAC EF&H )
3+ E[I NCARB ] I:|” »1 £, CCAC #hi7= > 1 * £} NCARB #h/7 = o &) €5FF
Y HTNCARB (i > BHURRE V2T CCAC 2y o = i - B e
b=+ CIc fﬁ% ’ /“\%'Eﬁ@f@ﬂﬁﬂ
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%2 F4ed RERFF I PRGN

IR AR S S A

FR SR B

Alberta (3,4)

British Columbia (3,4)
Manitoba (3,4)

New Brunswick (3,4)
Newfoundland (3,4,6)
Nova Scotia (3,4)

Ontario (3,4,6)

Prince Edward Island (3,4)
Quebec (3,4)
Saskatchewan (3,4)

Alabama
Alaska (1,5)
Arizona (1)
Arkansas
California (3)
Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware
Florida
District of Columbia
Florida
Georgia
Guam

Hawaii

Idaho (1)
Ilinois (3)
Indiana (3)
lowa

Kansas
Kentucky
Louisiana
Maine
Maryland
Massachusetts
Michigan
Minnesota
Muississippi
Missouri
Montana (1)

Nebraska
Nevada (1,3)
New Hampshire
New Mexico (1)
New York (2)
North Carolina
North Dakota

N. Mariana Islands
Ohio (3)
Oklahoma
Oregon (1)
Pennsylvania
Puerto Rico (8)
Rhode Island
South Carolina
South Dakota (3)
Tennessee

Texas (7)

Utah

Vermont

Virgin Islands (8)
Virginia
Washington(1,3)
West Virginia
Wisconsin

Wyoming

wp
LEE &3 R

2.4 44 NCARB 4 3 i be 4 v 38 o
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DAY 1

Iltem 1:

ltem 2:

Item 3:

Item 4:

Item 5:

Item 6:

6.1:

6.2:

6.3:

AGENDA

9.30 AM

Welcome to Delegates

Welcome extended to delegates of participating economies and observers attending the
meeting.

APEC Meeting Procedures

APEC meeting procedures and APEC Architect Central Council proceedings are included
for the information of delegates.

In Memoriam

To remember the contribution to APEC Architect made by former Central Counecil member
Dato” Dr Ikmal Hisham Albakri of Malaysia who died recently and to extend the sympathy
of the Couneil to his family, friends and colleagues.

Adoption of the Agenda

Delegations are invited to give notice if they wish to make a presentation under any item of
the Agenda.

Confirmation of the Summary Conclusions of the second Provisional
Council / first Central Council meeting

Confirmation of the agreement of participating economies to the Summary Conclusions of
the second meeting of the APEC Architect Provisional Council / first meeting of the APEC
Architect Central Council, Tokyo 31 May / 1 June 2005.

Constitution of the Central Council

Matters Arising from the First Meeting of the Central Council

In accordance with the decision taken at the Tokyo meeting. the Secretariat to advise
delegations whether applications for authorization of newly formed Monitoring
Comumittees have been received from Korea or Singapore, and, if so, to obtain Central
Council endorsement of the Secretariat’s decision

Authorization of Newly Formed Monitoring Committees
To agree on a process for evaluation of any future applications for authorization from
newly formed Monitoring Committees of other APEC economies.

Central Council Membership
The names of each economy’s current Monitoring Committee nominations for membership
of the Central Council to be tabled at the meeting.

10.30-11 AM COFFEE/TEA BREAK
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ltem 7:

7.1:

7.2:

1.00 - 2.

7.3:

3.30-4.

Item 8:

5.30 PM

Establishment of the APEC Architect Register — a Review of Progress

Inauguration of the APEC Architect Register

a) Economies that have already created their APEC Architect Register databases and
websites are invited to comment on any problems encountered and offer any
suggestions they may have for revision.

b) Couneil to review content of websites and consider amendment if necessary.

c) Economies that have not yet established Register databases and websites to advise
Council of progress and when they expect to complete the process

Documentation

To discuss the suitability of APEC Architect document guidelines agreed by the Central
Council at its previous meeting, including applications for registration and professional
experience report forms, the APEC Architect Registration Certificate and ID card. These
documents record the compliance of APEC Architects with agreed criteria and act as
passports for their professional recognition in other participating economies. Council
members are invited to raise any questions or put forward any suggestions with regard to
their wording and layout.

30 PM LUNCH BREAK

Item 7 continues

Monitoring Committee Reports to Council

To consider introduction of a standard APEC format for the six month reports by
Monitoring Committees to the Central Council on their registration activities for the period,
which would record any changes to formerly agreed recognition systems, current
requirements and planned improvements.

00 PM COFFEE/TEA BREAK

Central Council Administration - Report by Chinese Taipei Secretariat

As agreed at the previous meeting. the Secretariat will provide budgetary and resource
information on its term of office for the guidance of participating economies, put forward
any suggestions it may have on the administration of Council business and raise any other
matters on which it requires the opinion of the Central Council. For general discussion and
agresment.

DAY 1 CONCLUDES
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DAY 2

ltem 9:

9.1:

9.30 AM

APEC Architect Reciprocal Recognition Framework

To consider proposals for the formation of an APEC Architect Reciprocal Recognition
Framework to provide a structured basis for the mutual recognition of APEC Architects
from all participating economies.

Home Economy Recognition Requirements for APEC Architects

Previous Surveys have identified four different levels of requirements to be imposed by
participating economies for the professional recognition of APEC Architects from other
economies. Each delegation is requested to confirm its policy on professional recognition
requirements for APEC Architects from other economies.

10.30 - 11.00 AM COFFEE / TEA BREAK

9.2:

9.3:

Proposed Reciprocal Recognition Framework

To provide a reciprocal recognition opportunity for all participants, Council to consider
proposals that each economy nominate the most liberal category of recognition
requirements it is prepared to offer APEC Architects from elsewhere, thereby establishing
different levels of reciprocity as the basis of the proposed Reciprocal Recognition
Framework.

The provisions of the APEC Architect Reciprocal Recognition Framework and the
category of professional recognition requirements to which each economy is committed to
be entered on each Monitoring Committes website.

UIA Accord and Practice in a Host Nation
Note on the implications of the UTA Accord Practice in a Host Nation policy.

1.00-2.30 PM LUNCH BREAK

Item 10: Promotion of the APEC Architect Register

Consideration of strategies for promotion of the APEC Architect Register to ensure that it
receives maximum exposure, both domestically and internationally. To discuss proposals
to engage professional associations in the dissemination of APEC Architect information
and possibilities for direct marketing to architects. Communication with the APEC
Organization and international architectural organizations also to be considered.
Suggestions for promotional strategies invited from delegations.

3.30-4.00PM COFFEE/TEA BREAK
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Item 11:

Item 12:

Item 13:

13.1:

13.2:

Iltem 14:

5.30 PM

Appointment of the Secretariat

Request for an offer from a participating economy to act as Secretariat to the Central
Council for an agreed period following the conclusion of Chinese Taipei’s term of office
on 31 December 2006. If offers are not forthcoming, to consider adoption of a system of
rotation for Monitoring Committees to undertake the work of the Secretariat.

Any Other Business

Delegates are invited to raise any other matter not on the Agenda, for discussion and
resolution.

Summary Conclusions

Adoption of the Summary Conclusions
Adoption of the Summary Conclusions reached by the meeting on Agenda Items 6-11.

Operations Manual

To agree to the amendment of the APEC Architect Operations Manual to incorporate
decisions taken by the Central Counecil at this meeting.

Next Meeting of the Central Council
To agree on the date and venue for the next meeting of the APEC Architect Central
Council to be held within two years of this meeting. Offers invited from participating
economies to act as host for the next meeting.
Note: It was agreed at the Tokyo meeting that Monitoring Committees would share the

Central Council meeting expenses through a per-delegate registration fee if requested by
the host economy.

MEETING CONCLUDES
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GLOSSARY OF TERMS

Acereditation

Authorization

Central Council

Domain Specific

Home Economy

Monitoring Comimnittee

Participating Economy

Professional Recognition

Registration/Licensure

Regulatory Authority:

Also validation - the granting of approvalrecognition to a course or
program of study. which has been tested to produce results of an
acceptable standard against set criteria.

Approval granted by the Central Council to a Monitoring Committee to
maintain a section of the APEC Architect Register.

The joint governing body of the APEC Architect project composed of
nominees of Monitoring Committees of participating economies, with
ultimate responsibility for a range of matters. including the
authorization of Monitoring Committees, strategic directions and
administrative arrangements

Competencies or knowledge related to conditions of professional
l)racticc 'Lll.'.l.iqllc 1o an economy.

Economy of permanent residence and primary registration licensure as
an architect.

Independent committee formed by a participating economy. with
delegated authority of the Central Council to maintain a section of the
APEC Architect Register in its economy and to act as nominating body
for the permanent Central Council

An APEC economy with an authorized Monitoring Committee

Acceptance by a regulatory authority as meeting its requirements for
registration/licensure

Legal admission to the right to practice as an architect.

Authority responsible for the registration/licensure or recognition of
persons permitted to offer professional services as an architect.

Note: In economies with multiple domestic jurisdictions, the
‘regulatory authority” referred to in these Briefing Notes is raken to be
the national organization composed of representatives of regional
jurisdictions to formulate national standards and procedures for the
professional recognition of architects. It is understood thar the ultimate
legal decision for the application of these standards rests with the
individual jurisdictions.
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APEC ARCHITECT
SECOND CENTRAL COUNCIL MEETING
23-24 May 2006

AGENDA and BRIEFING NOTES

Introduction

The purpose of the APEC Architect framework, reiterated and endorsed by participating economies at
each Central Council meeting, is to provide a reliable mechanism to facilitate the mobility of
architects for the provision of architectural services throughout the APEC region by reducing current
barriers to professional recognition. Over the past few years a total of 16 APEC economies have
worked together in a spirit of cooperation and commitment to create the APEC Architects Register to
accomplish these objectives.

Asia Pacific Economic Cooperation (APEC) is a unique international forum composed of 21 member
economies that have undertaken to act collectively to assert and advance their common interests. It is
committed to the reduction of barriers to trade in goods and services between member economies.
APEC Architect is a direct response to this central strategic goal. It has been developed under the
auspices of the APEC Human Resources Development Working Group (HRDWG), one of a number
of sectoral groups established to carry out APEC work programs. The HRDWG implements APEC
principles directed to the development of the region’s human resources, including the reduction of
unnecessary obstacles to trade in professional services. Regulations in host economies governing
qualification requirements and recognition procedures must be based on objective and transparent
criteria such as competence and the ability to supply the service, and not more burdensome than
necessary to ensure its quality.

The development of the APEC Architect framework has been shaped by HRDWG principles and all
operations of the Central Council are conducted in accordance with its policies.

Background

The APEC Architect project began as an initiative of the Australian government in 2001, when
representatives of eleven APEC economies met in Brisbane to discuss how HRDWG principles could
be applied to the architectural profession in the Asia Pacific region. A Steering Committee was
formed to work towards the establishment of a Register of APEC Architects whose professional
standards and experience would define a level of competence that would reduce current barriers to the
professional recognition of foreign architects in APEC economies. The Register would establish a
basis for negotiation of reciprocal recognition agreements between economies.

Over the course of three successive APEC Architect meetings, held in Sydney 2002, Kuala Lumpur
2002 and Taipei 2004, the Steering Committee fully explored the professional standards and
registration/licensing systems for architects in each participating economy. Elements of architectural
education, practical training and professional examination that would satisfy some, or all of the
requirements for registration/licensure in participating economies, were identified and adopted as
APEC Architect registration criteria. APEC Architects would also be required to have completed a
period of professional experience as a registered architect. A structured framework was developed to
implement the project.

At the following meeting in Honolulu, 2004, the APEC Architect Provisional Council was formed,
comprising nominees of the Provisional Monitoring Comimittees established in each participating
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economy to administer a section of the APEC Architect Register. Qutstanding procedural matters
were resolved and a detailed process to administer the Register of APEC Architects agreed. The
meeting concluded Australia’s undertaking to initiate the project and Chinese Taipei took over
administrative responsibility for the APEC Architect framework.

These preliminary negotiations culminated at the last APEC Architect meeting, held in Tokyo in 2005,
when all preparations were completed and the Monitoring Committees of twelve participating
economies were authorized to maintain a section of the APEC Architect Register. The Central
Council. composed of members nominated by the twelve authorized Monitoring Committees, was
duly constituted in readiness for the launch of the APEC Architect Register.

On 19% September 2005, the work and dedication of all participants came to fruition with the
inauguration of the APEC Architect Register.

The Way Forward

This successful outcome has been made possible by the willingness of participants to learn about, and
understand the structure and standards of the architectural profession in other economies, to recognize
the needs of those involved and to work together to find acceptable solutions when differences arose.
It has been a significant achievement.

The forthcoming meeting in Mexico City will mark the conclusion of the development phase of the
APEC Architect framework and the beginning of its future role as a valued gateway for architects
seeking opportunities to export full professional services throughout the Asia Pacific region.

At this meeting, following a review of the effectiveness of provisions implemented so far,
participating economies will be asked to advise the Central Council of the policies they have now
adopted for the professional recognition of APEC Architects from other economies. These
commitments will form the basis of a framework for the reciprocal recognition of APEC Architects,
thereby achieving the ultimate strategic objective of the HRDWG and APEC Architect. To succeed,
the framework must be vigorously publicized and promoted and these matters will also be discussed
at the meeting.

The development of the APEC Architect framework has been a rewarding experience and as long as
this spirit of goodwill and determination to succeed is maintained and agreed policy and principles
rigorously applied. APEC Architect will prove a vital resource for the architectural profession, and
those who regulate it, throughout the APEC community.
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ITEM 1 - WELCOME TO DELEGATES

The Chair will extend a welcome all delegates of participating economies to the meeting and to the
representatives of any other economies who may be attending as observers.

ITEM 2 - APEC MEEETING PROCEDURES

The Chair will outline meeting procedures for delegates who are not familiar with them.

APEC meeting procedures

® There is a maximum of three seats at the table for each delegation.

o  Where delegations have more than three members the Head of Delegation should decide who is
seated at the table at any time.

The Chair does not request delegates to speak unless they indicate that they wish to do so.
Delegates may do this by raising their hand or by standing their delegation sign on end.

The Chair will call on delegations to speak, not on individuals.

Delegates must occupy one of the seats at the table to make an intervention, and may exchange
positions with fellow delegates in order to do so.

APEC Architect Central Council Proceedings

e Meeting Quorum: The Central Council meeting quornm is two thirds of the Central Council
Monitoring Committee membership.

* Decision Making: All Central Council decisions in connection with changes to APEC Architect
criteria and registration policy, and the authorization or conditional suspension of Monitoring
Cominittees, require the two-third support of all Central Council member Monitoring Committees
for adoption. Council decisions on other matters are arrived at by consensus of members present.
A Monitoring Committee must be represented in order to vote. All decisions requiring voting
must be notified in advance of the meeting for pre-circulation with the Agenda.

ITEM 3 — IN MEMORIAM

Tt is with regret that the Council has learnt of the recent death of former Central Council member
Dato’ Dr Ikmal Hisham Albakri of Malaysia. Dr Albakri was a valued participant in APEC Architect
negotiations and made significant contributions to the development of the project. The Central
Council extends its deepest sympathy to his friends and colleagues on the Malaysian Monitoring
Comimittee.

ITEM 4 — ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA

Delegates are invited to give notice if they wish to make a presentation under any Item on the Agenda.

ITEM 5 — CONFIRMATION OF THE SUMMARY CONCLUSIONS OF THE
SECOND PROVISIONAL COUNCIL / FIRST CENTRAL COUNCIL MEETING

Each participating economy is asked to confirm the agreement of the appropriate authorities in its
economy to the Summary Conclusions of the second meeting of the Provisional Counecil / first
meeting of the Central Couneil held in Tokyo, 31 May - 1 June 2005.

(Summary Conclusions of the second Provisional Council / first Central Council Meeting are attached

at APPENDIX 1, p. 25)
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ITEM 6 — CONSTITUTION OF THE CENTRAL COUNCIL
6.1 Matters Arising from the First Meeting of the Central Council

At the Central Council meeting in Tokyo, automatic authorization was granted to the Provisional
Monitoring Committees of economies that had previously satisfied the Steering Committee that the
architectural education and acereditation systems in their economies complied with agreed APEC
Architect criteria. Delegations from Korea and Singapore attended the meeting but had not yet
submitted a Survey Application for Authorization of their Monitoring Committees, nor had they
previously supplied the information on their professional education, accreditation and recognition
systems that had been a condition for the automatic authorization of the initiating economies. They
hoped to do so however within the following months.

To avoid undue delay the Council agreed that, when ready, Korea and Singapore would submit their
Applications for Authorization, together with the required additional information, to the Secretariat
and advise it of the names of their Monitoring Committes nominees to the Central Council. The
Secretariat would assess the applications and advise the Central Council of the acceptance, or
otherwise, of the Korea and Singapore Monitoring Committees for authorization. The Secretariat
would circulate all information to the other Monitoring Committees.

At the time of preparation of the Briefing Notes, an application for Authorization had been received
from Korea. The Secretariat will report on the situation at the meeting and the decision it has reached
with regard to requests for authorization if the required information on education, accreditation and
recognition systems has been received and processed by that time.

ACTION - Item 6.1: Matters Arising

If Applications for Authorization of their Monitoring Committees and required additional information
have been received from Korea and/or Singapore, the Central Counecil is asked to endorse the
Secretariat’s decision on their authorization, and if approved. to receive their nominated
representatives as members of the Central Council. In accordance with agreed Central Council
proceedings, Council endorsement will require the two third support of all member Monitoring
Committees.

6.2 Authorization of Newly Formed Monitoring Committees

It is hoped that other APEC economies, not yet members of APEC Architect, will join in the near
future and establish their own Monitoring Committees to maintain a section of the APEC Architect
Register.

To obtain Central Council authorization, all participating economies must place on record their
conformance with agreed APEC Architect criteria by completing a Survey Application for
Authorization addressing the required information. To provide consistency in the information
recorded on compliance with APEC Architect standards and principles, applications must be
supported by additional information on the architectural education and acereditation systems in the
gconomy.

In the case of Korea and Singapore it was agreed that their applications for authorization and required
supporting documentation should be submitted to the Secretariat for assessment and decision. The
Council is now asked to confirm that any future application for authorization of a newly formed
Monitoring Committee from an economy that is not yet a member of the APEC Architect framework
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is to be submitted to the Secretariat acting at the time for assessment and decision. Authorization
would be subject to consideration of the information contained in the Survey Application form and
supporting documents on the typical programs of architecture education and the required
competencies for professional recognition in the economy. The decision of the Secretariat would be
endorsed by the Central Council at its following meeting in accordance with agreed Council
proceedings.

PROPOSAL - Item 6.2: Authorization of Newly Formed Monitoring Committees

It is proposed that:

Future applications for the authorization of newly-formed Monitoring Comimittees to be assessed and
determined by the Secretariat subject to their completion of the Survey Application for Authorization
and submission of required additional information on education and accreditation systems. for
subsequent endorsement by the Central Couneil

6.3 Central Council Membership

At the meeting, each delegation will be asked to table the names of its Monitoring Committee’s
current nominations to membership of the Central Council.

Note: There is no limit to the number of delegates appointed to the Central Council by Monitoring
Committees, but each authorized economy is entitled to only one vote.

ACTION - Item 6.3: Central Council Membership

The Central Couneil is asked to receive the nominated representatives of Monitoring Committees to
its membership.

ITEM 7 - ESTABLISHMENT OF THE APEC ARCHITECT REGISTER
REVIEW OF PROGRESS

7.1 Inauguration of the APEC Architect Register

The APEC Architect Register became operational on the 19" September 2005 when eight Monitoring
Committees publicly launched their sections of the Register database and linked websites and the first
APEC Architects were duly registered. The APEC Architect Register is the means by which architects
who have achieved agreed standards of professional competence are identified to simplify their
admission to registration/licensure in other APEC economies by exempting them from many of the
recognition requirements foreign architects must currently undertake. The linked APEC Architect
websites are the fabric that bind the decentralized sections of the APEC Architect Register into a
unified whole. They are also the principal means of communication between Monitoring Committees.

To succeed in its objectives the APEC Architect Register must be a resource that regulatory
authorities in participating economies can rely upon with complete confidence. There is a very real
danger in a multi-national endeavour of this kind that, over time, the principles and policies on which
its eredibility depends may slowly erode through a decline in the rigour with which they are applied.
Tt 1s therefore essential, for the coherence and authority of the overall APEC Architect Register that
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the individual websites and linked databases adopt a generally uniform structure and that the
information they contain is consistent, current and above all, accurate

As the Register has only recently become operational and is still in its development phase, the
forthcoming meeting will provide an opportunity for Council members to review its current status and
reconfirm the specific minimum requirements previously adopted by the Central Council to
implement its policies,

Monitoring Committee Websites and APEC Architect Register Databases

To ensure a measure of uniformity, the Central Council has agreed the following outline layout for

APEC Architect websites:

s 4 brief intreductory statement

e _dccess to the list of APEC Architects in that economy

s Information for registration as an APEC Architect and document download

o 4 starement of home economy recognition requirements for APEC Architects from other
econamies

Particulars of APEC Architects to be recorded on the Register include:

e name and business address;

¢ lome economy or jurisdiction in which the architect is registered/licensed;

o any other economy in which the architect is registered/licensed.

e dn opportunity to be provided for APEC Architects to indicate their willingness to consider offers
of professional alliance with APEC Architects from other economies.

Much has been done by participating economies to implement these guidelines, but much still remains
to be done. At the time of preparation of the Briefing Notes, eight economies had constructed Register
databases and websites with links to the Central Council website establishing access to the list of
APEC Architects registered in those economies. However the website contents varied and in some
cases were incomplete. Whilst all included some form of introductory statement, the information
provided on registration as an APEC Architect was less consistent. The Seven Year Professional
Experience and Application forms for downloading also exhibited a variety of interpretations of the
minimum requirement agreed at the last meeting, if in fact they were available at all.

Perhaps of greatest concern was the fact that only three economies had at that stage posted a statement
on their websites on the specific requirements that APEC Architects from elsewhere secking
professional recognition in their economy would need to satisfy. The exemption of other APEC
Architects from the recognition provisions normally imposed on foreign architects is the key purpose
of the APEC Architect framework. As the APEC Architect Register is now operational, it is a
decision that all participating economies must make and, in the interests of transparency, declare, if
they are indeed to determine applications for registration/licensure of APEC Architects from other
participating economies. Delegations will be asked to report to the meeting if any such applications
have yet been received.

In view of the importance of maintaining consistent and accurate information on each section of the
APEC Architect Register, Couneil’s confirmation of previous guidelines will be sought. (Note:
Documentation will be considered further under Item 7.2 and home economy recognition
requirements for APEC Architects under Ttem 9).

To open discussion at the meeting on this subject, delegations will be given an opportunity to
comment on their experiences in setting up their Register databases and admitting their first APEC
Architects, and also to seek the opinion of the meeting on any problems encountered on which they
would like Council guidance. Suggestions for revision to previously agreed guidelines will also be
mnvited. As it will be eight months since the inauguration of the Register, delegations will be asked to
indicate when they expect the required information to be entered on their websites if they have not
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already been completed. In the interests of quality assurance. it is essential that the information
provided is current and the views of Council members will be sought on the need to set a target
deadline for updating information posted on websites.

Economies that have not yet construeted their APEC Architect Register databases and websites will
be requested to advise the Council of their progress so far and when they expect to complete the
process so that the information can be correctly entered on the Central Council website. Again the
Council may wish to establish a desired timeframe for this to be accomplished.

PROPOSAL - Item 7.1: Inauguration of the APEC Architect Register

It is proposed that

- the Central Council confirm the previously agreed Monitoring Committee website and database
guidelines, modified in accordance with any decisions taken at the meeting:

- mformation on Central Council and Monitoring Committee websites to be updated at maximum
intervals of six months:

- where possible, economies that have not yet done so to complete their websites in accordance
with Council decisions within the three months following the meeting.

Action:
Central Council to receive reports from participating cconomies of any applications for
registration/licensure received from APEC Architects from other economies.

7.2 Documentation

Record of 7-Year Period of Professional Experience as a Registered/Licensed
Architect; Application for Registration as an APEC Architect

In essence, the criteria adopted by the Central Council for admission to the APEC Architect Register
comprise two main components. Evidence of the first of these, completion of an accredited program
of architectural education and practical experience, plus home economy registration/licensure as an
architect, is evaluated when a Monitoring Committee obtains Central Council authorization.

The other APEC Architect criterion. a seven-year period of professional experience as a registered
architect, is a different matter. It was adopted by the Central Council as an effective way of
confirming the professional competence of APEC Architects and proclaiming their status as
experienced practitioners. Each applicant is individually assessed by Monitoring Committees which
must evaluate the applicant’s compliance with this defining aspect of APEC Architect registration
entirely on the basis of the information contained in the applicant’s ‘Record of 7 Year Period of
Professional Experience’.

The professional experience eriterion identifies four specific categories of architectural experience
(preliminary studies / preparation of brief, design, contract documentation, administration) and
requires that:

At least 3 years of the seven-year period must have been undertaken as an architect:

s with sole professional responsibility for the design, documentation and contract administration of
buildings of moderate complexity,

e OR in collaboration with other architects, as an architect in charge of and professionally
responsible for a significant aspect of the design, documentation and/or contract adminisiration
aof complex buildings.
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*  APEC Architects must have practiced in a position of professional responsibility within the
preceding nwo years.

It is important therefore that Monitoring Comumittees assure themselves that each of the specific
requirements adopted by the Central Council for the professional experience criterion has been
addressed and that the information submitted is accurate, authenticated and sufficiently detailed to
stand up to serutiny should it be challenged. or requested by another authority.

In Tokyo the Central Council adopted. as a minimum, the substance of a draft ‘Record of Seven Year
Period of Professional Experience as a Registered/Licensed Architect” and a draft ‘Application for
Registration as an APEC Architect” to which each economy could, if it wished, add other
requirements. As these documents establish the applicant’s conformance with the Council’s standards
it 1s essential that this information is in fact submitted, but there appear to be inconsistencies in some
versions of the Record of Experience forms that may not provide all the necessary details. At the time
of writing, these documents were not available for download on all websites.

Delegations are invited to comment on this situation and to confirm that the information to be
provided in the agreed Record of Seven Year Period of Professional Experience as a
Registered/Licensed Architect and the Application for Registration as an APEC Architect is in fact a
minimum requirement of the Central Council.

APEC Architect Certificate and ID Card

These documents record the compliance of APEC Architects with agreed criteria and the currency of
their registration as such. It is intended that they should act as passports for the professional
recognition of APEC Architects in other participating economies.

At the last meeting of the Central Couneil it was resolved that Monitoring Committees would issue an
APEC Architect Certificate of Registration and an Identification Card to all architects admitted to the
APEC Architect Register, in accordance with a standard design. The Certificate and ID Card would
bear the architect’s name,. the name of the home economy and date and currency of APEC Architect
registration. Each economy would be free to use the language of the home economy or any other
language of choice, but required information must also be provided in English. As agreed, the
Secretariat designed the Certificate and ID card, which was circulated to Council members following
the meeting.

An opportunity will be provided for delegations to comment on any aspect of the APEC Architect
Certificate and ID card and to confirm the design and content of these documents.
(A copy of the Certificate and ID card are attached at APPENDIX 2, p.29)

PROPOSAL - Item 7.2: Documentation

It is proposed that:

- the Council confirm adoption of the ‘Record of Seven Year Period of Professional Experience’
as a Registered/Licensed Architect and the ‘Application for Registration as an APEC Architect’
as minimum requirements, modified in accordance with any decisions taken at the meeting.

- Monitoring Committees ensure that the variations they introduce to these base documents
include the required minimum information.

- To confirm the contents and layout of APEC Architect Certificate of Registration and ID Card,
subject to any modifications agreed by the Central Council.
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7.3 Monitoring Committee Reports to Council

APEC Architect Central Council policy requires “Monitoring Committees to immediately notify the
Council of any changes to their recognition vequirements that might conflict with APEC Architect
criteria and policy ”. They also have an obligation “to report to the Secretariat at six month intervals
on their APEC Architect vegistration activities and any other significant developments during the
period, for civeulation to all participating economies”. To ensure consistency of purpose and
transparency of application, it is intended that the six-month reports should be submitted in a
structured format addressing a range of appropriate issues.

The Secretariat wishes to draw the attention of the Central Council to the Individual Action Plans
(IAPs) adopted by the APEC organization as annual reports to be completed by APEC economies to
record unilateral steps taken towards meeting the APEC goals of free and open trade. IAPs improve
the transparency of economies’ trade and investment regimes, encourage APEC economies to focus
on relevant policy issues and enable APEC economies to learn from the liberalization and facilitation
experiences of other economies, thereby aiding the policy making process.

The IAPs address 15 policy action areas, including Architectural Business Services. Because they
have been designed to be completed by APEC economy governments, as can be seen some of the
information requested would not be the responsibility of, or indeed available to, the regulatory
authorities and professional associations that share responsibility for the APEC Architect framework.
However the overall layout of the report form, and its focus on changes and improvements that have
occurred in a range of related issues since the previous report, are well suited to the Central Council’s
needs and it is proposed that the Council consider adopting a version of the APEC IAP, appropriately
modified for the purposes of Monitoring Committee reports to Counecil.

To avoid delaying the distribution of these Briefing Notes, a draft report format, based on the APEC
TAP and tailored to the needs of APEC Architect, will be prepared and circulated separately to
members prior to the forthcoming meeting in Mexico, for discussion and, if agreed. adoption at the
meeting as the six monthly Monitoring Committee report form to the Central Council.

(A copy of the APEC Individual Action Plan is attached as APPENDIX 3, p.31)

PROPOSAL - ltem 7.3: Monitoring Committee reports to the Central Council

It is proposed that:

As a quality assurance measure, the Central Council adopt a standard format for the Six month
Monitoring Committee reports to the Central Council based on the APEC Individual Action Plan
annual reports, modified appropriately for APEC Architect purposes, as discussed and agreed by
Central Couneil.

ITEM 8 — CENTRAL COUNCIL ADMINISTRATION

Report by Chinese Taipei Secretariat

The unique structure of APEC and its dependence on the voluntary contributions of the economies
that take part in its programs shapes the basic financial strategy that must be adopted by the APEC
Architect Central Council to carry out its functions. This issue was discussed at some length at the last
meeting of the Couneil and it was agreed that a realistic understanding of the costs involved in
administration of the framework would help the Council develop practical measures to minimize costs
and control its budget. To help it do this, it was resolved that
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Secretariats would provide budgetary and resource information, on their terms of office administering
the APEC Architect framework, to the Central Council at the following meeting for the guidance of
participating economies in establishing future financial strategies ™.

As the APEC Architect Register has been operational for less than a year, much of the work
undertaken by Chinese Taipei as the first Central Council Secretariat has been of a developmental
nature and not entirely typical of the ongoing administrative duties that future Secretariats can expect
to perform. However the Secretariat will present its report to the Council on those matters that are
relevant to the issues under discussion. Additionally it will put to the meeting any questions that have
arisen in the course of its term of office, and any proposals for the future management of the APEC
Architect Register for the Couneil’s consideration.

ACTION - Item 8: Central Council Administration

After full discussion of any matters raised by the Secretariat and consideration of any proposals put to
the Council, to confirm continuation of current financial and administrative arrangements, modified in
accordance with any decisions taken at the meeting to amend them.

ITEM 9 — APEC ARCHITECT RECIPROCAL RECOGNITION FRAMEWORK

APEC Architect has been created to implement the APEC Human Resources Development Working
Group (HRDWG) objectives of facilitating the mobility of qualified persons throughout the Asia
Pacific region -“by means of the mutual recognition of their skills and qualifications”, leading to
reciprocal agreements between member economies.

Through the identification of mutually acceptable registration/licensure requirements for architects,
underpinned by a period of professional experience, registration as an APEC Architect defines a level
of competence that will satisfy designated registration criteria in other participating economies
without further assessment. A host economy may additionally adopt special requirements for the
registration of APEC Architects to address aspects of professional practice unique to that economy.
The Central Council has resolved, as a matter of policy. “to support “the future development of
Sformalized bilateral or mulfilateral agreements for the mutual recognition of architects with other
APEC member economies in appropriate circumstances.” (Honolulu 2004)

Following extensive research and considerable debate by the Steering Committee, all participating
economies have now agreed on a set of criteria that must be satisfied for registration as an APEC
Architect, based on common elements of architectural education, practical training and professional
examination that generally conform with their own professional recognition standards. Each
participating economy has also endorsed a statement of the required ‘Competence of an APEC
Architeet’. Additional assurance of professional competence is provided by the required period of
experience as a practicing architect. Everything is now in place for the Central Council to fulfill its
mandate and establish a formal process for the negotiation of reciprocal recognition arrangements
between participating economies. This will be the key issue for the Central Council at the forthcoming
meeting and members are asked to consider proposals for its introduction.

9.1 Home Economy Recognition Requirements for APEC Architects from
Other Economies

As a starting point it is necessary to clarify the present situation with regard to the decision each
economy has taken to exempt APEC Architects from any of the requirements it imposes on other
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foreign architects secking professional recognition as a registered/licensed architect. As noted under
Ttem 7.1, at the time of writing several Monitoring Committees had not yet posted a statement to this
effect on their websites. As the next meeting will take place eight months after the Register became
operational, it is assumed that all economies will by then have reached a decision on this matter. Each
delegation will be asked to confirm its current policy on professional recognition requirements for
APEC Architects from other sconomies.

The most recent information on this subject was contained in the Survey Applications for
Authorization completed by Monitoring Committees for the last Council meeting. (Summary attached
at APPENDIX 4, p.32). The Survey identified four broad categories of recognition requirements that
would be imposed by wvarious economies on APEC Architects from elsewhere seeking
registration/licensure as an architect.

They are, in order of increasing levels of restriction,

1) Domain specific tests

2) Comprehensive registration examination

3) Period of host economy residence/experience
4) Mandatory cellaboration with local architect

It can be seen from the Survey responses that some economies were able to accept the evidence of
professional competence accorded by registration as an APEC Architect to substantially exempt them
from the assessment procedures and other conditions normally imposed on other foreign architects
applying for professional recognition. Others however, despite their endorsement of the recognition
criteria adopted by the Central Council, have indicated that at this stage they are not in a position to
modify their current recognition procedures for foreign architects to any extent.

Although the ultimate goal of APEC Architect is to reduce or eliminate the need for any further
assessment of APEC Architects from other economies, it 1s understood that some restrictions to trade
in professional services are outside the control of the profession. It is also possible that the process of
amending current regulatory provisions to accommodate APEC Architect principles may not yet have
been completed in some participating economies. However the Survey result does present as
something of a contradiction. Whilst no obligation is placed on any participating economy to enter
into a reciprocal arrangement with another economy, it is the expected outcome of the APEC
Architect project, implicit in the endorsement by all participating economies of the mutually accepted
APEC Architect criteria.

9.2 Proposed Reciprocal Recognition Framework

It is evident from the information available that there are differences in the extent to which regulatory
authorities are able to liberalize their present requirements. The Central Council must therefore accept
this reality and formulate a reciprocal recognition framework for APEC Architects that will
accommodate these differences and provide opportunities for all economies to establish reciprocal
arrangements at an appropriate level.

In order to do so it is proposed that the Central Council utilize the categories of professional
recognition set out above to form the basis of a multi-level Reciprocal Recognition Framework (RRF).
The Framework would operate on the straightforward principle that participating economies that have
subscribed to the same category of recognition requirements for APEC Architects have, in doing so,
defined a level of mutual recognition. By establishing an ordered process for these commitments to be
recorded and monitored, APEC Architect will be able to create a formal, multi-level, reciprocal
recognition process appropriate to the varied needs and capacity of all participating economies.

81



Reciprocal Recognition Options

To determine the realities of the current situation and its potential for reciprocal agreement, each
economy that has now launched its section of the APEC Architect Register will be asked at the
meeting to nominate the most liberal of the four categories of professional recognition requirements
identified in the Survey that it is prepared to offer APEC Architects from other economies.

Possible outcomes:

1. Reciprocity between each economy committed to the same category of professional
recognition requirements will, by definition, be established. (It is recognised that variations
may arise between domestic authorities within some economies and the eircumstances in which
they oceur would be noted and, if necessary. excluded from the commitment).

[

It is probable that most economies would be reluctant to enter into a reciprocal agreement that did
not entitle their own architects to similar reductions in the barriers to recognition to those which
they themselves were offering other APEC Architects. In this situation, to maintain a reciprocal
basis for the assessment of applicants from economies that have committed to a more
restrictive category of recognition requirements, it is proposed that economies be given the
option of imposing a similar level of requirements to that of the applicant’s economy.

3. A participating economy may choose to act umilaterally in the foregoing situation, and
accept the imbalance in professional recognition provisions in assessing applicants from an
economy with more restrictive recognition requirements.

4. Mandatory collaboration with local architects is a requirement that precludes the right of
independent practice for APEC Architects, and is thus contrary to APEC Architect objectives.
Because it could not therefore provide a basis for the registration/licensure of an architect in a
participating economy, it is not a viable option for the proposed Reciprocal Recognition
Framework.

Statement of Reciprocal Recognition

The Reciprocal Recognition Framework would consist of a formal declaration by each participating
economy stating:

¢ the most liberal of the three categories of recognition requirements (domain specific rests,
comprehensive registration examination or period of host economy residence/experience) it is
prepared to extend to other participating economies, with any exceptions in particular
circumstances noted.

e whether, as a reciprocal option, it would impose a similar level of requirements on APEC
Architects from economies that have adopted a more restrictive category of recognition
requirements for APEC Architects to those which they themselves apply: or

¢ whether it would act unilaterally in that situation and accept the imbalance of professional
recognition without amending its previously nominated category.

As the reduction of barriers to access to independent practice as a registered architect in other
economies is at the heart of APEC Architect endeavour. it is important that the recognition
requirements of each participating economy are clearly recorded and fully transparent. It is proposed
that a summary of these Reciprocal Recognition Statements would form the Reciproeal Recognition
Framework, to be posted on the APEC Architect Central Council website. Individual Reciprocal
Recognition Statements setting out each economy’s recognition requirements for APEC Architects
from other economies, in the terms described, would also be listed on each Monitoring Committee’s
website.
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Economies could change their recorded recognition requirements for APEC Architects at any time,
according to need, but they would be required to immediately notify the Central Council of such
changes and to report their current status in the six month Monitoring Committee reports to Council.

The commitment of participating economies to the provisions of the proposed APEC Architect
Reciprocal Recognition Framework will prepare the way for completion of formal bilateral or
plurilateral mutual recognition agreements between participating economies, the desired outcome of
the APEC Architect Framework.

Proposal - Item 9.2: APEC Architect Reciprocal Recognition Framework

It is proposed that:
the Central Council introduce a Reciprocal Recognition Framework to provide a structured basis for
the reciprocal recognition of APEC Architects from all participating economies.

It is proposed that:

1. the Framework to be based on the following three categories of professional recognition

requirements

1) Domain specific tests

2) Comprehensive registration examination

3) Period of host econamy residence/experience

cach economy nominate the most liberal of the three categories of professional recognition

requirements it is prepared to offer APEC Architects from other economies:

3. in order to maintain a reciprocal basis for the assessment of applicants from economies that have
comimitted to a more restrictive category of recognition requirements, an economy may choose to
impose a similar level of requirements to that of the applicant’s economy;

4, the commitments made by each economy to categories of professional recognition to be recorded

in standard format on each Monitoring Committee website and summarized as the Reciprocal

Recognition Framework on the APEC Architect Central Council website;

any changes to an economy’s professional recognition requirements to be notified immediately to

the Central Couneil;

6. participating economies with similar reciprocal recognition commitments consider negotiation of
bilateral mutual recognition agreements in the near future.

[ ]

L

9.3 The UIA Accord and Practice in a Host Nation

On various occasions delegations have referred to the International Union of Architects (UIA) policy
of ‘Practice in a Host Nation’ (PHN) and its possible relevance for APEC Architect objectives.
Practice in a Host Nation requires that “architects providing architectural services on a project in a
country in which they are not registered must collaborate with a local architect to ensure that proper
and effective understanding is given to legal, environmental, cultural and heritage factors™. The policy
was introduced some years ago when opportunities for the export of architectural services were
expanding and collaboration with local architects was seen as a means of providing some assurance
that local issues were addressed by foreign architects in the host country.

Working in voluntary collaboration with local architects is obviously a useful arrangement and often
the preferred option for architects undertaking commissions in other countries. It is a matter for
individual negotiation between the parties involved and does not need a framework such as APEC
Architect to underpin it. However it should be noted that the ULA PHN policy requires architects
providing services in a country ‘in which they are not registered’ to collaborate with local architects.
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APEC Architect on the other hand has been created to facilitate the process by which architects
become registered or licensed in a host APEC economy to enable them to provide independent
professional services. PHN and APEC Architect policies are aimed at achieving quite different
objectives and the former has no direct relevance for APEC Architect.

It is essential for any architect working in a different society to have informed advice on the host
country’s legal and cultural requirements. Collaboration is only one of several ways to obtain it.
Perhaps the defining characteristic of any registered profession is that the service provider is
accountable both professionally and legally for work performed. A compulsory requirement for
collaboration with local architects reduces this accountability and it is in conflict APEC Architect
principles by denying foreign architects the right to independent practice in the host country.

The APEC Architect framework, and the APEC HRDWG strategic priority of facilitating the mobility
of qualified persons by developing a means for the mutual recognition of skills and qualifications on
which it is structured, reflect a new phase in the economic growth of the region. The proposals APEC
Architect is developing for reciprocal recognition of architects could be of interest to the UIA as a
potential model for future policies.

ITEM 10 - PROMOTION OF THE APEC ARCHITECT REGISTER

The establishment of the APEC Architect Register is a noteworthy achievement, testimony to the
good will and commitment of all economies that have participated in its creation. An effective process
has been created to overcome barriers currently faced by architects wishing to provide independent
professional services in another economy. Everything is now in place for APEC Architect to prove a
real force for progress, but will it fulfil its potential? If architects are unaware of the opportunities it
offers them, it will fail. The next twelve months will be decisive in establishing registration as an
APEC Architeet as a familiar, respected and well subseribed gateway for architects undertaking
projects throughout the APEC region.

Tt is therefore of some concern that after six months of existence, with the exception of one economy
that has succeeded in registering over 300 APEC Architects, at the time of writing the websites
indicate that a total of only 16 architects appear to have been admitted to the APEC Architect Register
in the other participating economies. Obviously this is not enough to sustain the framework and the
Central Council is now asked, as a matter of urgency. to consider strategies for promotion of the
Register so that it receives maximum exposure, both domestically and internationally.

For the Register to succeed the benefits it offers must be widely recognized and valued. Architects
wishing to provide professional services in another economy must see clear and immediate
advantages in registration as an APEC Architect. The Register must also be held in good standing as a
reliable directory of professionals of a known level of competence, if it is to retain the confidence of
regulatory authorities and clients alike. Delegations will be invited to discuss proposals for promoting
the benefits of registration as an APEC Architect and to contribute suggestions based on their own
experiences.

As a way of making architects aware of the increased opportunities for access to independent practice
in other economies, and the potential reduction in time and establishment costs available to APEC
Architects, it i1s suggested that Monitoring Committees might enlist the help of professional
associations to publicize the APEC Architect Register by including a regular report on its purpose and
activities in the association’s communications with its architect members. Consideration might also be
given to distributing an information leaflet on APEC Architect to all registered/licensed architects in
each economy.
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Regulatory authorities need to be aware that there are also potential benefits for them in the reduction
of the resource intensive work of examining foreign architects for professional recognition and an
information leaflet could be distributed to members of these authorities who may not have direct
access to information on APEC Architect.

Tt might also be helpful to engage the support of international architectural organizations, both the
UIA and regional associations, as a matter of potential interest to their members. With its emphasis on
the reduction of barriers to independent practice in other economies, APEC Architect has direct
relevance to present day needs and its policies and application could prove of considerable interest to
these organizations.

Finally, now that the Register is operational: it will be important to discuss with the APEC
organization itself what benefits might be available to APEC Architects through the Business Travel
Card system or similar facilities

All delegations are invited to share their experiences in promoting the APEC Architect Register and to
put forward any suggestions that may be helpful to members.

PROPOSAL - Item 10: Promotion

It is proposed that:

® professional associations of architects be requested by Monitoring Committees to regularly
circulate information on APEC Architect to their members:

* an information note on the function and operation of the APEC Architect Register be distributed
to all registered/licensed architects in each economy and to regulatory authority members to
inform them of its existence and purpose:

® the Secretariat inform the UTA and other regional associations of architects of APEC Architect
Register and its benefits:

s advice be sought by the Secretariat from the APEC organization on any APEC initiatives that
might serve APEC Architect purposes.

ITEM 11 — APPOINTMENT OF THE SECRETARIAT

Chinese Taipet’s term of office as Secretariat will conclude on the 31 December 2006. Monitoring
Committees have already received an outline of the projected workload for the incoming Secretariat
and offers are now sought from participating economies to act as Secretariat for the Central Couneil,
under the terms of reference and for the period agreed by the Council, commencing the 1¥ JTanuary
2007.

The APEC Architect framework cannot operate without a Secretariat to conduct Council business and
coordinate administration of the decentralized sections of the Register. The option of establishing a
permanent Secretariat funded by participating economies is not available to APEC because it is not
possible to operate such an organization on a voluntary basis. The solution of voluntary rotation that
has been adopted by the Central Council is therefore a practical and effective response to this unique
circumstance. It will however only work if member economies accept the implied obligation to take
their turn, if at all possible. This will be more difficult for smaller economies with fewer resources and
APEC Architect policy has taken this into account by making provision for participating economies to
be exempted from the Secretariat obligation at their request.
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It is hoped therefore that an offer will be received at this meeting to carry on the work of Chinese
Taipei and Australia that has preceded it. However it may be helpful to economies if a struetured
system of rotation were introduced so they would know in advance what commitments to plan for. If
any economy is genuinely unable to carry out the functions of the Secretariat, it could advise the
Central Council of its circumstance and request to be exempted from the obligation. The opinion of
the Council is sought on the merit of introducing a formal system for the rotation of the Secretariat
function between economies.

ACTION — Item 11: Offer to Act as the Next Secretariat

Offers to undertake the role of Secretariat for the Central Couneil in its second term of office are
requested from participating economies.

The Central Council to consider introduction of a structured system of rotation for economies to act as
Secretariat to the Central Couneil, subject to exemption in particular circumstances, on request.

ITEM 12 — ANY OTHER BUSINESS

Delegates are mvited to raise any matter not on the Agenda that they wish to bring to the attention of
the Central Council, for discussion and resolution if necessary.

ITEM 13 - SUMMARY CONCLUSIONS

131 Adoption of the Summary Conclusions

Central Council members are asked to agree the draft Summary Conclusions reached in the course of
the meeting on the matters under consideration.

Note: Adoption of the Summary Conclusions will be subject to endorsement by the appropriate
authorities of participating economies. In view of the maximum two yearly intervals between Central
Council meetings, endorsement will be requested by the Seeretariat within three months of the
meeting so that decisions taken by the Central Council in Mexico City may be acted upon.

13.2 Operations Manual
Central Council members are asked to agree to the amendment of the Operations Manual to

incorporate the decisions taken by the Central Council at this meeting, following their endorsement by
participating economies.

ITEM 14 — NEXT MEETING OF THE CENTRAL COUNCIL

The next meeting of the Central Council must be held within two years of this meeting. Offers to host
the meeting will be requested from participating economies

Note: It was agreed at the Tokyo meeting that Monitoring Committees would share the Central
Council meeting expenses through a per-delegate registration fee if requested by the host economy.
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ACTION - Item 14: Next meeting of the Central Council

The Central Council to determine the date and venue of the next APEC Architect meeting. Offers to
host the meeting will be requested from participating economies

87



APPENDIX 1

SUMMARY CONCLUSIONS
Second Provisional Council / First Central Council Meeting
31 May /1 June 2005 — Tokyo Japan

ITEM 4: PROVISIONAL COUNCIL NOMINATIONS

The Provisional Council receives the nominated representatives of Provisional Monitoring
Comumittees as its members. The list of nominees to the Provisional Council and the organizations that
nominated them is attached at APPENDIX 1 of the Meeting Summary.

ITEM 5: AUTHORIZATION OF PROVISIONAL MONITORING COMMITTEES

The following Provisional Monitoring Committess have been accorded authorization by the
Provisional Counecil.

Australia, Canada, People’s Republic of China, Hong Kong China, Japan, Malaysia. Republic of
Mexico, New Zealand, Republic of the Philippines, Chinese Taipei. Thailand, United States of
America.

ITEM 6: CONSTITUTION OF THE APEC ARCHITECT CENTRAL COUNCIL

The Central Council has been declared constituted.

ITEM 7: APEC ARCHITECT REGISTER DATABASES AND WEBSITES
Item 7.1: APEC Architect Register Databases, Monitoring Committee Websites

The Central Council agrees that:

Each Monitoring Committee website is to include

- Brief introductory statement

- Access to the list of APEC Architects in that economy

- Information for registration as an APEC Architect and document download

- A statement of home economy recognition requirements for APEC Architects from other economies

The Central Council also agrees that:
Registration numbers assigned to APEC Architects by Monitoring Committees consist of a two-letter
abbreviation of the name of the home economy, followed by a five digit number.

Australia AU
Canada CA
People’s Republic of China CN
Hong Kong, China HK
Japan P
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Republic of Korea KR

Malaysia MY
Mexico MX
New Zealand NZ
Republic of the Philippines PH
Singapore SG
Chinese Taipei CT
Thailand TH
United States of America us

Item 7.2: Central Council Website

The Central Council confirms the overall content and layout of the Central Council website model.

ITEM 8: DOCUMENTATION
Item 8.1: Record of 7 Year Period of Professional Experience as an Architect

The Central Council agrees that

1. The previous requirement that APEC Architects must have practiced within the preceding two
years be extended to require them to have practiced ‘in a position of professional responsibility’
within the preceding two years to ensure currency of adequate experience.

[ 2]

The Central Council amend as required, and adopt as a minimum, the substance of the draft
‘Record of Seven Year Period of Professional Experience as a Registered/Licensed Architect’
attached at APPENDIX 3 of the Meeting Summary.

Item 8.2: Application for Registration as an APEC Architect

The Central Council adopts, as a minimum, the substance of the draft ‘Application for Registration as
an APEC Architect’ attached at APPENDIX 4 of the Meeting Summary.

Item 8.3: APEC Architect Identification Card and Certificate

The Central Council agrees that;

An APEC Architect Identification Card and Certificate be issued by the home Monitoring Committee
on behalf of the Central Council, in accordance with a standard design, to all architects admitted to the
APEC Architect Register, bearing the architect’s name, name of the home economy, and date and
currency of APEC Architect registration.

Item 8.4: Operations Manual

The Central Council ratifies the Operations Manual, amended to incorporate decisions taken by the
Council during the course of the meeting, as the base reference document for APEC Architect policy
and procedures.

Item 8.5: Presentation / Language of Documents

The Central Council agrees that each economy is free to use the language of the home economy and
any other language of choice, however, required information must also be provided in English.
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ITEM 9: LETTER OF SUPPORT FROM GOVERNMENTS

The Central Council agrees that;

The earlier resolution by the Provisional Council at its first meeting to seek a letter of support from
governments for dissemination among all Monitoring Committees is no longer an appropriate option,
and that 1t be withdrawn.

ITEM 10: LAUNCH OF THE APEC ARCHITECT REGISTER

The Central Council declared the date on which the APEC Architect Register will become operational
as 19 September 2005, Economies are free to begin accepting applications before, although actual
registration as an APEC Architect will not begin until the official date of 19 September 2005. The
Monitoring Committee web sites should be operational on this date as well.

ITEM 11: FUNDING AND FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT OF APEC ARCHITECT
FRAMEWORK

The Central Council agrees that;
1. Monitoring Committees would share Central Council meeting expenses, through a per-delegate
registration fee, if requested by the host economy:

2. Secretariats will provide budgetary and resource information, on their terms of office
administering the established APEC Architect framework, to the Central Council at its following
meeting, for the guidance of participating economies in establishing future financial strategies;

ITEM 12: CENTRAL COUNCIL OPERATIONS PROGRAM

The Central Council agrees that;

1. Except as modified by this meeting, participating economies put into effect the Summary
Conclusions adopted at the previous meeting for Promotion of the APEC Architect framework, as
soon as possible;

[ ]

all Monitoring Committees immediately notify the Council of any changes to professional
recognition requirements in their economies that might conflict with APEC Architect eriteria and
policy, as recorded in Section 2 of the Operations Manual:

3. the Secretariat circulate advice of such changes to all Monitoring Committees, and consult as
necessary, for resolution by the Central Council at the following meeting;

4, Monitoring Committees be required to submit a brief survey report to the Secretariat on a date to
be determined by the Secretariat at six month intervals on their APEC Architect registration

activities for the period, for circulation to all participating economies;

5 At three month intervals, the Secretariat post an update of its activities and any relevant
developments on the Central Council website and distribute it to Monitoring Committees;

6 The APEC Architect Secretariat maintain regular dialogue with the APEC Secretariat.
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ITEM 13: ANY OTHER BUSINESS

The Central Council agrees that;
1. When ready, Korea and Singapore notify the Secretariat that they have formed a Provisional
Monitoring Cominittee.

[ 2]

Both Economies submit completed Survey Application and additional information, as well as the
names of nominees to the Central Council, to the Secretariat.

3. On receipt of the required documents completed correctly and in full, the Secretariat will advise
the authorized monitoring committees of the Central Council of the acceptance of Korea and
Singapore.

4, The Secretariat shall circulate all information to the authorized monitoring committees of the
Central Council.

ITEM 14: SUMMARY CONCLUSIONS

The Central Council agrees that;

In view of the two yearly intervals between Central Council meetings, endorsement by the authorised
Monitoring Committees of the Summary Conclusions of this meeting to be notified to the Secretariat
within three months of receipt so that decisions taken by the Central Council in Tokyo may be acted
upon.

ITEM 15: ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS — THE SECRETARIAT

The Central Council agrees that;
The appointment of the next Secretariat is to be decided at the next meeting unless an offer is received
in the interim.

ITEM 16: NEXT MEETING OF THE CENTRAL COUNCIL

The Central Council has determined the next APEC Architect meeting will be held in Mexico City in
May or June of 2006 with the exact date to be determined by Mexico.
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APPENDIX 2

FULL NAME
Asia-Pacific ECONOMY
Economic Cooperation  AA00001
09.2007

APEC ARCHITECT
N /

}— 8.50 cm —I

4 N

The bearer of this card is an architect
in good standing. enrolled on the APEC Architect Register
which are maintained jointly by
the member economies.

SIGNATURE OF THE BEARER
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Chapter 3 (a:3): Business Services: Architectural

Section Improvements Implemented Current Entry Requirements Further Improvements Planned
Since Last IAP

Operational [Describe all changez made fo [What are the primary di ic regi ¥ rEqUiT that [Are thers reviews, new policy

Requirements aperational requirements since the apply fo both domestic and foreign sernvice il i i directi or forfh i izlation that

Iast IAF was prepared]

Where available, provide links to
detailz in other websifes]

operafional standards, codes of practice, capital adebuscy
requirementz 7]

[Provide links to detaii.

in other websites]

[Provide a contact point for further details]

will directly impact on eﬁ’e industry
structure and operafion?]

Licensing and
Qualificati

[Describe all changez made fo
- ing and .

Requirements of
Service Providers

[What are the i itz for li ing and
e secfor or within specific industries (for both firms and

Scrozs

quil tz of service providers
since the laef IAF wasz preparad]

Where available, provide links to
detailz in other websifes]

inafivi: gervice providers) 7]

[What are the reguired educati [, g or exp
ificati for service i * Are there any
ify/residency requirs te]f

[Provide links to detaiis in other websites]

[Provide a contact point for further defailz]

[Are thers reviews, new policy

directions or forth ing legizlation that
will directly impact on the industry
structure and operafion?]

Foreign Entry

[Describe all changes made fo foreign
entry in thiz sector gince the last [AP
was prepared]

Where available, provide links to
detailz in other websifes]

[What are the addit = qui t= for farsign entry

[Are thers reviews, new policy
diracti or forth i izlation that

into this industry or sector, i iing for
profits, quotas, economic needs fests, fechnology fransfer and
training reguirementz 7]

[Provide links to detaiis in other websites]

[Provide a contact point for further defailz]

will directly impact on the industry
structure and operafion?]

Discriminatory
Treatment / MFN

[Describe all changez made fo
digeriminatory treatment/MFN in this
sector since the last IAP was
prepared]

Where available, provide links to
detailz in other websifes]

[What are the sdditi (EL Gl te for
into this industry or secfor? Are there any provisions, which
isCHt bef ' fic and foreign suppiisrs?]

iz there MFN freatment in thiz sector (e.g. sub-regional
arrangement]. Are there any measures or reguiations which are
i i t with the MFN pringi . If 30, why iz MFN applied
hedule for ing theze irez?]

and iz there &

[Provide links to detaiis in other websites]

[Provide a contact point for further defails]

[Are thers reviews, new policy

directions or forth ing legizlation that
will directly impact on the industry
structure and operafion?]
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APPENDIX 4

E. PROFESSIONAL RECOGNITION REQUIREMENTS FOR APEC ARCHITECTS FROM OTHER ECONOMIES

BARRIERS TO ACCESS TO INDEPENDENT PRACTICE AS AN ARCHITECT IN ANOTHER APEC ECONOMY

ECONOMY

NONE

DOMAIN
SPECIFIC
EXAMINATION

PROFESSIONAL
PRACTICE
EXAMINATION

COMPREHENSIVE
EXAMINATION

PERIOD OF HOST
ECONOMY
RESIDENCE

COLLABORATION
WITH LOCAL
ARCHITECT

Australia

Canada

Temporary license

(Full registration)

Temporary license

PR China

May be varied by bilateral agreement

Haong Kong China

One year

Japan

To be decided

Malaysia

Not applicable

Mexico

None

New Zealand

Philippines

Chinese Taipei

Thailand

To be determined

The US

[ Temporary license
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SUMMARY CONCLUSIONS
Second Central Council Meeting
23/24 May, Mexico City, Republic of Mexico

ITEM 6 — CONSTITUTION OF THE CENTRAL COUNCIL

Item 6.1: Matters Arising from the First Meeting of the Central Council

On the recommendation of the Secretariat, the Central Council accorded authorization to the newly
formed Monitoring Committees of Korea and Singapore and received their representatives as member
of the Central Council.

Iltem 6.2: Authorization of Newly Formed Monitoring Committees

The Central Council agrees that:

Future applications for the authorization of newly-formed Monitoring Committees to be assessed and
determned by the Secretariat subject to their completion of the Survey Application for Authorization
and submission of required additional information on education and accreditation systems, for
subsequent deternination eadersement by the Central Council.

Item 6.3: Central Council Membership

The Central Council received the nominated representatives of the Central Council by Monitoring
Comumittees to its membership.

ITEM 7 — ESTABLISHMENT OF THE APEC ARCHITECT REGISTER
REVIEW OF PROGRESS

Iltem 7.1: Inauguration of the APEC Architect Register

The Central Council agrees that:

* the Central Council confirm the previously agreed Monitoring Committee website and database
guidelines, modified in accordance with any decisions taken at the meeting;

* information on Central Council and Monitoring Committee websites to be updated at maximum
mtervals of six months;

e where possible, economies that have not yet done so to complete their websites in accordance
with Council decisions within the three months following the meeting.

e the Secretariat will advise each economy of any deficiency of their websites.

Iltem 7.2: Documentation

The Central Council agrees that:

# the Council confirm adoption of the structure of the form for the ‘Record of Seven Year Period of
Professional Experience’ as a Registered/Licensed Architect modified to tnclude the four
nominated categories of architectural practice and the structure of the form for the ‘Application
for Registration as an APEC Architect’ as minimum requirementss. modified i accordance with
any decicions taken at the meeting.

* DMonitoring Committees ensure that the variations they introduce to these base documents include
the required minimum information.
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The APEC Architect Certificate of Registration should be of uniform design and that the proposed
layout should be modified to require the signature of the Chair of the member economy Monitoring
Commirtee only, together with the seal of the APEC Architect Central Council. Australia to submit a
revised design of the document to the Central Council for agreement together with a proposal for the
design of the seal.

The proposed ID card design should be adopted by all economies, modified to include the expiration
date on the face of the card and with the wording on the veverse of the card amended to read: “The
bearer of this card is an architect enrolled on the APEC Architect Register which is maintained
Jointly by the member economies.”

Item 7.3: Monitoring Committee Reports to Council

The Central Council agrees that:
As a quality assurance measure, the Central Council adopt a standard format for the six month
Monitoring Committee reports to the Central Couneil.

ITEM 8 — CENTRAL COUNCIL ADMINISTRATION

The Central Council received the report of the Secretariat on its experience in administering the
business of the Counecil in its first term of office.

ITEM 9 — APEC ARCHITECT RECIPROCAL RECOGNITION FRAMEWORK
Iltem 9.2: APEC Architect Reciprocal Recognition Framework

The Central Council agrees that:
The Central Council introduce a Reciprocal Recognition Framework to provide a structured basis for
the reciprocal recognition of home economies registration requirements e for APEC Architects from

Jforeign allpartieipating economies.

1.  the Framework to be based on the following three categories of professional recognition of
registration requirements
1) Domain specific assessment
2) Comprehensive registration examination
3) Period of host economy residence/experience

The Central Council notes that some participating economies do not yet provide for the independent
practice of architects from other economies. It is understood that they will work rovwards liberalizing
their curvent restrictions in the nem'ﬂrr:rf'e.

2.  each economy nominated the most liberal of the three categories of professional regismation
reeegaition requirements it is prepared to offer APEC Architects from other economies:

3. in order to maintain a reciprocal basis for the assessment of applicants from economies that have
committed to a more restrictive category of registration/certification reeegaition requirements,
an economy may choose to impose a similar level of requirements to that of the applicant’s
economy;

the commitments made by each economy to categories of professional registration/certification
reeegaition to be recorded in standard format on each Monitoring Committee website and

b
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summarized as the Reciprocal Recognition Framework on the APEC Architect Central Council
website;

5. any changes to an economy’s professional registration/certification recogaition requirements to
be notified immediately to the Central Couneil;

6.  participating economies with similar reciprocal recognition commitments consider negotiation
of bilateral mutual recognition agreements in the near future.

ITEM 10 - PROMOTION OF THE APEC ARCHITECT REGISTER

The Central Council agrees that:

s professional associations of architects be requested by Monitoring Committees to regularly
circulate information on APEC Architect to their members;

s an information note on the function and operation of the APEC Architect Register be distributed
disseminated to all registered/licensed architects in each economy and to regulatory authority
members to inform them of its existence and purpose;

s the Secretariat inform the UILA and the other regional associations of architects of APEC Architect
Register and its benefits:

o the Secretariat inform the HRDWG of APEC Architect Register and its benefits;

e advice be sought by the Secretariat from the APEC organization on any APEC initiatives
that might serve APEC Architect purposes.

ITEM 11 — APPOINTMENT OF THE SECRETARIAT

The Central Council agrees that a fee be paid by each participating economy to the secretariat to
contribute to the cost of providing this service. The Council accepts the offer of US delegation
supported by Japan, New Zealand, and Philippines to develop detailed proposals for this purpose. It
also agrees that the US led committee send its proposals for financial contributions to each monitoring
committee by October 2006, each monitoring committee will confirm by 31 December 2006.

The Central Council welcomes the offer of Mexico to act as the next Secretariat from the first day of
January 2007 to December 31 2008, in accordance with receiving financial support of all economies
as previously agreed.

ITEM 12 - ANY OTHER BUSINESS

The Central Council agrees that it must adopt policies to ensure compliance of participating
economies with Central Couneil rules and procedures within an agreed timeframe and that matter be
included in the Agenda for the next Central Couneil meeting.

ITEM 13 —- SUMMARY CONCLUSIONS
Item 13.1: Adoption of the Summary Conclusions

In view of the two yearly intervals between Central Council meetings, endorsement by the authorized
Monitoring Committees of the Summary Conelusions of this meeting to be notified to the Secretariat
within three months of receipt so that decisions taken by the Central Council meeting in Mexico City
may be acted upon.
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ITEM 14 — NEXT MEETING OF THE CENTRAL COUNCIL

The Central Council has determined the next APEC Architect meeting will be held in Vancouver,
Canada in early August of 2008 with the exact date to be determined by Canada.
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