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DAY 1: October 10, 2010

PRE-MEETING EVENT
Signing of the Tri-Lateral Cross-Border Registration Arrangement
(Australia, New Zealand and Singapore)

The Secretary General of the APEC Architect Cerfbalincil informed the delegation
that in July 2010, the economies of Australia, N&saland and Singapore had forged a
tri-lateral, cross-border registration agreemenictviihey would like to sign before the
members of the Central Council during the Fourthtéz Council Meeting.

Before the signing ceremony, there were remarkgeateld:

The National President of the United Architectghad Philippines, Ramon S. Mendoza,
delivered the Welcome Remarks. He noted the predted the APEC Architect Project
had undergone during the last decade and exprdssedope that the Project would
continue to serve as a vehicle for free transmissfdnformation and exchange of views
among its members in many areas of cooperation.exfgessed the hope that the
meetings would turn diversities to strengths, drad they would bridge the gap that kept
economies apart, and eventually unify everyoneasgerity.

The Chair of the Monitoring Committee of Australiandrew Hutson, noted the great
development of the APEC Architect Project startfram its inauguration in Brisbane,

Australia in 2000, as an effective vehicle in fostg international and inter-economic
relationships. He mentioned the bilateral agreem@uistralia had forged with Chinese
Taipei in 2007 and with Japan in 2008 and expregaedralia’s pride in being part of

the first tripartite mutual recognition agreemehte expressed the hope that the
agreement would serve as a trigger and supporbtioer economies to seek similar
agreements.



The Chair of the New Zealand Registered Archit@zdard, Warwick Bell, said that he
was very pleased to sign the tri-lateral agreeraadtthat he appreciated the benefits for
all its signatories. He envisioned a scenario whbeefirst adventurous New Zealand
architect would become registered in Singaporevemald export architectural services
in the Asian Region using Singapore as a launchady This would mean benefits for
New Zealand in the form of foreign exchange eamiaigd new learning brought back by
the architect to the home economy. On the othed Hambelieved that the potential value
of the APEC Architect Project would accrue to tlwstheconomy because it would get
exposed to different perspectives and new ideasghtan by foreign architects.

The President of the Board of Architects, Rita Sbhnked the Architects Accreditation
Council of Australia, the New Zealand Registereahects Board and the Board of
Architects Singapore for bringing to fruition the-lateral agreement. Singapore, she
said, is a strategic hub for business in the gla@sanomy, and as such, had attracted
eminent international architects who had workeddhaboration with local architects in
redefining Singapore’s city skyline. At the sammdi locally registered architects had
spread their wings beyond Singapore’'s shores anduped projects of note in the
international arena. Singapore intends to seekaimirangements with other economies
to promote wider mobility of architects, and toiehrthe professional experience in the
guest for a cleaner and greener living environrf@amthe future generation.

The members of the Central Council of the econorofe8ustralia, New Zealand and
Singapore were then invited on stage to witnessit@ng of the Tri-lateral Agreement
by the president/chair of their respective architecreditation board/council.

A photo documentation of the event was held aftestaia

The Script and Seating Arrangement for this pretimgevent is attached as:
Pre-Meeting Annex A

MEETING PROPER

Participating Delegations:

Republic of the Philippines (Chair),

Australia, Canada, People’s Republic of China, H&ogg China, Japan, Republic of
Korea, Malaysia, Republic of Mexico, New ZealandepBblic of the Philippines,
Singapore, Chinese Taipei, and Thailand.

Unable to Attend: United States of America

Item 1: Welcome to Delegates

The Chair, Armando Alli extended welcome to theedates of all participating
economies attending the meeting and called theimgetet order.



The Chair acknowledged the presence of the ecomoafidustralia, Canada, People’'s
Republic of China, Hong Kong China, Japan, ReputfiKorea, Malaysia, Republic of
Mexico, New Zealand, Republic of the Philippinesngapore, Chinese Taipei, and
Thailand.

The Secretary General informed the Council thateabenomy of the United States of
America is unable to attend. Their attendance ef WhA Commission on Professional
Practice Meeting in Paris is one, among other megsuf their inability to attend.

ltem 2: APEC Meeting Procedures

The Chair discussed briefly the APEC meeting praoesi and reviewed some protocols
to be observed:

APEC is a grouping of economies, not countriessésh, they shall be referred
to as “member economies” or “economies”

At present, there are 14 participating economiethénAPEC Architect Project.
There are three (3) seats assigned to each patti@pAPEC economy. Only
delegates occupying such seats may speak or inediging the meeting. Other
delegates who wish to speak or intervene must gcthgse assigned seats. .

Interventions or contributions are totally voluntaiThe Chair of the meeting
shall recognize the delegates who raise their nalates or stand them on one
end.

When acknowledging a delegation’s wish to spealntarvene, the Chair shall
only call out the name of the economy and not #leghte’s name.

The delegation leader generally speaks. He/sheaathyn another member of
their delegation to speak or intervene. Delegates expected to comment
constructively.

When speaking, delegates must address the Chiie ofieeting.

Exchange of business cards is a common practiéd?lBC meetings. Business
cards are usually exchanged using both hands.

Gift-giving is not customary practice in APEC megs. As Asians, however,
friendship and culture may be expressed througbngjts.

Item 3: Adoption of the Agenda
References:
Annex 1: Original Agenda
Annex la: Revised Agenda

Note:
10-10-10", a fun run to raise funds for the rehdilion of the Pasig River was held in
the general vicinity of the SMX Convention Centiee, venue of the"™4APEC Architect
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Central Council Meeting. Participated in by arouhi6,000 people, it clogged the roads
leading to the venue. The organizers of eventsldddb delay the start of the meeting by
two hours. A Revised Agenda was prepared forntloenteeting days (October 10, 2010,
from 11:00 A.M. to 8:00 P.M., and October 11, 26&0n 9:00 A.M. to 1:00 P.M.)

The Chair called attention to the Revised Agenda r@viewed the coverage of Day 1
and Day 2 of the meeting. He explained that thenCibumay have to meet up to as late
as 8:00 P.M. on Day 1 because Day 2 must conclade0® P.M. because some
delegations must leave immediately afterwards tohctineir flight out of Manila.

The Chair called for suggestions and amendmentthéoRevised Agenda. Mexico
requested to make a presentation on COP 16 Cowctereenbe held in Cancun. The
request for a presentation was accepted and waulttim 13 in the Revised Agenda for
presentation on Day 2.

The Revised Agenda was adopted as amended.

Item 4: Confirmation of the Meeting Summary of the Third APEC
Architect Central Council Meeting.
Reference:
Annex 2: Amended Page 24 of the Meeting Summary
of the Third Central Council Meeting

Malaysia requested that the names of their delsgBt&to Esa Mohamed, Mr. Boon Che
Wee, and Ms. Tan Pei-Ing be listed on page 24.

Singapore suggested that Appendix 1 (List of Cénreuncil Delegates from each
Economy) and Appendix 2 (Members of the Central i@durom the Nominees to the
Monitoring Committee of Economies) be updated.

The Meeting Summary of the Third Central Councileteg held in Vancouver, Canada
was approved as corrected and modified.

Item 5: Constitution of the Central Council
5.1 Applications to form New Monitoring Committee

The Secretary General reported that there are mo agplications to form new
Monitoring Committees from other APEC economieswideer, the Secretariat, through
the Submission Form in the APEC Architect Websid received numerous inquiries on
how to become an APEC Architect coming from botHipigating and non-participating
economies.

Singapore made the observation that there are ECAdtonomies and so, there are still
7 economies that are not participants in the APEChikect Project. For the record, the
Chair enumerated these 7 economies: Brunei Daamsdlhile, Indonesia, Papua New
Guinea, Peru, Russia, and Viet Nam.



The Secretary General reported that Peru and PdpuaGuinea had each attended a
meeting of the APEC Architect Project in the past.

It was agreed that the next Secretariat will intitese non-members to the next Central
Council meeting, especially Peru and Papua New é&uio reawaken their interest to
join the APEC Architect Project.

5.2 Central Council Membership
References:
Annex 3: Attendance of the Fourth Central Coungieting
Annex 4: Membership of the Central Council
(As Updated in October, 2010)

Each economy was requested to read the names ahé¢nebers of their delegation
attending the Fourth Central Council Meeting foirgimto the official record.

The Secretary General requested that each econabmitsthe updated list of the
member representatives to the Central Council usiffgrm designed to capture the
information desired for the database of the Cel@mlincil Secretariat.

The Secretary General reported that although USsable to attend the meeting, they
have sent the updated list of their representativéise Central Council as follows:

Kenneth J. Naylor, AIA (NCARB) — Head of Delegatio
Scott C. Veazey, AIA (NCARB)

Lenore M. Lucey, FAIA (NCARB) — Contact Person
Stephen Nutt, AIA (NCARB)

George H. Miller, FAIA (AIA)

Clark D. Manus, FAIA (AIA)

Jeffrey Potter, FAIA (AlA)

Suzanna Wight Kelley, AlA (AIA)

Item 6: Review of Progress of the APEC Architect Rgister
6.1: Update on the APEC Architect Register

Each economy was requested to report on the pogifethe APEC Architect Register.
The economies reported on the number of APEC Aectdtthey have enrolled in the
APEC Architect Register as follows:

Australia:

There were 9 applications received since last tefitvere are now a total of 16
currently in the registry.

Canada:

There were no applications received since lastrtefpbe number stands at 6.
China:

The total number is 77.

Hong Kong China:

There was 1 new application received since lagirtephe total is now 36.
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Japan:

The total is 364 as of September, 2010

Korea:

From the last report of 259, the number dropped7® because many did not
find the APEC Architect title beneficial to themuiing the next round, 42 out of
55 applicants were registered; so in all, therecareently 214 in the registry.
Malaysia:

The total remains at 8 since last Central Couneietihg.

Mexico:

The total is 73, with 50 more in process.

New Zealand:

There was 1 new application; the total is now 3.

Philippines:

After 4 rounds of applications and evaluation, ¢here now 40 in the registry.
Singapore:

Singapore has not started to process any applisatio will first conduct an
awareness campaign for architects to realize thpoiitance of the Project. But
since Singapore has recently signed the tri-lagatement with Australia and
New Zealand, it will now start processing applioas to the Registry.

Chinese Taipei:

The total is 90.

Thailand:

The number is 0. Foreign practice is a sensitisedasn ThailandHowever, local
collaboration may be an acceptable arrangement rude Reciprocal
Recognition Framework and on this basis, it mightgmssible to launch the
project successfully in Thailand.

It was agreed that each economy would continuelto@ate and forward the concept of
the APEC Architect as committed by each econontljeastart of the Project.

6.2 Adoption of APEC Architect Formats

The Chair requested the economies to report om #ugption of the APEC Architect
formats for the Registration Certificate and thenidfication Card.

Australia has adopted the formats.

Canadahas adopted the formats.

China has recently adopted the designed formats andssille them very soon
to their 77 APEC Architects.

Hong Kong China has adopted the formats of the Professional Espeei Form
and the Registration Certificate. They have yetptont and distribute the
Identification Cards.

Japan has adopted the formats.

Korea has adopted the formats

Malaysia has adopted the formats.

Mexico is making the change and will adopt the formats.

Philippines has adopted the formats; in addition, they alse gut medallions to
their new APEC Architects.

Singaporewill adopt the formats when it starts implementihg Project.
Chinese Taipeihas issued Registration Certificates in the otthft designed by
them when they were the Secretariat of the Ce@taincil. However, they have
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adopted the new format and have also issued themgh they have yet to print
the Identification Cards. The economy reports ayveftrict procedure in
evaluating applications. Chinese Taipei broughthgidea of working out the
validity of the APEC Architect Identification Cardpr use in the APEC
Architect entry lanes at Immigration of the intefaaal airports of participating
economies.

Thailand will adopt the formats but they will use the ThHahguage for the
Registration Certificates and the Identificatiorrdza

Malaysia noted the formal recognition rites for thew APEC Architects of the
Philippines held the previous night and the medadli given to them. He expressed
support for the idea of the medallion as an addktidoken or symbol of recognition and
wondered if it can be adopted by other economies.

The Secretary General reported that like the Riiiligs, some economies do give
additional tokens, but smaller ones like APEC Atti pins.

The Chair said that interested economies might viisltexamine the design of the
Philippines for its medallion. However, he saidtthas really up to each economy to
decide on the design or on whether or not to diese¢ additional tokens at all.

On the matter of the APEC Architect Identificati@Qard being valid for entry in the
APEC entry lanes at Immigration, the Chair said thés a matter worth pursuing and
discussing in future meetings of the Council.

6.3 Monitoring Committee Reports to the Council

The Secretary General reported that to date nooseprhas submitted its Monitoring
Committee Report which should have been submitteeryesix months following
protocols and policies. Prior to the Fourth Centaluncil Meeting, Secretariat has
written all economies to bring their Report for mission during the Meeting.

The Secretary General commented that the format theksame question each time and
so, at intervals of six months, economies might m@¢e new matters to report. She
commented that the Council might have to decideaomore realistic interval for
submission of reports.

Malaysia made the observation that during the twervening years between the Third
and Fourth Central Council Meetings, there seernduktlittle communication between
the Secretariat and the member economies. Malaysiggested increasing
communication through some means or vehicles.

Canada suggested that a more proactive commumnicatimng member economies be
established.

Hong Kong China suggested that economies shouldaat receive an email or some
bulletins on a half-yearly basis so that they wdudnformed of what is going on.

The Secretary General noted that there is indeeghicle through which member

economies may communicate. She reported that Memoma No. 2009-01 sent by
Secretariat to all economies informed them of aen¢h of a newly designed website
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with address: www.apecarchitects.org. The econorhaas been requested to send a
picture of the skyline of a city which they woul#d to be featured in the website and
were also requested to submit news items aboubBEC Architect and related events

within their economy to be featured in the websitiee submission of New Zealand of a

night scene of the city of Wellington and its sugsion of news articles was noted by
Secretariat. The Secretary General also reportdath the upcoming host economy of
the Secretariat of the Central Council, New Zealhad expressed the intention of not
changing the design of the website and to commtaigdh the current webmaster for its

transfer.

People’'s Republic of China suggested that repoota £conomies be on yearly intervals
and for Secretariat to summarize these reportdistribution to economies.

Hong Kong China supported China’s suggestion fgealy interval despite the previous
agreement in the Central Council Meeting in Vanesuer the reports to be every six
months. Hong Kong China has had in fact only ong AREC Architect application in
12 months and thus supports an annual reporting.

Japan reported that their procedures are on arasié and thus, an annual reporting
would suit their system better.

After deliberations, the Council unanimously comedrwith the resolution of China for
reports to be submitted annually instead of everyn®nths.

The Council also unanimously concurred with thelg#on of Canada for reports to be
submitted on the 3Dof June of every year.

Item 7: Update on Procedures for Non-Complying Ecoomy
Reference:
Annex 5: Draft Course of Action for
Non-Compliance with Council Rules

In behalf of the economies of Singapore and Meltat are also members of the
committee designated for the task, Malaysia redodte the course of actions for non-
compliance of economies with Council rules.

Malaysia presented the following thoughts on th&enaf non-compliance to rules:

e There are different levels and types of non-conmgka— some are administrative
which are easily resolved, while some are fundaatestich are more difficult
to resolve.

* Some examples of non-compliance are:

0 Non-submission of reports and non-payment of ancoatribution to
the host economy serving as Secretariat are adnaitive and may be
resolved easily by reminders.

0 More restrictive measures in the recognition of APA&rchitects which
are in contravention with agreed APEC criteria isfumdamental
violation and is therefore more difficult to reselv



* It is unlikely that APEC economies would delibehatdeviate from APEC rules
unless under unavoidable circumstances, knowing shah deviation would
result in a breakaway from the group, which is thet spirit of APEC. However,
persistent violations by economies are a greateronand must be dealt with
accordingly.

» Depending on their seriousness, the Council maiddean such extreme actions
as expulsion of the economy, or deregistratiomoAREC Architect.

» A possible process for an errant economy might be:

0 Secretariat to seek clarification from alleged etreconomy;

0 Peer evaluation to be done by another economy gpbally close to
the errant economy (example: Singapore-MalaysiaxiddeUnited
States of America). This consists of a visit of ément economy by the
peer evaluators to verify if there is a prima-facise of deviations
committed;

o A Work Group in charge of disciplinary matters te Hormally
constituted within the Council to deliberate on thatter;

0 The Work Group to report to the Council duringriggular meetings on
all facets of the case;

0 The Council to take action.

» A possible process for an errant APEC Architecthhlzg:

o Complaint to be submitted to the host economy;

o Local registration board to investigate and actrencomplaint;

o0 Local punitive actions against the foreign APEC Hiect to be
imposed,;

0 Host economy to notify the Council of its actions.

Philippines made the observation that the mattéondsserious to discuss and decide on
immediately and moved that the issue be calendarediscussion in the 2012 meeting,
thus giving the matter its due length of study time

Australia suggested that since the Draft has bedtem; economies can bring them back
home and submit their comments to the new Secaétdithis way, economies are able to
provide feedback on the Draft as soon as possible.

Canada suggested that a mechanism be put in ptaceder for feedbacks to be
circulated and shared. Canada for one would likeirtderstand fully the meaning of
paragraph 2.4 of the Draft. If the paragraph mehasthe APEC Architect Reciprocal
Recognition Framework (AARRF) is the only basis &mmission in reciprocity, then
Canada has a concern. Canada looks forward torgrogscussion of this matter.

China commented that the Draft is well-done angared. However, it inquired about
punitive action on unreasonable absences of aroegpfrom Council meetings and how
a first, a second, or a third absence will be de@h and considered. China suggested
that the Draft include more of such details.

New Zealand made 3 comments: 1) that with regargsatagraph 2.4, the bilateral and
tri-lateral agreements would play key roles in talationship of economies; 2) that the
idea of “suspension” should be considered in orberbring in the possibility of
negotiation for the return of an errant economy AREC Architect, rather than
considering only permanent “good-byes”; and 3) thethaps, other economies might



wish to join the working group of Malaysia, Singa@paand Mexico in drafting this
document.

Mexico suggested that a group in charge of disuipbe created within each economy
and when a problem of discipline arises, each aogntan send a representative to the
overall Working Group in charge of discipline withthe Council.

Malaysia expressed concurrence with the suggestiofiustralia for the Draft to be
studied by each economy and for comments to be m\dkaysia volunteered to be the
repository of all comments on the matter.

Singapore nominated Malaysia to take the leadhfemtorking group and also concurred
with the suggestion of Australia. Singapore howesaartioned that though it is good to
have punitive actions in place, it should not setwescare away economies that the
Council is still enticing to join the Project. Sapgpre further pointed out that though
economies have their registry of APEC Architectse Project is not effective unless
economies have entered into agreements with otweroenies within the AARRF which
would make relationships more concrete ands specifi

Malaysia proposed that the Draft paper be takenydwamembers of the Council to
deliberate on and for each economy to provide faekito Malaysia within the period of
6 months. Malaysia will compile these feedbacks amguts to be submitted to
Secretariat for distribution and dissemination &rmber economies.

The Council members unanimously accepted the pebpddalaysia.

Item 8: APEC Architect Reciprocal Recognition Framevork
8.1 Update on Mutual Recognition Agreements Signed bconomies

Australia has a MRA with Chinese Taipei and anotwg¢h Japan, and a tri-lateral
agreement with New Zealand and Singapore. The frameof their MRAS is robust,

solid and rigorous which they are happy about. @leenents within the framework differ
according to reciprocal agreements that differ faome economy to the other.

Mexico requested for sample copies of MRAs whiaytban study in more depth.

New Zealand expressed willingness to share copiethe tri-lateral agreement just

signed. From their experience, they gave the #p ¢isonomies should look at the details
of the tests that would be given when the levelagfeement is domain-specific, to
determine if the questions are equally fair andoaable.

Australia also expressed willingness to share sopfetheir agreements. However, they
noted that it is important for all signatories txpeess their willingness to make these
documents available to the public.

Chinese Taipei and Philippines also expressed ngiliess to share copies of the
Memorandum of Agreement they signed on Octobef202
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8.2 Discussion of Some Issues or Concerns Arisingin these Signings

New Zealand informed the Council about the concérthe three signing economies of
the tri-lateral agreement about the definition loé term “Home Economy” which is
defined as “...the economy of permanent residencepanthry registration/licensure as
an architect.” The word “primary” needs to be defin

Singapore explained by citing an example thus:
“An architect has primary registration in Economy Aobtains registration in
Economy B as an APEC Architect; then later deciteshave permanent
residence in Economy B and allows primary regigbrain Economy A to lapse;
thereafter, goes to Economy C to be registerecha&REC Architect.”

In the above example, Singapore asked what thaitiefi of “primary” is.

The Chair inquired if the Council would like to diedth the matter the same way as the
Draft on Non-Compliance with Rules.

Australia suggested that the matter be handledebyefariat through a survey and for the
result to be presented during the next meetindhefGouncil. “Leapfrogging” is not a
likely scenario, but just the same, there mustrbareswer to the question if it occurs.

New Zealand asked the Council members if they tbdfae case cited of an architect
moving from Economy A, then B, then C as a probl8ome commented as follows:

Canada had no concern about it.

Thailand commented that there is no problem as &nthe architect registers in
Economy B as an architect upon becoming a permaasident.

Malaysia commented that there will be a problerthé& architect has allowed
primary registration to lapse in Economy A since tlkcognition as an APEC
architect is dependent on registration in a menmgmnomy of the APEC
Architect Project.

Singapore further pointed out that the situatiory i@ a problem because not all
economies have their MRAs with all other economies.

Canada commented that the issue is the definitiofpemary registration”.
“Primary” can mean the largest component of regjfigtn or it can simply mean
the first registration.

Hong Kong said that in their economy, there isyedr rule which requires that
an architect must reside continuously in Hong Kémg7 years to become a
permanent resident. Thus, the architect must rgtidamary registration in home
Economy A up until permanent residence in Hong Kload been obtained.

In the light of the above discussions, Singapoitenaed the importance of the
definition of “primary” registration.

Canada forwarded two points. First: that primargistation may refer to the
first jurisdiction in which a person became registe Second, that any person
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should be able to move at free will to any jurididic. In Canada, any person
who has obtained citizenship is not required to m@a# any registration
anywhere else, but is entitled to all rights aridilgges of a citizen.

New Zealand pointed out that the over-riding adiiun the APEC Architect

Project is that of trust between and among memlmenanies. Citing an

example, New Zealand says that it will accept Sdoga's word that a person is
competent and would not anymore question the p&rsmigin because trust is
the essence of any mutual recognition agreement.

Singapore moved that since MRASs are in their estdges of formulation, the issue is not
an immediate concern and therefore can be discugseduture time, such as during the
next Council meeting.

8.3. Update on Other Multi-Lateral Mobility Agreements:
The Chair called for reports on other multi-lateradbility agreements.
a. The NAFTA

Canada announced that Canada, USA and Mexico hgmedsa Tri-National
Agreement which is now moving into the “pilot pragr” phase designed to test
the system without opening it yet to everyone. Eaobnomy will send to each
of the other economies, three candidates througlisyhtem and if all goes well,
the agreement will be formally launched for fullglementation.

Mexico emphasized the importance of this pilot paogin determining possible
problems and negative effects of this Agreementoreefmoving to full
operational level.

b. The ASEAN Architect Project

Malaysia reported that the ASEAN Architects Coun@AC) was formally

inaugurated in Myanmar, City of Bagan , a very vkelbwn heritage city
recognized by UNESCO, on June 30, 2009. At theectirstage, there are 7
member states, 4 of which are APEC member econpthiashave participated,
namely Indonesia, Laos, Malaysia, Philippines, &pmye, Thailand and
Vietnam.

Malaysia further reported that, although the MRAd haeen signed by the
ASEAN member states, the difference in the mannexhich the architectural
profession is regulated in each, has made it véficdt to have one open
platform. The AAC also appreciates that there axéstiag constitutional

provisions, laws, regulations and juridical considiens that are not easy to
repeal or rectify, made even more difficult to chparby the political and socio-
economic situation.

Nonetheless, the practice of a foreign architeet ost country is made possible
thru the widely accepted manner of collaboratiothwa local architect. It is
intended however, that countries move progressitelthe more open and
liberalized levels
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In the case of Malaysia, the target is to attai@a@quity registration for foreign
architects by 2012. There had been activities uaklen to promote collaboration
and liberalization to promote both ASEAN and APE&Hitect projects and to
encourage enrolment in their registries.

The ' ASEAN Architect Congress was held in 2010 in Kualapur.

New Zealand noted that documents of the NAFTA, ASEArchitect Project, and the
various multi-lateral agreements, are very stromtyoaacy instruments to inform
economies about the APEC Architect Project and wmage their architects to
participate. The example of an architect from a &domeonomy, enjoying liberalized
practice in a host economy, if made widely knowould have a positive impact on the
work of the APEC Architect Central Council

The Chair said that these documents should beeirrébpective websites of the APEC
and ASEAN Architect Councils. He inquired if the BSN MRA is in the website of the
AAC.

Malaysia answered in the affirmative and gave tloairCil the website address of the
AAC:
www.aseanarchitectcouncil.org

As a public document, Canada and Mexico expredssid willingness to make publicly
accessible the NAFTA Tri-National Agreement. Théy dot expect any objection from
the United States.

8.4 Update on the APEC Architect
Reciprocal Recognition Framework Status
References:
Annex 6: The APEC Architect Reciprocal
Recognition Framework 2008
Annex 7: Survey Report on Bilateral/Trilateral Agneents
within the APEC Architect Framework

The Chair called on Singapore to render a report.

Singapore recalled that in the Council Meeting 02 in Vancouver, the APEC
Architect Reciprocal Recognition Framework formathin 2006 in Mexico was revised
to include 6 levels. It was noted that while theere 6 levels, the economies were at that
time open at only two levels:

“Domain Specific Assessment”
(Australia, Chinese Taipei, Japan, Mexico, New Zed] Singapore, United
States) and

“Local Collaboration”
(Canada, China, Hong Kong China, Korea, Malaysid, Rhilippines).

Thailand informed the Council that their intentiento open their borders at the “Local
Collaboration” level.
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Singapore requested that an update be made bgoalbmies on Annex 7: The AAFFR,

2008.

The Chair called on the economies to make theiatgzd

Australia:

Canada

China
Hong Kong China
Japan

Korea

Malaysia

Mexico
New Zealand

Philippines

Singapore

Chinese Taipek

Thailand

“Domain Specific Assessment”

“Local Collaboration”
Anticipates change in the near future

“Local Collaboration”
“Local Collaboration”
“Domain Specific Assessment”

“Local Collaboration”

Is considering to move up to “Domain Specific
Assessment”, if they are able to translate the
examinations to other languages. Until such time
that the examination can be taken in English at
least, Korea remains in “Local Collaboration”

“Local Collaboration” but is moving up to
“Host Economy Residence/Experience”

“Domain Specific Assessment”
“Domain Specific Assessment

“Local Collaboration”

Anticipates no change until local issues
concerning the signing and sealing of
architectural plans by civil engineers are
resolved.

“Domain Specific Assessment”

“Domain Specific Assessment”

The Chinese Taipei Monitoring Committee and
the Ministry of Examination have joined
together and have started preliminary procedures
for amending existing laws to allow the
economy to enter into MRAs at the highest level
of open-ness.

“Local Collaboration”
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Singapore summarized the update reports as follows:

Under “Domain Specific Assessment”:
(Australia, Japan, Mexico, New Zealand, Singap&@hinese Taipei,
United States)

Under “Host Economy Residence/Experience”
(Malaysia)

Under “Local Collaboration”
(Canada, China, Hong Kong China, Korea, PhilippjThailand)

Malaysia sought clarification from the Philippines the issue of civil engineers taking
the role of architects and inquired about the f#si of an APEC Architect from
another economy collaborating with a civil engingethe Philippines, if the issue is not
resolved in the near future.

Philippines recounted that the problem emanates foral governments allowing civil
engineers to prepare and sign architectural plangdlation of the architectural law.
Actions are being undertaken so that all governnestities would abide by the law.
There is no problem about APEC architects collaigavith civil engineers, if the civil
engineers are practicing their profession and piegpa&ngineering plans, and their role is
within the domain of their profession. The problexocurs when they practice as
architects and prepare and sign architectural plans

Malaysia inquired about the process required fer ¢bllaboration of a foreign APEC
Architect with a local civil engineer in a projedt.such is the type of collaboration,
would the Board of Architecture stop the entrytaf foreign APEC Architect?

Philippines responded that in such a case, ancapipln for a special temporary permit
must be submitted to the Board of Architecture. Wissued, the permit should show 3
components: the applicant foreign architect; thggut that brought the foreign architect
in; and the local counterpart who will be liableddly for the project.

Australia asked for clarification on whether or ant APEC Architect collaborating with
a local architect would achieve registration asaitect in the host economy.

To clarify matters, Singapore called the Coundiltention to the matrix on the screen
showing the APEC Architects Reciprocal Registrattsamework 2008, and explained
that it resembles a ladder where the bottom cayegeftects no recognition, the top
category reflects completely open doors for indeeen practice, and the intervening
categories reflect progressive upward open-nesgoofs. If an economy is at “local
collaboration” level, it means that the local laashnot been changed for independent
practice and this actually means, “no recognition”.

Korea expressed concern for the Philippines withargs to their problem of civil
engineers jeopardizing the practice of architentshe country and proposed that the
Council pass a resolution of support for the aedté of the Philippines, which the
United Architects of the Philippines may in turrinigrto their government.
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Philippines thanked Korea and the Council for amyrf of support, especially from an
international group, that would drive the point ahdlp reinforce the position of
Philippine architects.

8.5 Matrix That Also Reflects Bilateral and Multilateral Agreements
Reference:
Annex 8: Matrix Reflecting Bilateral and MultilasdrAgreements
Annex 8a: Revised Matrix Reflecting Bilateral and
Multilateral Agreements

Singapore called the Council's attention to theesor showing Annex 8: Matrix
Reflecting Bilateral and Multilateral Agreementsdgtions and comments were sought:

Malaysia suggested that the Matrix also includeNti®As of APEC economies
that are member states of ASEAN.

Mexico pointed out that the Tri-Nation Agreementvimen Canada, Mexico and
the United States is under the umbrella of NAFTAt APEC. The Matrix
should show this differentiation.

Canada clarified that although the Tri-Nation Agnemt is under a Pilot
Program, the MRA is a signed agreement and is nowthie stage of
implementation. So, the Matrix should show it assigned and on-going
agreement.

Philippines suggested that the MOU between them @hohese Taipei be
considered as 50% complete, since the intent ig##®@MOU to lead to the MRA.

Hong Kong China recalled that they have a MRA w@thina and that they have
reported about this in the Council Meeting in Vamnger.

Korea recommended that different color codes shbeldsed to differentiate the
umbrellas under which the MRAs had been signed -E@PNAFTA, or
ASEAN. Korea however expressed concern that theidiatnot able to capture
the many other nuances in MRAs between economies.

The Council requested Singapore to update anderéhés Matrix in accordance with the
reactions and comments.

The following is a summary of the Revised Matrix Bflateral and Multilateral
Agreements, as corrected and updated by the ecer@nd as shown in Annex.8a

Australia:
0 AARREF tri-lateral MRA with New Zealand and Singappr
0 AARRF MRA with Chinese Taipei
o AARRF MRA with Japan
Canada:
0 NAFTA Tri-National MRA with USA and Mexico (curreigt under a
pilot program)
China:
o AARRF MRA with Hong Kong;
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0 in active discussion with Japan and Korea
HongKong:
0 AARRF MRA with China

Japan:
0 AARRF MRA with Australia
0 AARRF MRA with New Zealand
o in active discussion with China, Korea and Singapor
Korea:
0 in active discussion with China and Japan
Malaysia:
0 ASEAN Architect MRA (with 7 ASEAN countries, 4 of hich are
APEC economies)
Mexico:
0 NAFTA Tri-National MRA with Canada and USA (currgntunder a
pilot program)
New Zealand:
0 AARREF tri-lateral MRA with Australia and Singapore
o AARRF MRA with Japan
Philippines:
0 MOU leading to MRA with Chinese Taipei;
0 ASEAN Architect MRA (with 7 ASEAN countries, 4 of hich are
APEC economies)
Singapore:
0 AARREF tri-lateral MRA with Australia and New Zealhn
0 ASEAN Architect MRA (with 7 ASEAN countries, 4 of hich are
APEC economies)
Thailand:
0 ASEAN Architect MRA (with 7 ASEAN countries, 4 of hich are
APEC economies)
Chinese Taipei:
0 AARRF MRA with Australia
0 MOU leading to MRA with Philippines
USA:
o NAFTA Tri-National MRA with Canada and Mexico (cantly under a
pilot program)

Malaysia recalled that Korea had earlier proposeslipport the position of architects of
the Philippines in their conflict with civil engiees through a Council motion. The Chair
requested Malaysia to formulate the motion in tisnection. Malaysia moved that:

“.....the APEC Architect Council should only recognimllaborations of APEC
Architects from another economy with registered Aoeinsed architects in the
host economy.”

On the question of Hong Kong on what the resolutisnexactly about, Malaysia
explained that the motion came about because désue brought up by the Philippines
where civil engineers sign and seal architectutahg The spirit of the motion is to
discourage this practice and assist Philippineitacts in convincing their government
that only architects should be allowed to do aetttitral works. Thus, APEC architects
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from other economies should be discouraged froralgotating with civil engineers to
do architectural works.

Canada expressed its willingness to indicate someloone support for the Philippines in
its struggle on the issue, but suggested that ddst including the matter of the
Council’'s recognition of collaborations, which is antirely different matter and beyond
the jurisdiction of the Council, the motion be madeund the statement that:

..... only architects should practice architecture.”

Canada further suggested that since the day isthasematter should be taken up the next
day after everyone had rested and possibly hadtinael to craft the proper words
acceptable to everyone.

The Chair said that the matter will be calendaretha first item for discussion on Day 2
of the Council Meeting.

Philippines reminded the Council that Malaysia Agmending motion and suggested that
Malaysia withdraw it so that there is no pendingiom and re-introduce it the next day.
Malaysia posed no objection to the suggestion.

It was agreed that the Meeting will be temporaaitijourned, to resume at 9:00 A.M. the
next day, October 11, 2001.

Before temporary adjournment, the Secretary Gemepalrted back to the Council about
the total number of APEC Architects after confirmatfrom all economies. The total

number of APEC Architects in the Central CouncilgRey as of October 10, 2010 is
932

DAY 2: October 11, 2010
ltem 8.4 (Continuation of Discussion)
The Chair greeted the members of the Council asuhned the meeting.
Malaysia reported that they had received recommandafrom other economies with
regards to the proposed motion. While Malaysia éadier recommended the following
motion:
“Member economies of the APEC Central Council sloally recognize
collaborations of APEC architects from another emory with a
registered and licensed architect from the hosheauy.”
Canada also recommends the following:
“Representatives of participating economies in tABEC Architect

Project recognize the need and requirement thahitecture must be
practiced by architects.”
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and Philippines recommends the following:

“In participating economies of the APEC Architectrofect, the
responsibility of preparing, signing and sealing afrchitectural
documents are limited to registered and licenseshidéects; thus APEC
architects must exert all efforts to work with lbcagistered architects
in the host economy where collaboration is requiiedthe APEC
Architect Reciprocal Recognition Framework..

Malaysia proposed that the various proposals beulated electronically to member
economies for their comments and inputs for furttieliberation in the next Council
Meeting. The issue is a major one, considering élsahomies have their own particular
ways of regulating practice and these differencag have a bearing on whether or not a
resolution of this nature is acceptable to them.

Philippines emphasized the urgency of the mattgonting that the issue has lingered for
six years now, and that the Philippines can nohdhak globally when the efforts are
focused on trying to protect what is by law, rigiitf the domain of architects in the
country.

Philippines further reported that as a member ef Ainchitects Regional Council Asia
(ARCASIA), the Philippines had received supportnirddRCASIA in the form of a

resolution of support. A resolution of this natuveuld be beneficial to the Philippines
and all other economies in the same situation. Stupport of ARCASIA comprising of
17 institutes of architects and the APEC Archit€entral Council comprising of 14
economies, would strengthen the position of thaitects.

Given the urgency of the matter, Malaysia suggestatithe resolution be a combination
of the proposals of Malaysia, Canada and the PRiilgs, with the exclusion of the
component on collaboration. The resolution reads:th

“The representatives of the participating economiesthe APEC Architect
Central Council recognize the need and requirernibat architecture must be
practiced by architects; hence, in participatingopaomies, the responsibility of
preparing, signing and sealing of architectural dawents should be limited to
registered/licensed architects.”

There were comments and reactions to the aboveutieso from the following
economies:

China notes the resolution and has no objectiiits t

Hong Kong accepts the first part of the resolutimtause it is a universally
accepted truth, but can not accept the secondpaause it is not how it is done
in Hong Kong.

New Zealand accepts the first part, but not theorseégoart of the resolution.

Licensed architects are not the only ones that goeemlocuments in New
Zealand.
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Australia accepts the first part, but not the sdcpart of the resolution. In
Australia, there is no such limitation and prohditin their national and state
legislations.

Korea accepts the resolution, but would like torddtice the following
modifications:

on the first part:
“.....architectural design(instead of “architecture} must be practiced
by architects.....”

and on the second part:

“.....preparing, signing and sealing of architecturdésign documerits
(instead of _architectural documepts should be limited to
registered/licensed architects.”

Canada pointed out that the definition by law o thractice of architecture
differs in different economies and cited the café&Canada where legislation
permits the practice of non-architects in less dempuildings, even while the
practice of architecture is defined comprehensiasythe full scope of services
from pre-design and design, documentation, projeatagement, all the way to
hand-off to clients, and post warranty period.

Since the second part of the resolution is not @ed¥e to a number of economies,
Malaysia proposed that the resolution be re-stédethclude only the first part. The
second part will have to be deferred for a futusewssion to give time for economies to
deliberate over them. The resolution is re-stated:t

“The representatives of the participating economiasthe APEC Architect
Central Council recognize the need and requirenibat architecture must be
practiced by architects.”

The resolution was unanimously approved.

The Philippines thanked all economies in discusi&sgroblem and passing a resolution
of support acceptable to all member economies.

Item 9: Promotion of the APEC Architect Register

The Chair called on the economies to discuss tteditegies in promoting the APEC
Architect Register domestically and internationalljye economies with a large number
of APEC Architects were requested to recount hogythad achieved success in this
area.

Australia:

o Australia promotes the APEC Architect Register tigto the websites of
the Architects Accreditation Council of Australimdathe Institute of
Architects.

o0 Australia has signed bilateral and tri-lateral agments with other
economies and intends to pursue the project vighyou
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Canada:

(0]

o

China;

(0]

Canada advertises the possibilities for APEC Aethét through the

website hosted by the Royal Architects Institut€ahada.

The responsibility for the APEC file had been assdry the regulators,

since it has registration and licensing consequendde regulators

intend to give high priority to labor mobility aratcess to the profession.
Canada currently has registered only six APEC Aecté out of the

8,300 architects, with only 1500 practicing in tRecific coast but

Canada is most keen to listen and learn from theuwats of the success
of other economies.

China reported that there are many projects degdigog foreign

architects in China, but so far, foreign architelstve had to always
collaborate with local registered architects.

China has entry and immigration requirements that @oblems to
surmount.

Hong Kong:

(0]

Japan:

Korea:

Hong Kong surmised that among all economies, theypaobably the
most open in terms of global practice because éasy for an architect
registered in another economy to set up officedmdiork in design and
urban planning in Hong Kong. Immigration is notig problem in Hong
Kong and there are no commercial restrictions foiang as the low
profit tax of 16% is paid.

Hong Kong had not been active in arranging MRAshwither
economies but they plan to actively consider opgenim their system and
endeavor to reach reciprocal agreements with @t@nomies.

Japan has approximately 400 APEC Architects regidteand this
number has not decreased nor increased.

Japan plans to showcase the projects of APEC Astisiin an exhibition
planned for September, 2011 during the UIA Congress

As had been previously reported by Korea, the nuntdife APEC
Architects had dropped because architects pergevapparent benefit
from being one. So, Korea had taken steps to eehtdmecimportance of
the APEC Architect.

They had tried to forge an agreement with the guwvent so that all
government-procured projects would be limited tdE&PArchitects.
They are planning to classify architects into twl: those who are
qualified for “out-country” or foreign projects wthi include APEC
Architects, and 2) those who are qualified for Cwuntry” or local
projects. This classification, however, does nachrde “out-country”
architects from doing “in-country” projects.

They are planning to publish in their monthly mdgeazthe overseas
works of APEC Architects focusing on the addedustatind recognition
given to APEC Architects even in non-APEC regions.

Malaysia:

(0]

Malaysia is entering what they call as the secoadenof globalization
which commenced at the end of 2008 and beginnin@Gf9. The
government of Malaysia has decided that globabrais the way to
improve the economy and sustain growth. By 201&idm firms can
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have 100% equity. The amended Architects Act igeruly with the
legislative chamber about to be signed off.

0 Globalization thrusts occur at various levels:

- At the government level — organization and cooniimaof the
professional services sector in exporting services.

- At the professional and institute level — promotadmetworking
of architects with APEC and other foreign archisect

- At the Board of Architects level — promotion of t&PEC
Architect and ASEAN Architect initiatives througbad shows
and outreach programs.

o However, even with this over-riding global thrustalaysia is cautious
and is concerned that respect and recognition ofiedtic rules and
regulations; and sensitivity to local needs, logavironment and local
public health and safety; should remain primarysiderations. Malaysia
has communicated the importance of this facet abalization in
international forums such as the WTO and the UIA.

0 The idea of the APEC Architect Register dovetailghwthe other
initiatives of Malaysia in globalization.

Mexico:

0 Mexico reports that at the national level, there @ Colleges of
Architects based in the principal cities of Mexi@od to date, there are
73 APEC Architects that have been recognized amalled in the APEC
Architect Registry. It can be said that on the ager there is one APEC
Architect per College of Architects. It is the plahMexico to double
this number in the near future.

0 Mexico is attending the meeting of the Council cinFAmerican
Architects Federation to be held in Colombia anférefl to take the
initiative to invite Peru and Chile to join the ABEArchitect Project.

0 Mexico commented that the International ConferesfcArchitects and
the APEC Architects Exhibits integrated by the ippihes with the
planning of the % Central Council Meeting, are events that indeed
promote the APEC Architect Project and should tloeecbe considered
as inclusions in the planning of the next Centrali@il meetings.

New Zealand:

0 New Zealand reports that their website dedicatesction to the APEC
Architect Project which communicates to the uskesrequirements and
opportunities that can be derived from the Projéctother means of
communication is their newsletter that reports vitétis to all New
Zealand architects.

0 The Tri-lateral Agreement of New Zealand with Aatit and Singapore
will catalyze change and focus interest on the fisrthat can be derived
from being an APEC Architect. New Zealand will nddentify senior
New Zealand architects who can qualify to be APEChAects.

Philippines:

o Philippines reports that there are 40 APEC Archétée the Registry to
date. Not many are applying because architectsotise®e the benefit of
being one. Promotion of the APEC Architect Registryst be pursued
with more vigor and strategies must be formulated.

o Like what Korea had tried to arrange with their gament, it would be
a boost to the prestige of Philippine APEC Archided they were
awarded government projects because of their duatiidin.
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o It was also mentioned that if the APEC Archite&t.ICard is recognized
in the APEC lane at the immigration gates of aiigosuch a privilege
would promote the APEC Architect Register as beifito holders of
the card and the title.

Singapore:

0 Singapore notes that with the exception of Mexind &hinese Taipei,
their records show that there are architects frioendther 12 economies
that are registered with the Singapore Board oh#&ects, an indication
of their open-ness to global practice.

0 APEC Architect and ASEAN Architect Projects aremuoted in tandem
in seminars, conventions such as the recently aded Board of
Architects Seminar for 300 architects and the Sioga Institute of
Architects Practice Convention. The Projects amo glromoted thru
newsletters.

0 With the signing of the Tri-lateral Agreement wigtustralia and New
Zealand, Singapore is now ready to implement thé&@FArchitect
Registry and invite Singaporean architects to applyoecome APEC
Architects.

0 Singapore proposed an APEC Architect Conventidended by APEC
Architects only, held during the open year that @entral Council will
not meet; which means that the Central Council Mgetnd the APEC
Architects Convention will alternate with one arethcreating a yearly
event in the calendar of the APEC Architect Project

Chinese Taipei:

o0 Chinese Taipei reports that it had been activehan gromotion of the
APEC Architect Project:

o For four years now, the Chinese Taipei Monitorir@nittee had been
going around the island to visit architects’ ofide promote and explain
the benefits of being an APEC Architect.

0 The Monitoring Committee also visits universitiexdaconducts forums
with faculty members and students who are veryrésted to know
about the APEC Architect Project.

0 Training modules (on such subjects as “Thirty TlamasYears of Arts”,
“Contract Management”, “Land Management and Plagihinand
“Arbitration Law”) to be delivered in English, akeeing prepared. The
aim is to provide continuing professional education Chinese Taipei
architects, while improving their command of theglsh language in
preparation for global practice.

Thailand:

o Thailand informs its architects through their wébsind through regular
meetings of the Council.

o Foreign practice is still prohibited by law in Tkaid and so local
architects need to be slowly but progressively rmied about
international practice.

o However, there are many foreign architects’ offiopsrating in different
areas in Thailand. The foreign architects have lggem visas, although
the use by them of the title “Architect” is prottdail.

Philippines thanked Mexico for their comments alibaetorganization of the APEC-ICA.

As a reaction to the Mexico proposal on the intégnahenceforth of conferences and
exhibits with Central Council meetings, Philippimesommended that these conferences
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and exhibits should be optional, not mandatory, ianatcordance with the discretion of
the host economy for the Central Council Meetindgthwegards to Singapore’s proposal
for the holding of APEC Architects Convention, Ripines recommended that any
economy who would initiate the hosting of such an¢amtion should be fully supported
by the other economies in terms of attendance afodniation dissemination to APEC
Architects in their respective economies.

New Zealand agreed with the Philippines that thgaoization of a conference in
conjunction with the Central Council Meeting, howetevents would be promoted and
other things around it, should be left to the deadi®f the incumbent Secretariat.

Item 10: Central Council Administration

ltem 10.1 Report by the Philippine Secretariat
References:
Annex 9: Functions of the APEC Architect Secreiari
Annex 10: Philippine Secretariat Financial Report

The Chair called on the Philippine Secretariaetoder its Report to the Council.

The Secretary General reviewed the eight functambsthe pre- and post-activities of the
Secretariat and reported how the Secretariat 09-2000 had fulfilled these functions
and activities.

Pre-Activities: Preparation and Organization

The Philippine Secretariat received from the MexX8axretariat the files of all
the documents of the APEC Architect Project, etettrally via the internet, and
as hard-copies through a face-to-face transfemeBe@t set up its office in the
UAP National Headquarters.

1. APEC Architect Register:

The number of architects from member economies lledrdn the APEC
Architect Register, are reported in the bi-annualsy report of the economies.
Though not submitted by economies on a regulaspasurvey report from each
economy was requested to be submitted during thér&eCouncil Meeting. One
survey had been undertaken to determine the hkilaterd trilateral agreements
that the member economies have forged with eaddr.ofthe result of the survey
was transmitted to Singapore for the preparatiatheif Report to the Council on
the matter.

2. Central Council Website:

The Philippine Secretariat decided to design a mestpsite for 2009-2010.
Several documents of the APEC Architect Project eeh uploaded, especially
the most recent ones. The earlier documents have Y uploaded. Economies
had been invited to submit a panoramic pictureheirtcity to be part of the
changing banner of the website showing picturesléfcities in succession.
Likewise, they had been invited to submit newschesi to share with other
economies. New Zealand had responded to both resqudse Central Council
Website has not been linked so far to the websitdhe 14 economies and so
notification about the deficiencies could not beneloNew Zealand and the
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Philippine Web Master have communicated aboutrtdmester of the management
from Philippines to New Zealand. New Zealand doetsintend to change the
design of the website.

3. Reciprocal Recognition Framework:

Economies had directly communicated with one amoitnehe development of
their respective Mutual Recognition Agreements untiee APEC Architect
Reciprocal Recognition Framework. Secretariat ptedithem with a copy of the
Operations Manual and collected information on #hgreements between
economies that have come to fruition. The next &adat can upload copies of
the bilateral and trilateral agreements on the webs

4. General Administration:

The operations of the Philippine Secretariat inediiinancial management,
records keeping, and correspondence and werellingigpported by the United
Architects of the Philippines, since the sharethefeconomies for the funding of
the Secretariat are usually remitted by the ecoesrat the end of the two-year
period. Annex 1&hows the general cost items and the equivalgrdreses of the
Secretariat for the years 2009 and 2010.

5. Constitution of the Central Council:

The economies were requested to submit an updateaf the members of their
Monitoring Committee. There had not been any apfiie from any prospective
new member economy.

6. Central Council Meetings:

Secretariat had made the various arrangementido€ouncil Meeting and had
prepared all necessary documents. It had also catgoeand coordinated with
the Organizing Committee of the APEC-ICA in the osptualization,
formulation of the theme and selection of speaf@rthe conference.

7. Promotion:

Mexico and Philippines had written separate lettersIA and APEC informing

them that there is a new Secretariat for the APHEEhitect Central Council.

Philippine Secretariat prepared a report to APEMMIS at the end of 2009 but
could not get through the computer answering machHor an electronic

transmittal of this report.

8. Information Center:

The APEC Architect Website contains a section whabws users to submit
guestions or suggestions by filling up a Submissiwrm. Questions from

persons of various nationalities were mostly on hmwbecome an APEC

Architect. Questions were referred to the respecthember economies of the
APEC Architect Project. Others were informed thiit country is not a member
of the APEC and so are not eligible.

Handover to Next Secretariat:

Philippine Secretariat showed the Council the eatisntaining hard copies of
APEC Architect Project documents that Mexico Sexiat brought to the
Philippines in April, 2009. Philippine Secretariatends to bring the valise to
New Zealand in 2011, to continue the traditiontsthiby Mexico. New Zealand,
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in turn, is expected to turn over the valise to &fm and so on, in accordance
with the schedule of the round-robin scheme for&adat work.

The Secretary General gave comments and suggestitimgegards to the conduct of
Secretariat work, derived from the experience efRhilippine Secretariat:

0 Secretariats should build up on the work of presi@ecretariats and not start
from “zero” in matters such as the APEC Architeebsite.

o It would be of great help to the incumbent Secratdf the support of other
economies in the form of their contribution per fhading formula would be
transmitted at the start of the assumption of ésponsibility of the Secretariat.

0 The next Secretariat should decipher how to sulismieport to the HRDWG by
breaking through the computer-programmed telepkoice.

o An effective way of promoting the APEC Architectofict and Registry is to
answer all queries posed in the Submission Fortindrwebsite.

o Apart from the electronic transfer of documents,xMe started the beautiful
tradition of a Face-to-Face Hand-Over of a valismuibht to the Philippines, that
contained hard copies of all the documents of tRE@ Architect Project from
its inaugural meeting in Brisbane in 2001 to theespnt. The Philippine
Secretariat recommends the continuance of thistivadand will travel to New
Zealand to hand-over the valise.

10.2 Funding Formula for the Secretariat and Its inplementation
Reference:
Annex 11: Funding Formula for the Secretariat

The Chair reviewed the computation of the Fundimgntula for the share of each
economy as approved during the Third Central Cdduheeting in Vancouver.

The Secretary General reported on the contributiangar received by the Philippine
Secretariat as of October 11, 2010.

0 Chinese Taipei — full payment for 2009 receivedilA2p09

0 Mexico — full payment for 2009 & 2010 received Qmto 2010

o0 Hong Kong China — full payment for 2009 & 2010 rigeel October 2010

o Philippines — full payment for 2009 & 2010 receiv@dtober 2010

10.3 Review of the Schedule of Rotation of Respadlifities
Reference:
Annex 12: Schedule of the Secretariat
(as approved during the Third Central Council Magti
Annex 12a: Schedule of the Secretariat
(as approved during the Fourth Central Council hegpt

During the Third Central Council Meeting, a Schedfr the rotation of Secretariat
responsibilities and the hosting for the Centrali@nl Meeting was approved by the
Council.

This schedule was reviewed and economies were dtkbdre were any requests for

change in the schedule. In general, the econontespted their assignments per the
schedule except for the following suggestions dfets
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Singapore requested the Secretariat to inquire flmrUnited States of America
if the latter is willing to exchange places witm@apore — that is, Singapore will
host the Secretariat in 2019-2020; USA will takee thurrent Singapore
assignment to host in 2023-2024

Korea offered its time slot in 2025-2026 to Japelmesluled on 2027-2028, if it
would like to precede Korea in hosting. Japan detith adhere to its assigned
time slot.

Hong Kong offered to swap time slots with Austrattee latter having hosted the
Secretariat twice in 2001 and 2002. Australia adyréeus the amended schedule
would be for Hong Kong to be Secretariat in 2028@While Australia would
be Secretariat in 2033-2034.

Korea made the observation that should there be emwomies that would join the
Council, the schedule will have to be revised.

ltem 11 Summary Conclusions
11.1 Adoption of the Summary Conclusions
Reference:

Annex 13: Summary Conclusions (Draft)
Annex 13A: Summary Conclusions (Final)

In view of the lack of time to prepare the Summ&gnclusions for review of the
Council before adjournment, the Secretariat reqaeftat these be instead prepared at a
later time and circulated via the internet for coemts or reactions of the economies.

The recommended target dates were:

October 15, 2010 — Secretariat circulates the Sany@onclusion to
economies
October 22, 2010 — Economies transmit their reastand comments
11.2 Amendment to the Operations Manual

The Council agreed to the amendment of the APEChitect Operations Manual to
incorporate decisions taken by the Central Coudgiing the Fourth Central Council
Meeting, to be released as Operations Manual 2010.

Item 12 Next Meeting of the Central Council
ltem 12.1 Venue
New Zealand formally accepted the role of Secratdar 2011 and 2012 and host of the

5™ Central Council Meeting to be held in the lastrtgraof 2012. The specific date of the
Council Meeting will be announced not later thapt8mber 30, 2011.
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The tentative venue being considered is the Te ,PdygaNational Museum and Art
Gallery in Wellington, New Zealand.

New Zealand briefly described Wellington as a plagelook at great architecture,
experience great café scenes, with hotels withim 50 minutes walking distance to the
proposed venue.

Singapore expressed its support for Wellingtorhasvenue for the next Central Council
Meeting.

ltem 12.2 Proposed Items in the Agenda

Philippines suggested that the next Central ColMeitting in New Zealand include the
following items in the Agenda with regards to Adgenf Practice in a Host Economy:

Taxation (Tax requirements for an APEC Architeabnfr another economy
practicing in a host economy)

Immigration (Visa requirements and issues)

Civil liabilities (Liabilities which will be requied by the host economy to be
absorbed by a foreign registered architect)

Professional indemnity insurance

Laws, rules, or guidelines in the host economy wéards to the procurement
of architectural services.

Chair made the observation that the first four gemere in the original Agenda but were
removed or deleted to adapt to the shorter tinteefCouncil Meeting.

New Zealand accepted the suggested items and ifsumeghe Philippines and further
requested the members of the Council to sendnmsiter issues which they would like to
include in the Agenda.

Item 13 Other Matters

Item 13.1 UIA COP 16

Mexico presented UIA COP 16 to be held in Cancuim@na Roo, Mexico from
November 29 to December 1, 2010, with the followfiegtures:

The 2° Open Forum that features reflections, discusséomsproposals on how
to reduce the negative impact of human actionshenenvironment. Projects
demonstrating good practice will be presented Ipyagentatives from different
countries, including renowned architects.

An exhibition of sustainable architecture and urptanning projects that apply

the concept of “Sustainable by Design” as advocabgd the Union of
International Architects
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A Student Forum of architecture students, idertifis the link into the future,
that will discuss and craft in a workshop, a stud#ggclaration about climate
change

Mexico requested the economies to send teams dérsts to participate in the Student
Forum.

Mexico distributed information leaflets on the UBOP 16 to the members of the
Council.

ltem 13.2 Report of the Convenor
The Convenor of Events gave a brief report.

The responsibility accepted by Philippines durirte t3° Central Council
Meeting in Vancouver, Canada, to host the Secettari2009 and 2010, and the
4™ Central Council Meeting in Manila, Philippines2010, was validated by the
Philippine Monitoring Committee and the NationalaBd Directors of the United
Architects of the Philippines, with the identifizat and approval of the
designation of responsible persons as follows:

Secretary General — Prosperidad Luis
Chair of the & Central Council Meeting — Armando Alli
Convenor of Events — Medeliano Roldan

In the planning of the hosting of th& €entral Council Meeting, the idea of an
International Conference of Architects (ICA) and AREC Architects Exhibit
(AAE) as related events to promote the APEC Archiferoject and Register,
was hatched and subsequently implemented.

The Convenor expressed his wish that all the dedsghad a nice stay in the
Philippines.

The Convenor apologized to Korea for the loss ef tt18B used to transfer the
file of the presentation of Ar. Kun Chang Yi in ti@A into the Conference Lap-
Top.

The Convenor reminded everyone about the City Tbarfollowing day and
asked those who would join it to be at the hotbbipat 7:30 A.M. for pick-up.
He also announced that there are transfer vehfotes hotel to airport for
members of economies leaving after lunch.

Item 13.3 Resolution of Thanks

Canada thanked the Philippines for the hard wodkharspitality.

Malaysia proposed a motion of thanks to the Philieg to officially recognize the
wonderful arrangements and hospitality of the Omjag Committee and noted the

exhibition as something to emulate. Malaysia retptethat its comments be officially
recorded in the minutes of the meeting.
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Mexico thanked the Philippines for the excellemediion of the meeting and recognized
the work of the Chair and the Secretary General.

Singapore concurred with Malaysia and Mexico andecHjgally expressed its
appreciation for the UAP Organizing Committee, @leair, the Secretary General and
the support staff of the Council Secretariat.

Chinese Taipei expressed its appreciation for #eredariat's hard work, understanding
what the role entails, having been itself the Saciat of the Central Council in the past.

The Chair acknowledged the expression of apprecdiaif the different economies and
wished everyone a safe trip home.

The Secretary General shared the words of formere8gy General Fernando Mora
Mora to the Council on the role of SG:

“You may feel tired at this point in time but wheverything is finished, you will
feel fulfilled because not many of us will be gitkee privilege of this unique

experience.”
ltem 14 Adjournment
Reference:

Annex 14: The Central Council Secretariat Meetihgoligh
the Eyes of the Central Council Secretariat: A RRFO

The Secretary General acknowledged and introduwdiembers of the Central Council
Secretariat that served thd" €£entral Council Meeting. Their separate report and
recommendations is attached as Appendix 14.

The Chair adjourned thé"4APEC Architect Central Council Meeting at 12:30MP.
October 11, 2010
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PRE-MEETING ANNEX A

SCRIPT
PRE-MEETING EVENT
4™ APEC ARCHITECT CENTRAL COUNCIL MEETING

Central Council Secretariat usher the membersefXntral Council to their seat in the
Meeting Room as they arrive.

The members of the Entourage are ushered to thegesDining Room across the hall
from the Meeting Room. The Entourage is compo$ékeofollowing :

1. Ar. Medeliano Roldan, Convenor

Signatories of the Tri-Lateral Cross-Borded Regt#in Arrangement :
2. Mr. Andrew Hutson, President, Architects AccreddimatCouncil of Australia
3. Mr. Warwick Bell, Chair, New Zealand Registered Witects Board
4. Ms. Rita Soh, President, Board of Architects Sirmyap

Philippine Monitoring Committee
5. Ar. Ramon Mendoza, National President, United Amatis of the Philippines
6. Ar. Angeline Chua Chiaco, Member, Professional Ratguy Board of Architect,
Philippines
7. Ar. Yolanda Reyes, Chair, Technical Panel for Aiettiure Education
8. Ar. Edric Marco Florentino, Member, Technical Parnfelr Architecture
Education

Central Council Meeting Officers
9. Ar. Prosperidad Luis, Secretary General, APEC AethiCentral Council
10. Ar. Armando Alli, Chair, Fourth APEC Architect Ceat Council Meeting
Inside the Meeting Room, th&abibeHornblower is seated near the APEC logo.

At the appropriate time and on cue with #ebibe Hornblower, Lead Person of the CC
Secretariat, Ar. Shina Samoza fetches the Entourage

KabibeHornblower blows th&abibeto signal the start of the ceremony.

The Convenor, Ar. Medeliano Roldan enters the NigeRoom to request everybody to
stand for the Processional.

The Entourage enters the Meeting Room led by thev@wor and are ushered into their
seats by the CC Secretariat.

SG Prosperidad Luis asks everybody to sit down walem the Entourage are in their
places.

SG Luis introduces the activity and acts as thetdtas Ceremonies for the event.

UAP National President Ramon Mendoza and Acting iiCld the Philippines
Monitoring Committee delivers the Welcome Remarks.
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Mr. Andrew Hutson delivers his remarks for Austaali

Mr. Warwick Bell delivers his remarks for New Zeada

Ms. Rita Soh delivers her remarks for Singapore.

(CC Secretariat leads each signatory to his/harepia the Signing Table after his/her
remarks)

All the members of the Central Council from AusaaNew Zealand, and Singapore are
invited on stage to witness the signing.

The Tri-lateral Agreement is signed by the threenemies.
The exchange of copies and handshakes ~ slow erfioughoto-documentation.
Photo-documentation in the following sequence :

Simulated formal signing

The three signatories, Chairs of the RegistratioarBs/Councils

Plus + Chair Alli and SG Luis

Plus + Philippine Monitoring Committee

Plus + the members of the Central Council of AuistraNew Zealand and
Singapore

6. An official photo with all the members of the Cedt€ouncil

arwdE

SG Luis announces the end of the signing ceremony.

CC Secretariat lead the members of the Entouragthdw respective seats at the
Conference Table.
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AGENDA
DAY 1: October 10, 2010
PRE-MEETING EVENT

9:00 AM —9:45 AM

Signing of the Tri-Lateral Cross-Border Registration Arrangement
(Australia, New Zealand and Singapore)

a) Introduction of the Activity

b) Remarks from the Chairs of
Registration Agencies of:

1) Australia

2) New Zealand

3) Singapore

c) Signing of the Agreement

Ms. PROSPERIDAD LS|
Secretary General
Central Council Secretariat

Mr. ANDREW HUTSON

President

Architects  Accreditation  Council  of
Australia

Mr. WARWICK BELL
Chair
New Zealand Architects Registration Board

Ms. RITA SOH

President
Board of Architects Singapore
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MEETING PROPER

9:45 A.M. —10:30 A.M.

Item 1:

Item 2:

Item 3:

Item 4:

Welcome to Delegates

Welcome is extended to delegates of all partigijgateconomies
attending the meeting.

APEC Meeting Procedures

APEC meeting procedures and APEC Architect Centrauncil
proceedings are discussed briefly for the infororatf delegates. Minor
modifications of Central Council proceedings may &ecepted if
requested.

Adoption of the Agenda

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

Confirmation of the Summary Conclusions ofthe Third APEC
Architect Central Council Meeting.

Participating economies are encouraged to read $henmary
Conclusions before the Central Council Meeting tngdive notice to the
Secretariat of any modifications or correctionsytheould like to
recommend.

Participating economies are invited at this poifittlee meeting to
confirm their agreement to the Summary Conclusiofisthe third
meeting of the APEC Architect Central Council, hétdVancouver,
Canada on August 7-8, 2008.

10:30 AM. —11:00 A.M.

MORNING COFFEE/TEA BREAK

PHOTO SESSION

11:00 A.M. —12:30 P.M.

Item 5:

5.1

Constitution of the Central Council
Applications to form New Monitoring Committee
In accordance with the decision taken at the Mexigeeting, the

Secretriat is to advise the delegations whetherliGgipns for
authorization to form new Monitoring Committees édeen received.
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5.2:

Item 6:

6.1:

6.2

6.3

Central Council Membership

Each economy will read the names of the membetfsedf delegation for
entry into the official record.

Each economy will submit the updated list of thenea of the official
representatives to the Central Council in the fdrrpaovided by
Secretariat.

Review of Progress of the APEC Architect RBgister
Update on the APEC Architect Register
The progress of the APEC Architect Register wélldiscussed:

a) Economies are invited to inform the Counciltted progress of the
APEC Architect Register in their respective ecoresmi number of
applications received/accepted yearly, total numioér APEC
Architects to date.

b) Economies that have not yet established thegidRer databases and
websites are invited to inform the Council of thregress so far and
when they expect to complete the process.

c) Economies that have their APEC Architect Regidiabases and
websites are invited to comment on any problems@nered and
offer any suggestions they may have for revision.

Adoption of APEC Architect Formats

Economies are invited to inform the Council on thedloption of the
following APEC Architect documents:

a) application for registration and professional eigreze report forms
b) APEC Architect Recognition Certificate
c) APEC Architect ID card

Monitoring Committee Reports to the Council

At this point, all Monitoring Committees are inviteéo hand-in/submit
their official Monitoring Committee Reports to tBecretariat.

All Monitoring Committees are invited to discussidfly from their
official Reports the most evident problem encoweden their economy
in so far as the local implementation of the APEfhitect Project is
concerned.

12:30 P.M. — 2:00 P.M.

LUNCH BREAK
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2:00 P.M. — 3:30 P.M.

Item 7:

Item 8:

8.2

8.2

Update on Procedures for Non-Complying Ecoomy

a) It was proposed at the Second Central CouneibtiMg in Mexico
City that a study be made and proposals be forwlaam®e what
course of action the Central Council should takanij participating
economy failed to comply with Council rules or regments over
an extended period considering the commitmentsgbigiken by all
economies.

b) It was noted during the Third Central Councédfing in Vancouver,
Canada that there were different degrees of impoetain the
requirements, with some being merely administrativel others
being fundamental such as changes to registratitania, education,
competence and registration experience.

c) It was agreed during the Meeting in Vancouveanada, that a
Working Committee be created to develop a set dicips and
guidelines for the non-compliance with both adnmaigve
procedures and APEC Architect registration criterf@ngapore,
Malaysia and the Republic of Mexico volunteeredwtork in the
Committee, which was accepted by the Central Chunci

d) The Committee will be invited to inform the Gexh Council of the
progress of their work.

APEC Architect Reciprocal Recognition Framevork
Update on Mutual Recognition Agreements Signed bconomies

Economies that have entered into Mutual Recognifigreements with
other economies are invited to report to the Cduneithese MRAS,
what brought the economies into this agreement, they are structured
and other important features of the MRA that maywees models or
guidance for future MRAs.

Discussion of Some Issues or Concerns Arisingin these Signings

The Secretariat has received information on someearas arising from
the signing of MRAs between economies.

a) Tri-Lateral Agreement (Australia-New Zealandggipore)

In the Manual, there is a definition of Home Ecogomhich says
“Economy of permanent residence and primary registn/licensure as
an architect”. We would like to know what the wépdimary” means in

this context. For example, if an APEC Architechifr&conomy A sought
and gained registration in Economy B and moveddonemy B to live,
and then let his or her registration in Economy apde and then in
Economy B sought and gained registration as an BegnB APEC
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8.3.

Architect, so as to be able later on to seek femtkt registration in
Economy C, would his or her Home Economy be A oAB? have
interpreted this to mean A, as that's where thehiiect was registered
first, but we would like to know for sure if this ¢orrect. It matters
because there is some wariness about people usingamework to in
effect leapfrog across economies, i.e. from A to C.

Update on Other Multi-Lateral Mobility Agreements:
Economies participating in other multi-lateral nlipiagreements are
invited to update the Council on the progress ahsagreements and

how they affect the APEC Architect Project.

a) The NAFTA
b) The ASEAN Architect Project

3:30 P.M. — 4:00 P.M.
(CONTINUATION OF ITEM 8)

8.4

8.5

5:30 P.M.

Update on the APEC Architect Reciprocal Recogtion Framework
Status

Since the commitment of economies participatinthenAPEC Architect
Project is to liberalize their restrictions on ipdaedent practice of
architects within a host economy, the Council woeldeive the update
reports of economies on regulatory and legal chatigat had occurred
within the economies in the intervening period whiey reported the
status of the Reciprocal Recognition Framework (RRf their
economies during the Third Central Council in Vaner, Canada,
August 2008 as follows:

a) Complete Mobility — None

b) Domain Specific Assessment — Australia, Japan, bexiNew
Zealand, Singapore, Chinese Taipei, United Stdtésnerica

c) Comprehensive Registration Examination — None

d) Host Economy Residence / Experience

e) Local Collaboration — Canada, People’s Republic @fina,
Hongkong China, Korea, Malaysia, Philippines

f)  No Recognition - None

Matrix That Also Reflects Bilateral and Multilateral Agreements
During the Third Central Council Meeting, Singapstgygested that a
more complex matrix be developed by Council todaté bilateral and
multilateral agreements within the APEC Architectomomies.

Singapore will be invited to present a draft matoi this improved
Matrix.

DAY 1 CONCLUDES
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DAY 2:

October 11, 2010

9:00 A.M. —10:30 A.M.

Item 9

9.1

9.2

9.3

Aspects of Practice in a Host Economy

While participating economies in the APEC Architderoject are
working towards the full liberalization of currergstrictions, there are
aspects of practice in a host economy that an AREsitect from

another economy should know and address. Econcane@vited to
contribute to the enlightenment of the members k& Council by
providing information on these aspects in their @gnonomy.

Immigration and Other Entry Requirements

Economies are requested to inform the Council abotry requirements
(visa and type) and other laws on immigration igitlown economy that
an APEC Architect accepted to practice in a hoshemy will have to
address.

Liabilities and Insurance
Economies are requested to inform the Council athautiabilities of an
Architect in their economy and how the aspect spomsibility of the

professional for public safety is covered.

Economies are requested to inform the Council alboaitpractice of
coverage of liability by insurance in their economy

Other Local Nuances
Economies are requested to inform the Council abthuer nuances of

local practice that may have a bearing on the peaf an APEC
Architect in a host economy.

10:30 AM. — 11:00 A.M.

MORNING COFFEE/TEA BREAK

11:00 A.M. — 12:30 P.M.

Item 10

Promotion of the APEC Architect Register

Economies will be requested to inform the Counbibt the strategies
that they have adopted to promote the APEC ArchitRegister
domestically and internationally.

Economies with large numbers in their APEC ArchitBegisters are
invited to report to the Council how they have agbid such success.
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ltem 11

111

11.2

11.3

Central Council Administration

It is the responsibility of the Secretariat to pdev budgetary and
resource information during its term of office fthe guidance of
participating economies. It is also expected tcegiuggestions on the
administration of the Council business and raideemoimatters which
need to be discussed in the Central Council meeting

Report by Philippine Secretariat
Philippine Secretariat will make its Report to entral Council
Funding Formula for the Secretariat and Its Inplementation

Philippine Secretariat will make a Report on theliementation of the
Funding Formula for the Secretariat.

Review of the Schedule of Rotation of Respoh#ities

During the Third Central Council Meeting, a Schediar the rotation of
Secretariat responsibilities and the hosting foe @entral Council
Meeting was approved by the Council.

This schedule will be reviewed and economies wellasked if there are
any requests for change, which will be discussethéyCouncil

New Zealand, scheduled to act as Secretariat t€émtral Council for

the next period 2011 and 2012, and to host theABEC Architect

Central Council Meeting in 2012, will be asked tmfirm its acceptance
of these responsibilities. If New Zealand will ratcept, the Council will
obtain the agreement of another participating esgnto undertake the
roles.

12:30 A.M. —2:00 P.M.

LUNCH BREAK

2:00 P.M. — 3:30 P.M.

Item 12

Item 13

13.1

Any Other Business

Delegates are invited to raise any other mattetson the Agenda, for
discussion and resolution.

Summary Conclusions
Adoption of the Summary Conclusions

The Council will review the Summary ConclusionsAgenda Items 5-
11 for adoption.
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3:30 P.M. — 4:00 P.M.
AFTERNOON COFFEE/TEA BREAK

4:00 P.M. — 5:30 P.M.
(CONTINUATION OF ITEM 13)

13.2 Amendment to the Operations Manual

The Council will agree to the amendment of the APBhitect
Operations Manual to incorporate decisions takethbyCentral Council
during this meeting.

Item 14 Next Meeting of the Central Council

The Council will agree on the date and venue ferRtith Meeting of the
APEC Architect Central Council to be held withinawears of this

meeting.
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AGENDA
DAY 1: October 10, 2010
PRE-MEETING EVENT
11:00 AM —11:45 AM
Signing of the Tri-Lateral Cross-Border Registration Arrangement
(Australia, New Zealand and Singapore)
a) Introduction of the Activity Ms. PROSPERIDAD LS/
Secretary General

Central Council Secretariat

b) Remarks from the Chairs of
Registration Agencies of:

1) Australia Mr. ANDREW HUTSON
President
Architects  Accreditation  Council  of
Australia
2) New Zealand Mr. WARWICK BELL
Chair
New Zealand Architects Registration Board
3) Singapore Ms. RITA SOH
President

Board of Architects Singapore

c) Signing of the Agreement

12:00 — 1:45 P.M. Lunch
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MEETING PROPER

1:45 P.M. - 3:15 P.M.

Item 1:

Item 2:

Item 3:

Item 4:

Welcome to Delegates

Welcome is extended to delegates of all partigijgateconomies
attending the meeting.

APEC Meeting Procedures

APEC meeting procedures and APEC Architect Centrauncil
proceedings are discussed briefly for the infororatf delegates. Minor
modifications of Central Council proceedings may &ecepted if
requested.

Adoption of the Agenda

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

Confirmation of the Summary Conclusions ofthe Third APEC
Architect Central Council Meeting.

Participating economies are encouraged to read $henmary
Conclusions before the Central Council Meeting tngdive notice to the
Secretariat of any modifications or correctionsytheould like to
recommend.

Participating economies are invited at this poifittlee meeting to
confirm their agreement to the Summary Conclusiofisthe third
meeting of the APEC Architect Central Council, héhdVancouver,
Canada on August 7-8, 2008.

3:15P.M. - 3:45 P.M.

AFTERNOON COFFEE/TEA BREAK

PHOTO SESSION

3:45 P.M. - 5:15 P.M.

Item 5:

5.1

Constitution of the Central Council
Applications to form New Monitoring Committee
In accordance with the decision taken at the Mexigeeting, the

Secretriat is to advise the delegations whetherliGgipns for
authorization to form new Monitoring Committees @édeen received.
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5.2:

Item 6:

6.1:

6.2

6.3

Central Council Membership

Each economy will read the names of the membetfsedf delegation for
entry into the official record.

Each economy will submit the updated list of thenea of the official
representatives to the Central Council in the fdrrpaovided by
Secretariat.

Review of Progress of the APEC Architect Bgister
Update on the APEC Architect Register
The progress of the APEC Architect Register wélldiscussed:

a) Economies are invited to inform the Counciltted progress of the
APEC Architect Register in their respective ecoresmi number of
applications received/accepted yearly, total numioér APEC
Architects to date.

b) Economies that have not yet established thegidRer databases and
websites are invited to inform the Council of thregress so far and
when they expect to complete the process.

c) Economies that have their APEC Architect Regidiabases and
websites are invited to comment on any problems@nered and
offer any suggestions they may have for revision.

Adoption of APEC Architect Formats

Economies are invited to inform the Council on thedloption of the
following APEC Architect documents:

a) application for registration and professional eigreze report forms
b) APEC Architect Recognition Certificate
c) APEC Architect ID card

Monitoring Committee Reports to the Council

At this point, all Monitoring Committees are inviteéo hand-in/submit
their official Monitoring Committee Reports to tBecretariat.

All Monitoring Committees are invited to discussidfly from their
official Reports the most evident problem encoweden their economy
in so far as the local implementation of the APEfhitect Project is
concerned.

5:15P.M. — 8:00 P.M.
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Item 7:

Item 8:

8.3

8.2

Update on Procedures for Non-Complying Ecoomy

a) It was proposed at the Second Central CouneibtiMg in Mexico
City that a study be made and proposals be forwlaam®e what
course of action the Central Council should takanij participating
economy failed to comply with Council rules or r@gments over
an extended period considering the commitmentsgbigiken by all
economies.

b) It was noted during the Third Central Councédfing in Vancouver,
Canada that there were different degrees of impoetain the
requirements, with some being merely administratvel others
being fundamental such as changes to registratitamia, education,
competence and registration experience.

c) It was agreed during the Meeting in Vancoueanada, that a
Working Committee be created to develop a set dicips and
guidelines for the non-compliance with both adninaigve
procedures and APEC Architect registration criterf@ngapore,
Malaysia and the Republic of Mexico volunteeredwtork in the
Committee, which was accepted by the Central Chunci

d) The Committee will be invited to inform the @exh Council of the
progress of their work.

APEC Architect Reciprocal Recognition Framevork
Update on Mutual Recognition Agreements Signed bconomies

Economies that have entered into Mutual Recognifigreements with
other economies are invited to report to the Cduneithese MRAsS,
what brought the economies into this agreement, they are structured
and other important features of the MRA that mawees models or
guidance for future MRAs.

Discussion of Some Issues or Concerns Arisingin these Signings

The Secretariat has received information on sonmeeras arising from
the signing of MRAs between economies.

a) Tri-Lateral Agreement (Australia-New Zealandggipore)

In the Manual, there is a definition of Home Ecogomhich says
“Economy of permanent residence and primary registn/licensure as
an architect”. We would like to know what the wépdimary” means in

this context. For example, if an APEC Architechifr&conomy A sought
and gained registration in Economy B and moveddorn®my B to live,
and then let his or her registration in Economy apde and then in
Economy B sought and gained registration as an BegnB APEC
Architect, so as to be able later on to seek femtkt registration in

Economy C, would his or her Home Economy be A oNB? have
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8.3.

8.4

8.5

8:00 P.M.

interpreted this to mean A, as that's where thehiiect was registered
first, but we would like to know for sure if this ¢orrect. It matters
because there is some wariness about people usingamework to in
effect leapfrog across economies, i.e. from A to C.

Update on Other Multi-Lateral Mobility Agreements:

Economies participating in other multi-lateral nlipiagreements are
invited to update the Council on the progress ahsagreements and
how they affect the APEC Architect Project.

a) The NAFTA
b) The ASEAN Architect Project

Update on the APEC Architect Reciprocal Recogtion Framework
Status

Since the commitment of economies participatinthenAPEC Architect
Project is to liberalize their restrictions on ipdadent practice of
architects within a host economy, the Council wowdeive the update
reports of economies on regulatory and legal chatigat had occurred
within the economies in the intervening period whieey reported the
status of the Reciprocal Recognition Framework (RRf their
economies during the Third Central Council in Vangr, Canada,
August 2008 as follows:

a) Complete Mobility — None

b) Domain Specific Assessment — Australia, Japan, btexiNew
Zealand, Singapore, Chinese Taipei, United Stdtésnerica

¢) Comprehensive Registration Examination — None

d) Host Economy Residence / Experience

e) Local Collaboration — Canada, People’s Republic @fina,
Hongkong China, Korea, Malaysia, Philippines

f)  No Recognition - None

Matrix That Also Reflects Bilateral and Multilateral Agreements
During the Third Central Council Meeting, Singapstgygested that a
more complex matrix be developed by Council todaté bilateral and
multilateral agreements within the APEC Architectomomies.
Singapore will be invited to present a draft matoi this improved
Matrix.

DAY 1 CONCLUDES
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DAY 2:

October 11, 2010

9:00 A.M. —10:30 A.M.

Item 9

Item 10

10.1

10.2

10.3

Promotion of the APEC Architect Register

Economies will be requested to inform the Counbibut the strategies
that they have adopted to promote the APEC ArchitRegister
domestically and internationally.

Economies with large numbers in their APEC ArchitBegisters are
invited to report to the Council how they have agbid such success.

Central Council Administration

It is the responsibility of the Secretariat to pdev budgetary and
resource information during its term of office fthe guidance of
participating economies. It is also expected tce ghuggestions on the
administration of the Council business and raideemoimatters which
need to be discussed in the Central Council meeting

Report by Philippine Secretariat
Philippine Secretariat will make its Report to entral Council
Funding Formula for the Secretariat and Its Inplementation

Philippine Secretariat will make a Report on thelementation of the
Funding Formula for the Secretariat.

Review of the Schedule of Rotation of Respohb#ities

During the Third Central Council Meeting, a Schedigr the rotation of
Secretariat responsibilities and the hosting foe @entral Council
Meeting was approved by the Council.

This schedule will be reviewed and economies velldsked if there are
any requests for change, which will be discussethéyCouncil

New Zealand, scheduled to act as Secretariat t&€émtral Council for

the next period 2011 and 2012, and to host theABEC Architect

Central Council Meeting in 2012, will be asked tmfirm its acceptance
of these responsibilities. If New Zealand will matcept, the Council will
obtain the agreement of another participating easpnto undertake the
roles.

10:30 AM. —11:00 A.M.

MORNING COFFEE/TEA BREAK
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11:00 A.M. — 1:00 P.M.
ltem 11 Summary Conclusions
11.1 Adoption of the Summary Conclusions

The Council will review the Summary ConclusionsAgenda ltems 5-
11 for adoption.

11.2 Amendment to the Operations Manual

The Council will agree to the amendment of the APBEhitect
Operations Manual to incorporate decisions takethbyCentral Council
during this meeting.

Item 12 Next Meeting of the Central Council

The Council will agree on the date and venue ferRtith Meeting of the
APEC Architect Central Council to be held withinawears of this
meeting.

1:00 P.M. —2:00 P.M.

LUNCH
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ANNEX 2

Amended Page 24 of the Meeting Summary of the Thir@entral Council Meeting

fe

Ms. Yeun-Shim Park Membégvice Past President, Korean
Institute of Female Architects)

Mr. Pil-Hoon Lee Membe{President, Korea Architects
Institute)

Mr. Kun-Chang Yi Membe(HFIA / Past Vice- President,
Korea Institute of Registered Architect
/ Chairman, ARCASIA)

Mr. Jong R Hahn MembéAlIA / Vice- President,
Korean Institute of Architects)

Mr. Chun-Gyu Shin Secreta(lA / Former Chair,
International Relations Committee,
Korea Institute of Registered
Architects)

Mr. Sun-il Kim SecretaryDeputy-Director,
Architectural Planning Team, Ministry
of Construction & Transportation)

Malaysia Dato Esa Mohamed Chairm@tonitoring Committee of
Malaysia)

Mr. Boon Che Wee Presideffterubuhan Arkitek
Malaysia)

Ms. Tan Pei-Ing MembéMonitoring Committee of
Malaysia)

Republic of Mexico| Arq. José Manuel Reachi Mora iClrormer President, Federacion
Arquitectos de la Republica Mexicana
A.C)

Arq. Fernando Mora Mora Membéresident, Consejo Nacional
de Registro y Certificacion Profesiona
and Secretary General APEC Architeq
Secretartiat 2007-2008)

Arq. Hector Garcia Escorza Memlgexecutive Coordinator,
Comité Mexicano para la Préactica
Internacional de la Arquitectura)

Arq. Ivan Cervantes Erosa MemlgBresident, Federacion de
Arquitectos de la Republica Mexicana
A.C)

Arq. Jorge Tamez y Batta Memb@resident, Asociacion
Nacional de Instituciones de la
Ensefianza de la Arquitectura de la
Republica Mexicana)

Arq. Cuauhtémoc Vega Memije MemMresident, Consejo Mexican
para la Acreditacién de la Ensefianza
de la Arquitectura)

Arq. Francisco Covarrubias Memb@resident, Academia
Nacional de la Arquitectura)

New Zealand Mr. Ron Pynenburg Chair

Mr. Richard Harris Member

Mr. Gordon Moller Member

Mr. Paul Jackman Member

Republic of the Archt. Prosperidad C. Luis ChaiPEC Architect Monitoring
Philippines Committee Philippines)

Archt. Medeliano T. Roldan Membég\ational President, United
Architects of the Philippines)

Archt. Armando N. Alli Membe(Chair, Board of Architecture

Professional Regulation Commission)
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ANNEX 3

ATTENDANCE OF THE FOURTH CENTRAL COUNCIL MEETING

Economy Name Address Contact Details
Australia Mr. Andrew
Hutson
Ms. Christine PO Box 236, Civil Square, 61-2-6230-0506
Harding ACT. 2608 Australia registrar@aaca.org.au
Canada Mr. Jerome
Marburg
. 1190 Horby Street, 10th Floor,| 604-806-8933
Ms. Bonnie Maples Vancouver, BC V6Z 2K5 bmaples@providencehealth.bc.q
People's
Republic of Mr. Liu Yuxin
China
Mr. Zhou Chang
2/F, Building 21, Ganjiakou,
Mr. Xiu Lu Haidan District, Beijing, China Eﬁ]tgbegfé?r?;com
100037 ]
Mr. Wang Xiaojing
Hong Kong
China Ms. Anna Kwong
Ms. Ada Fung
. 19/F, One Hyasan Avenue, 2511-5794
Mr. Thomas Ling Causeway Bay, Hong Kong tckling@kkal.com
Japan
Mr. Suzuki Chikao
Mr. Naohiko lida
Ms. Michiko
Yamauchi
Korea
Mr. Chi-Tok Kim
.| 1603-55, SeoChol-Dong, 82-2-581-5711
Mr. Kun Chang Yi Seocho-Gu, Seoul, Korea ji_hye0524@kira.or.kr
Malaysia 603-26934182

Mr. Boon Che Wee

4 & 6 Jalan Tangsi, 50480
Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia

booncw@gmail.com

Dato Sri Ar. Esa
Mohamed

17/F, Block F, Ibu Pejabat JKH
Jalan Sultan Salahuddin, Kual
Lumpur 50582, Malaysia

a{603-26982878
bmesa@myjaring.net
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Economy

Name

Address

Contact Details

Mexico

Arg. Francisco
Cabrera Betancour

t

Mr. Luis Enrique
Lopez Cardiel

Arqg. David Cabrerdg
Ruiz

Mr. Raul Lopez
Ramirez

New Zealand

Mr. Warwick Bell

Mr. Paul Jackman

PO Box 11-106, Manners
Street, Wellington, New
Zealand

644-471-1336
paul@nzrab.org.nz

Philippines . No. 6 Benito Soliven Avenue |
mjsi;sProsperldad Loyola Grand Villas, Quezon ngggsﬁé‘;?}uis @yahoo.com
City, Philippines - )
Mr. Ramon
Mendoza
Mr. Medeliano No._53 Sct. Rallo;_ Street, Brgy. 632-412-6364
Roldan Laging Ha_nda, Dlllmar_l,_ _ uapnat!onal@yaht_)o.com,
Quezon City 1103, Philippines| uapnationa@gmail.com
Mr. Armando Alli
Ms. Angeline Chud
Chiaco
61 Kalaw Street Cor. Alondrasg
Ms. Yolanda Reyes Street, Miranila Tandang Sora Sgé?:j;ffga @yahoo.com
Quezon City, Philippines '
Mr. Edric Marco 67 Sct. Reyes Street, Quezon| 632-372-3201
Florentino City edricmarco@yahoo.com
Singapore 5 Maxwell Road, 01-03 MND

Ms. Rita Siow Lan
Soh

Complex, Tower Block,
Singapore 069110

65 6222 5295
boarch@singnet.com.sg

Mr. Lye Hock Ng

5 Maxwell Road, 01-03 MND
Complex, Tower Block,
Singapore 069110

65 6222 5295
boarch@singnet.com.sg

Mr. Ashvinkumar
s/o Kantilal

Mr. Ko Shiou Hee

Chinese Taipei

Yin-Ho Chien

13F-1, No. 51, Sec.2, KeelLun
Road, Taipei, Taiwan 110

) 886-2-23775108

ctmc@naa.org.tw

Bau-Tscheng Dung
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Economy Name Address Contact Details
Wei-Sung Shieh
13F-1, No. 51, Sec.2, KeelLung 886-2-23775108 x. 246
Kuang-Chou Chou Road, Taipei, Taiwan 110 huoda.archi@msa.hinet.net
Chi-Chung Chen
Shau-Tsyh Chen
. 13F-1, No. 51, Sec.2, KeelLung 886-2-23775108
Chikung Wang Road, Taipei, Taiwan 110 chikungw@yahoo.com
I-Ping Cheng
13F-1, No. 51, Sec.2, KeelLung 886-2-23582700
Amanda Chao Road, Taipei, Taiwan 110 amanda@naa.org.tw
Thailand Michael Paripol
Tangtrongchit
Dungrit Bunnag
USA

Unable to attend

54




CENTRAL COUNCIL MEMBERSHIP
Updated as of October 2010

ANNEX 4

Economy Title First Name Last Name Position
Australia Mr. Andrew Hutson Chair
Mrs. Christine Harding Member
Mr. Edward Haysom Member
Mr. Nino Bellantonio Member
Mr. Bruce Callow Member
Ms. Kathleen Doyle Member
Ms. Nicole Kerr Member
Canada Ms. Lisa Bate Memb@RAIC, Ontario
Association of Architects)
Mr. Charles Henley Membé&MRAIC,
Newfoundland Association of
Architects)
Mr. Jon Hobbs MembégFRAIC, Executive
Director, Royal Architectural
Institute of Canada)
Mr. Stuart Howard MembdFRAIC, Past
President, Architectural Institute
of British Columbia; RIAC
Regional Director, B.C.)
Mr. Larry Jones MembgFRAIC, Architects
Association of Prince Edward
Island)
Mr. Kiyoshi Matsuzaki Membe{PP/FRAIC, Past
President, Royal Architectural
Institute of Canada)
People’s Mr. Wang Zaosheng Deputy Director
Republic of Mr. Xiu Lu Secretary General
China Mr. Cui Kai Member
Mr. Zhang Baiping Deputy Secretary General
Hong Kong Mr. Chi Kong, Thomas| Ling ChairmgpRellow, The Hong
China Kong Institute of Architects)
Mr. Man Bock, Hui Vice Chairmar(Honorary
Bernard Secretary, The Hong Kong
Institute of Architects)
Mr. Hon Wan, Edwin Chan MembéChairman, Contract
and Dispute Resolution
Committee, The Hong Kong
Institute of Architects)
Mr. Wun Hing, Donald| Choi MembéChairman 2009-2010
Architects Registration Board)
Ms. Sum Yee, Anna Kwong Membépresident-elect, The
Hong Kong Institute of
Architects)
Mr. Wan Fung, Lim Member(President-elect, The
Bernard Hong Kong Institute of
Architects)
Mr. Yuen Cheung, Lu Member(The Hong Kong
Ronald Institute of Architects)
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Economy

Title

First Name

Last Name

Position

Hong Kong
China (cont'd.)

Mr.

David

Tong

Membe(Development Bureau,
Hong Kong SAR Government)

Mr.

Edward

Shen

Membé&€hairman,
Engineering Consultant
Qualification Taskforce, Hong
Kong Institute of Architects)

Mr.

Kyran

Sze

MembefChairman 2006-2008
Architects Registration Board)

Japan

Mr.

Dr.

Fumihiko

Sadao

Maki

Watanabe

ChairFormer Professor of the
University of Tokyo, Principal of
Maki and Associates)

Memb@&meritus Professor off
the University of Tokyo)

Mr.

Masaya

Fujimoto

MembéPresident, Japan
Federation of Architects &
Building Engineers
Associations)

Mr.

Kunihiro

Misu

Membelr(President, Japan
Association of Architectural
Firms)

Mr.

Yutaka

lzue

Membe(iPresident, The Japan
Institute of Architects)

Mr.

Tetsuya

Nomura

Membég€Chairman, Building
Contractors Society)

Dr.

Masao

Saitoh

MembéPresident,
Architectural Institute of Japan)

Mr.

Masao

Katayama

Membépresident, Japan
Architectural Education and
Information Center)

Republic of
Korea

Mr.

Kee-Duk

Song

ChaigPast President, Korea
Institute of Registered Architect
/ Past Deputy Chairman,
ARCASIA)

Mr.

Chi-Tok

Kim

Deputy ChaifHon. FAIA/
Vice President, Korean Institute
of Architects)

Mr.

Sung-Jung

Chough

Membgton. FAIA/ Past Vice
President, Korean Institute of
Architects)

Mr.

Ki-Suk

Kim

Member(Director,
Architectural Planning Team,
Ministry of Land, Transport and
Maritime Affairs)

Mr.

Sang-jun

Lee

MembégAlA, NCARB
Certified/ Professor, Yonsei
University / Chairman, Arch.
Design & Planning Committee,
Architectural Institute of Korea)

Mr.

Sang-Leem

Lee

Member(Hon. FAIA/ Vice
President, Korean Institute of
Architects)

Ms.

Yeun-Shim

Park

MembePast Vice President,
Korean Institute of Female
Architects)
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Economy Title First Name Last Name Position
Republic of Mr. Pil-Hoon Lee MembegPresident, Korea
Korea (cont'd.) Architects Institute)

Mr. Kun-Chang Yi Membe(HFIA / Past Vice-
President, Korea Institute of
Registered Architects /
Chairman, ARCASIA)

Mr. Jong R Hahn MembéeAlIA / Vice- President,
Korean Institute of Architects)

Mr. Chun-Gyu Shin Secreta()IA / Former Chair,
International Relations
Committee, Korea Institute of
Registered Architects)

Mr. Sun-il Kim SecretaryDeputy-Director,
Architectural Planning Team,
Ministry of Construction &
Transportation)

Malaysia Dato’ Sri Ar. Esa Mohamed Chairm@fonitoring
Committee of Malaysia)

Dato’ Ar. Nur Haizi Abdul Hai Member

Datuk Ar. Dr. | Amer Hamzah Mohd. Yunus| Member

Ar. Pei Ing Tan Member

Ar. Che Wee Boon Member

Ar. Wan Sofiah Wan Ishak Member

Republic of Arqg. José Manuel Reachi Mora Chéformer President,
Mexico Federacion de Arquitectos de Ig
Republica Mexicana, A.C.)

Arq. Fernando Mora Mora Membéiresident, Consejo
Nacional de Registro y
Certificacion Profesional and
Secretary General APEC
Architect Secretariat 2007-2008

Arqg. Hector Garcia Escorza MemlgExecutive
Coordinator, Comité Mexicano
para la Practica Internacional d
la Arquitectura)

Arq. Ivan Cervantes Member(President, Federacion

Erosa de Arquitectos de la Republica
Mexicana, A.C.)

Arq. Jorge Tamez y Batta Membh@resident, Asociacion
Nacional de Instituciones de la
Ensefianza de la Arquitectura d
la Republica Mexicana)

Arq. Cuauhtémoc Vega Memije Memlgeresident, Consejo
Mexicano para la Acreditacion
de la Ensefianza de la
Arquitectura)

Arq. Francisco Covarrubias Memb@resident, Academia
Nacional de la Arquitectura)

New Zealand Mr. Ron Pynenburg Chair

Mr. Richard Harris Member

Mr. Gordon Moller Member

Mr. Paul Jackman Member
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Economy Title First Name Last Name Position
Republic of the | Archt. Prosperidad C. Luis ChaiPEC Architect
Philippines Monitoring Committee

Philippines)
Archt. Medeliano T. Roldan Membég\ational President,
United Architects of the
Philippines)
Archt. Armando N. Alli Membe(Chair, Board of
Architecture, Professional
Regulation Commission)
Archt. Yolanda D. Reyes MembgZhair, Task Force on
Architectural Education,
Commission on Higher
Education)
Archt. Edric Marco C. Florentino Membg@nember, Task Force
on Architectural Education,
Commission on Higher
Education)
Singapore Mr. Chan Sui Him President
Mr. Ng Larry Lye Hock Registrar
Ms. Chia Patrick Kok Bin Member
Mr. Richard Hassel Member
Chinese Taipei Mr. Yin-Ho Chen Ché&@hinese Taipei
Monitoring Committee)
Mr. Bau-Tscheng Dung MembgHolitical Deputy
Minister, Ministry of
Examination)
Mr. Wei-Sung Shieh MembéDbirector of Building
Administration Division
Construction and Planning
Agency, Ministry of Interior)
Mr. I-Ping Cheng MembéExecutive Director,
National Association of
Architect, Taiwan ROC)
Mr. Chikung Wang MembgMember, Chinese
Taipei Monitoring Committee)
Thailand Mr. Weerawudht Otrakul "WVP, ACT
Dr. Pongsak Vadhansindhu  Board Member
Mr. Mati Tungpanich Member
Mr. Smith Obayawat Member
Mr. Michael Paripol Tangtrongchit| Member
Mr. Sukit Suppermpool Member
United States of| Archt. Kenneth J. Naylor MembéklA, NCARB)
America Archt. Scott C. Veazey MemiqaiA, NCARB)
Archt. Lenore M. Lucey MembégFAIA, NCARB)
Archt. Stephen Nutt MembéklA, NCARB)
Archt. George H. Miller MembgFAIA, AlA)
Archt. Clark D. Manus MembégFAIA, AIA)
Archt. Jeffrey Potter Membé&FAIA, AlA)
Archt. Suzanna W. Kelley MembgxiA, AIA)
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ANNEX 5
DRAFT COURSE OF ACTION
FOR NON-COMPLIANCE WITH COUNCIL RULES

1.0 Introduction

11

1.2

1.3

At the Second Council meeting in Mexico City, itsvagreed to add to the
Agenda on what course of action the Central Couwstuiluld take if any
participating economy failed to comply with Coungiles or requirements
over an extended period considering the commitmieatsg taken by all
economies. There could be various scenarios gomektpf disciplinary
actions that could be taken should an economy fieield.

As suggested by Australia that there were diffedagrees of importance
in the requirements where some are merely admatiigtr and others are
fundamental, such as changes to registration ierjteeducation,

competence and registration experience, amongythed this should be
considered. Therefore the courses of action haveoimmensurate with
the types of deviations committed.

Another type of infringement concerns the condddhe APEC Architect
himself when participating in foreign member ecoresn

2.0 Course of Action

2.1

2.2

2.3

2.4

The Council takes note that the punitive actiorlst@ be a deterrent for
APEC economies to participate in the APEC Architéattiatives.
However, the Rules and conventions of Council htavbe respected and
adhered to. The deviation from the Rules is furelatally unacceptable in
the spirit of APEC. Economies that are memberthefCentral Council
that commits such deviations signal the breakawam fthe cooperation.
The work group would think that it is highly unlilgefor such deliberate
occurrence unless under circumstances that areidadle.

The administrative oversight, such as failure tfonsis half-yearly report or
changes to the survey contents to the secretar@y be rectified
administratively with a reminder. However the &Nt commitment of
such oversight requires attention of the Council.

The failure of Member economies that fail to makaympents of
contribution to the host secretariat will requireserious attention of
Council. The course of action may be determine@byncil.

The more SERIOUS misdeed would be when a Memberagey chooses
to impose more restrictive measures to recogniz&REC Architect from

another economy in contravention to the agreed APAChitect

Reciprocal Recognition Framework (AARRF). The Cdlumay choose
to expel the participating economy from Council $oich action and in the
extreme case deregistration of the APEC Architexhfthe economy. The
Council is advised to deliberate on this issueosisty. This is in view that
in most economies the regulation of architecturacpices is under the
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jurisdiction of the various states/ provinces. Tuentral authority does not
have control over the conduct of the states, pamsnand in a lot of
instances local authority.

3.0 Procedure of Actions by Council
3.1 The punitive actions that may be considered are:

3.1.1 Secretariat seeks clarification from allegedly ereconomy.

3.1.2 Peer consultation to be conducted, the report dtlwio be
presented to Council.

3.1.3 Caution to be issued by Council to errant economy.

3.1.4 Withdrawing of Council membership of the economy.

3.2 Upon discovery by the Secretariat that there isrima facie case of
deviation/s committed by a member economy, theetaigat shall submit a
notice to the Council's Work Group on Discipline G®) as soon as
possible. The WGD shall investigate such casesaer# clarification from
the allegedly errant economy and submit the repbthe clarification to
the subsequent Council meeting for deliberation.

3.3 The Council may choose to authorize a peer corguitéo the allegedly
errant economy. The Monitoring Committee of tharest economy may
be nominated to conduct such consultation and tabksh whether a
deviation has been committed. The report of thesgbation shall be
submitted to the Council for deliberation. The @cil may decide the
appropriate punitive actions to be taken.

3.4 Any complaints against individual APEC Architectaihbe made to the
host Monitoring Committee. The Disciplinary prooegs and actions
against the AA shall be conducted locally. Shahlkel AA were found to
be guilty the local punitive actions shall be impd®n the errant AA. The
economy of origin shall be notified for punitive tiaos that may be
imposed in accordance to the home economy.

Dato Sri Ar Esa Mohamed
Chairman
APEC Architect Monitoring Committee, MALAYSIA
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ANNEX 6

THE APEC ARCHITECT
RECIPROCAL RECOGNITION FRAMEWORK
2008

The Reciprocal Recognition Framework identifiestipgrating economies that have
adopted the same registration / certification negnents for APEC Architects from

foreign economies, thus establishing a reciproeaishfor the recognition of APE
Architects from those economies. In assessing AREitects from economies wit

C
h

more restrictive categories of requirements, hostnemies may impose similar

requirements to those of the applicant’s economy.

Complete Mobility
No requirement other than APEC Architect status

Domain Specific Assessment
Understanding of legal and technical issues uniquke host economy

United States of America  Singapore

New Zealand Republic of Migo
Japan Australi
Chinese Taipei

Comprehensive Registration Examination
Examination of all skills and knowledge required tlee practice of architecture

Host Economy Residence / Experience
At least one year of professional experience int lem®nomy prior to registratio
examination

=]

Local Collaboration
Association required with an Architect from the hesonomy

Republic of the Philippines Malaysia Repubti of Korea Hong Kong, China
People’s Republic of China Canada

No Recognition
No recognition of APEC Architect status
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ANNEX 7

THE APEC ARCHITECT
RECIPROCAL RECOGNITION FRAMEWORK
2010

The Reciprocal Recognition Framework identifiestipgrating economies that have
adopted the same registration / certification negnents for APEC Architects from

foreign economies, thus establishing a reciproeaishfor the recognition of APE
Architects from those economies. In assessing AREDitects from economies wit

C
h

more restrictive categories of requirements, hostnemies may impose similar

requirements to those of the applicant’s economy.

Complete Mobility
No requirement other than APEC Architect status

Domain Specific Assessment
Understanding of legal and technical issues uniquke host economy

United States of America  Singapore

New Zealand Republic of Migo
Japan Australi
Chinese Taipei

Comprehensive Registration Examination
Examination of all skills and knowledge required tlee practice of architecture

Host Economy Residence / Experience
At least one year of professional experience int lem®nomy prior to registratio
examination

Malaysia

=]

Local Collaboration
Association required with an Architect from the hesonomy

Republic of the Philippines  Republic of Korea Hong Kong, China
People’s Republic of China Canada Thailand

No Recognition
No recognition of APEC Architect status
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MRA — CURRENT STATUS

ANNEX 8

Remarks

Tri-Nation MRA Pilot Program
with USA and Mexico

Korea, Japan and China are
active and annual discussion

Korea, Japan and China are
active and annual discussion

Korea, Japan and China are| i

active and annual discussion

Tri-Nation MRA Pilot Program
with USA and Canada

A
U
Cc
A
C
N
H
K
J

p
K
R
M
Y
M
X
N
Z
P
H
S
G
T
H
Cc
T
U
S

Tri-Nation MRA Pilot Program
with Canada and Mexico
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MRA — CURRENT STATUS

ANNEX 8A

Remarks

AARREF Tri-Lateral MRA with New
Zealand & Singapore; AARRF
MRA with Chinese Taipei; AARRF
MRA with Japan

NAFTA Tri-National MRA with
USA and Mexico (currently under a
pilot program)

AARRF MRA with Hong Kong; in
active discussion with Japan and
Korea

AARRF MRA with China

AARRF MRA with Australia;
AARRF MRA with New Zealand; in
active discussion with China, Korea
and Singapore

In active discussion with China ang
Japan

ASEAN Architect MRA (with 7
ASEAN Countries, 4 of which are
APEC economies)

NAFTA Tri-National MRA with
Canada and USA (currently under
pilot program)

[}

AARREF Tri-Lateral MRA with
Australia and Singapore; AARRF
MRA with Japan

MOU leading to MRA with Chinesg
Taipei; ASEAN Architect MRA
(with 7 ASEAN Countries, 4 of
which are APEC economies)

AARRF Tri-Lateral with Australia

& New Zealand; ASEAN Architect
MRA (with 7 ASEAN Countries, 4
of which are APEC Economies)

ASEAN Architect MRA (with 7
ASEAN Countries, 4 of which are
APEC Economies)

AARRF MRA with Australia; MOU
leading to MRA with Philippines

NAFTA Tri-National MRA with
Canada and Mexico (currently und
a pilot program)

[
=
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ANNEX 9
FUNCTIONS OF THE APEC ARCHITECT SECRETARIAT

The function of the Secretariat is to conduct ahtal Council business including the

appointment of members and supervision of meetingngements. It acts as

a

coordinating body for the administration of the épendent sections of the APEC
Architect Register established by each particigagoonomy and maintains the Central

Council website; it is the APEC Architect inforntticenter.

DUTIES

1. APEC ARCHITECT REGISTER

Oversee the linked Monitoring Committee Websited #me sections of the APE
Architect Register database they maintain to ensiina the information an

Notify any deficiencies or variations from Coungiéquirements to the releva
economy for correction.

At 6 month intervals, obtain a completed Survey &®edrom each Monitoring
Committee on its APEC Architect registration adies for the period, for report on th
Council websites and circulation to all participateconomies.

Advise all Council members of any notification rieegl from a Monitoring Committe
of changes to its professional recognition systemotier significant matters fa
resolution at the following meeting.

2. CENTRAL COUNCIL WEBSITE

Maintain APEC Architect Central Council website.skre that its contents and agre
download documents (Operations Manual, ApplicafmmRegistration, 7 Year Perig
of Professional Experience, etc.) are regularlyegidand updated and remain relevan
the work of the Council.

Architect developments on the Central Council weband distribute it to Monitorin
Committees. Report all communications with the ARBI@anization and internation
associations of architects on the website.

documentation they provide is uniform in conterd anmplies with Council guidelines

At 3 month intervals post an update of the Sedegtamactivities and any notable APE

ne

U

=

ed

t to

C

2

3. RECIPROCAL RECOGNITION FRAMEWORK

As agreed at the Mexico meeting, administer theigRecal Recognition Frameworl}
coordinate the commitments of participating ecore@@nd record them on the Centf
Council website and notify participating economies.

ral

4. GENERAL CENTRAL COUNCIL ADMINISTRATION

Generally administer the business of Council iniclgdfinancial management, reco
keeping, publications, correspondence, etc.

Conduct the 6 month Monitoring Committee Surveyrefistration activities in th
agreed format. Circulate responses, follow up aagtens arising from the Survey a
resolve any problems and inconsistencies.

Manage finances, maintain accounts and other badgend resource information ¢
the Secretariat's term of office. Develop finanathtegies for Council considerati
and application by the incoming Secretariat.

Respond to all inquiries.
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5. CONSTITUTION OF THE CENTRAL COUNCIL

Maintain current list of Monitoring Committee detdg members on the Cent
Council and their contact details.

On receipt of an application for authorization fraen newly formed Monitoring
Committee, obtain completed Survey Application fand appropriate information @
professional recognition systems for architecthameconomy.

Assess the compliance of the applicant economgfesgsional standards and procedy

with APEC Architect registration criteria and cilate the proposed action to Coungil

members for confirmation.

6. CENTRAL COUNCIL GENERAL MEETINGS

In addition to addressing matters that arise dutsiterm of office, the Secretariat my

conduct Surveys prior to Council meetings to prevédiequate information for review

of Council operations and criteria. These inclu@irrent professional recognitig
requirements in participating economies; Requirgséar APEC Architects from othe

economies; APEC Architect documentation; Finanaatlay and implications for

funding.

Prepare and circulate the Central Council meetingendla, Briefing Notes wit

—

al

res

st

=

proposals for future APEC Architect operations amdnagement, and all necessary

supporting documents.

Coordinate overall Council meeting arrangementh tie host Monitoring Committee,

After the meeting, prepare and circulate the MegeSummary, in draft for agreeme|
and as a final document. Revise other policy docusn@and procedures as necessary

7. PROMOTION

Maintain regular communication with UIA and othegional associations of archite¢

regarding APEC Architect and its benefits.

Inform HRDWG of APEC Architect activities and coordte with APEC Organization
on relevant initiatives.

8. INFORMATION CENTER

Generally, act as a communication centre for alESPArchitect matters and advi
government authorities, the professional and akrested parties about the AP
Architect Framework, on request.

[72)
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ANNEX 10

PHILIPPINE SECRETARIAT FINANCIAL REPORT
PIE CHART OF EXPENSES

Total $ 91,800.00
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Office furniture, furnishings, and office
equipment

$3,409.00 (3.7%)

Website Design and Development
$5,643.00 (6.2%)

B Website Update and Maintenance
$1,820.00 (2.0%)

Staffing, Clerical
$9,500.00 (10.4%)

B Professionals' Honorarium
$9,500.00 (10.4%)

Hm Office Rental
$5,400.00 (5.9%)

B Supplies, consumables, office services
$6,800.00 (7.4%)

Communication, mail and
delivery/transport
$7,954.00 (8.7%)

B Organizational Meetings, Errands
$4,545.00 (5.0%)

Newspaper and television
advertisements
$3,409.00 (3.7%)

m Travel for face-to-face transfer of
Secretariat
$6,820.00 (7.4%)
Arrangements for Central Council

Meeting
$26,800.00 (29.2%)



ANNEX 11

FUNDING FORMULA FOR THE SECRETARIAT

Architects Economy otz PPP Ranking Points Adopted Mexico
Proposal
10,000 Australia  $ 3,400 2 2 4 $ 3531 $ 2,769
8,000 Canada $ 5,100 3 2 5 $ 4,413 $ 3,462
16,000 China $ 1,700 1 3 4 $ 3531 $ 2,769
2,366 Hong Kong China  $ 5,100 3 1 4 $ 3531 $ 2,769
50,000 Japan $ 5,100 3 3 6 $ 529 $ 4,154
9,633 Korea $ 3,400 2 2 4 $ 3531 $ 2,769
1,600 Malaysia $ 1,700 1 1 2 $ 1,765 $ 1,385
7,590 Mexico $ 1,700 1 2 3 $ 2648 $ 2,077
1,550 New Zealand $ 3,400 2 1 3 $ 2648 $ 2,077
8,000 Philippines =~ $ 1,700 1 2 3 $ 2,648 $ 2,077
1,300 Singapore  $ 3,400 2 1 3 $ 2,648 $ 2,077
3,200 Chinese Taipei $ 3,400 2 1 3 $ 2648 $ 2,077
2,000 Thailand  $ 1,700 1 1 2 $ 1,765 $ 1,385
112,000 United States ~ $ 5,100 3 3 6 $ 529 $ 4,154
233,139 $ 45,900 $ 45900 $ 36,000
Architects Based on the number provided by the economies at the APEC meeting
in Vancouver.
PPP Based on the three World Bank Purchasing Power Parity categories.
The numbers were inverted for the formula.
For example the U.S. PPP =1, for the formula was assigned a value
of 3.
PPP = 2, for the formula remained a value of
2.
Mexico PPP = 3, for the formula was assigned a value
of 1.
Ranking For simplicity, the Economies were also grouped into 3 categories by the

Economy Points

Adopted Funding

Mexico Funding

number of Architects.
over 16,000
3,201 - 15,999

3
2
less than 3,200 1

PPP + Ranking

$45,900 divided by total number of points multiplied by Economy total
points. (G16 / F16 * F-points)

$36,000 divided by total number of points multiplied by Economy total
points. (H16 / F16 * F-points)

The Council approved the calculation method usi@PGPPP) that is
issued by several sources such as the World BathkNdR. Therefore,
to clarify which GDP (PPP) would be used to caltuthe funding of the
certain year is added as explanation on this ANNEXentral Council
may need to revise the GDP (PPP) figure sometinfégcharules also
should be set.
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SECRETARIAT SCHEDULE

ANNEX 12

(As approved during the Third Council Meeting)

YEAR SECRETARIAT HOST
2001 Australia Brisbane, Australia
2002 Australia Sydney, Australia
2002 Australia Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia
2004 Australia Chinese Taipei
2004 Australia Honolulu, USA
2005 Chinese Taipei Tokyo, Japan
2006 Chinese Taipei Mexico City, Mexico
2007-2008 Mexico Vancouver, Canada
2009-2010 The Philippines The Philippines *
2011-2012 New Zealand New Zealand *
2013-2014 Canada Canada *
2015-2016 Malaysia Malaysia *
2017-2018 People’s Republic of China People’'s Repuab China *
2019-2020 The United States of America The UnitedeS of America *
2021-2022 Thailand Thailand *
2023-2024 Singapore Singapore *
2025-2026 Korea Korea *
2027-2028 Japan Japan *
2029-2030 Australia Australia *
2031-2032 Chinese Taipei Chinese Taipei *
2033-2034 Hong Kong China Hong Kong China *

* The exact venue will be announced at its propement.
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SECRETARIAT SCHEDULE

ANNEX 12A

(As approved during the Fourth Council Meeting)

YEAR SECRETARIAT HOST

2001 Australia Brisbane, Australia

2002 Australia Sydney, Australia

2002 Australia Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia

2004 Australia Chinese Taipei

2004 Australia Honolulu, USA

2005 Chinese Taipei Tokyo, Japan

2006 Chinese Taipei Mexico City, Mexico
2007-2008 Mexico Vancouver, Canada
2009-2010 The Philippines Metro Manila, Philippines
2011-2012 New Zealand Wellington, New Zealand
2013-2014 Canada Canada *
2015-2016 Malaysia Malaysia *
2017-2018 People’s Republic of China People’'s Repabh China *
2019-2020 Singapore Singapore *
2021-2022 Thailand Thailand *
2023-2024 The United States of America The UniteedeS of America *
2025-2026 Korea Korea *
2027-2028 Japan Japan *
2029-2030 Hong Kong China Hong Kong China *
2031-2032 Chinese Taipei Chinese Taipei *
2033-2034 Australia Australia *

* The exact venue will be announced at its propement.
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Asia-Pacific
Economic Cooperation

FOURTH MEETING OF THE
APEC ARCHITECT CENTRAL COUNCIL

1st DRAFT OF SUMMARY CONCLUSIONS
Released: October 26, 2010

SMX Convention Center
Metro Manila, Philippines

10-11 October 2010
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1*' DRAFT OF THE SUMMARY CONCLUSIONS
A™ APEC ARCHITECT CENTRAL COUNCIL MEETING

Comments from the economy of:

DAY 1:

Item 1:

Iltem 2:

Item 3:

October 10, 2010

Welcome to Delegates

The Chair extended welcome to the delegates gaaticipating
economies attending the meeting.

APEC Meeting Procedures

The Chair discussed briefly the APEC meeting procesl and
APEC Architect Central council proceedings for thisrmation of
delegates.

Adoption of the Agenda

“10-10-10", a fun run to raise funds for the rehétation of the
Pasig River was held in the general vicinity of tisMX
Convention Center, the venue of tH& APEC Architect Central
Council Meeting. Participated in by around 116,0p80ple, it
clogged the roads leading to the venue. The orgasinf events
decided to delay the start of the meeting by twardo A Revised
Agenda was prepared for the two meeting days (@ctdd, 2010,
from 11:00 A.M. to 8:00 P.M., and October 11, 2Gidm 9:00
A.M. to 1:00 P.M.)

Box A:

Iltem 3: The Revised Agenda was adopted by the Cuwith the modification
requested by Mexico that they make a presentatiarDay 2 about UIA COP 1¢
to be held in Cancun.

The original Agenda is attached as ANNEX la
The Revised Agenda is attached as ANNEX 1b
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Comments to Box A:

Item 4:

Confirmation of the Meeting Summary of the Third
APEC Architect Central Council Meeting.

Malaysia requested that the names of their delegddato Esa
Mohamed, Mr. Boon Che Wee, and Ms. Tan Pei-Ingsbed| on
page 24.

Singapore requested that ANNEX 1 (Central Couneiiitdership:
List of Central Council delegates from each econjoamgd ANNEX

2 (Central Council Membership: Monitoring Committee
Nominees), be updated.

Secretary General requested each economy to swymipdated
list of the members of their respective MoniigrCommittees.

Box B:

Item 4: The Council approved all motions for correon and modification. The
Meeting Summary of the Third Central Council Meetinheld in Vancouver,
Canada was approved as corrected and modified.

The amended page with regards to the request ayidial is attached as ANNEX

2.

The updated List of Delegates and Central Coun@hidership as requested by

Singapore are attached as ANNEX 3 and ANNEX 4 retspy.

Comments to Box B:

Item 5:

5.1:

Constitution of the Central Council
Applications to form New Monitoring Committee

Secretary General reported that there are no nepliaations to
form new Monitoring Committees from other economies
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Box C:
Item 5: It was agreed that economies such as Pend #apua New Guinea that
had before sat as observers during past Councilégtfiegs, be contacted and
invited next Council Meeting as observers again,reawaken their interest to
join the APEC Architect Project.

Comment to Box C:

5.2 Central Council Membership

Each economy was requested to read the names aig¢hwers of
their delegation for entry into the official record

Secretary General informed the Council that thenecoy of the
United States of America is unable to attend, Witir attendance
of the UIA Commission on Professional Practice hegin Paris

as one, among other reasons, of their inabilitatiend. However,
she informed the Council that USA has sent the distheir

representatives to the Central Council and readséheames for
entry into the official record.

Secretary General requested that each economy subenlist of
the members of their Monitoring Committee usingranfdesigned
by Secretariat to capture the information desiredthe database
of the Central Council Secretariat.

Box D:
Item 5.2: With the names read into the official red, the Central Council was
constituted for its & Meeting.

The List of Central Council Delegates is attache ABINEX 3
The List of Central Council Membership is attaclasdANNEX 4

Comments to Box D:
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Item 6:

6.1:

Review of Progress of the APEC Architect Rgister
Update on the APEC Architect Register

Each economy was requested to report on the pregoésthe
APEC Architect Register.

Each economy reported on the number of APEC Armdkitthey
have enrolled in the APEC Architect Register, whiemied in
number: Japan with the most at 495 (with 126 agplans under
process); and Singapore and Thailand with the lesstzero”.
Singapore intends to process applications only rateMutual
Recognition Agreement has been signed with othmmanies. On
the other hand, Thailand has difficulty in introdug the concept
of the APEC Architect beyond the level of “collaskon with a
local architect”. Korea’s APEC Architects have bedecreasing
in number due to the perception of local architeitist being an
APEC Architect is not after all beneficial to theMalaysia’'s
number of APEC Architects has not increased frofor8a long
time.

(Details of Reports will be part of the Meetingn8nary.)

Box E:

Iltem 6.1: It was agreed that each economy would wone to advocate and
forward the concept of the APEC Architect as comtad by each at the start ¢

the Project.

=4

Comments to Box E:

6.2

6.3

Adoption of APEC Architect Formats

Economies each reported that they have adopted AREC
Architect Registration Certificate, and the APECcHitect ID
Card.

It was noted that some economies give their newCGAREEhitects
additional marks or tokens of recognition such asedal given by
the Philippines and pins given by other economies.

Monitoring Committee Reports to the Count

Secretary General reported that to date no econbadysubmitted

its Monitoring Committee Report which should haveerb
submitted every six months following protocols palicies.

75



It was noted that not much progress can be repovidd such
frequency of submittal of Reports. Suggested altamm protocols
and policies were accepted for discussion.

Box F
Iltem 6.3: It was agreed that henceforth, Reportslivie on a yearly basis,
submitted by each economy on the™36f June of every year.

Comments to Box F:

Item 7: Update on Procedures for Non-Complying Ecoomy

Malaysia discussed the draft of the course of actior non-
compliance of economies with Council rules.

Box G:
Item 7: It was agreed that Malaysia would take thead in developing further
the course of action in the light of the issues pemted in the draft, and others
that may be discovered in the process.

Member economies that are interested to join may sl Secretariat wil
provide copies of the draft to all economies.

The Draft of the Course of Action for Non-Complianaf Economies is attached
as ANNEX 5

Comments to Box G:

Item 8: APEC Architect Reciprocal Recognition Frameavork
8.1 Update on Mutual Recognition Agreements Signedby
Economies

The Secretariat made available to the Council memlibe copies
of the MRA between Australia, New Zealand and $iogaand
the MOU between the Philippines and Chinese Taipei.
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On the advice of Canada that all signatories’ ap@bshould be
given before copies of public documents are reldashe
concurrence of the respective signatories of thie $4RA and
MOU were sought before their release.

8.2 Discussion of Some Issues or Concerns Arisirffigpm these
Signings

The Secretariat has received information on sonme&ms arising
from the signing of MRAs between economies.

a) Tri-Lateral Agreement (Australia-New Zealandgzipore)

Singapore informed the Council about the concerrthef three
signing economies about the definition of the tefiHome
Economy” which is defined as “...the economy of perami
residence and primary registration/licensure asaaohitect.” The
meaning of the word “primary” in this context wascussed.

Box H:

Item 8.2: With differing opinions on matters reladeto the definition of words
and terms and their implication on policies and medures, Singapore closed
the discussion with the proposal that this mattex discussed further at a late
time in future Council meetings.

—

Comments to Box H:

8.3. Update on Other Multi-Lateral Mobility Agreements:
a) The NAFTA

Canada announced that Canada, USA and Mexico hgved a
Tri-National Agreement which is now moving into ttmlot

program” phase designed to test the system witbpehing it yet
to everyone. Each economy will send to each of dtieer
economies, three candidates through the systemifaall goes
well, the agreement will be formally launched foull f
implementation.

Mexico emphasized the importance of this pilot prog in

determining possible problems and negative -effeafs this
Agreement before moving to full operational level.
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8.4

8.5

b) The ASEAN Architect Project

Malaysia reported the signing of the Mutual Rectigni
Arrangement (MRA) for Architectural Services by thi@
governments of member states of the ASEAN, andabguration
of the ASEAN Architects Council with 7 participgtin
governments. Malaysia also referred the membeithefCouncil
to the ASEAN websitevfvw.aseanarchitectcouncil.ordor the full
text of the MRA.

Update on the APEC Architect Reciprocal Recogtion
Framework Status

The Reciprocal Recognition Framework (RRF) whicbw&h the
status of economies in relation to the level ofrtlopen-ness to
liberalized practice as of the Third Central Counbleeting in
Vancouver, Canada in August, 2008, was shown onmieitor
screens for review of the Council.

The Chair asked for updates from the member eca@®mi
Thailand, which was not reported in the above Framw,
informed the Council that it is at the level of “ladoration with
Local Architects”. The other economies reported gl@mange in
status, except for Malaysia which reported thatsitnow in the
level of Host Economy Residence / Experience. [pimies
reported that it does not anticipate any changestatus until the
local burning issue on the signing and sealing ofhéectural
drawings by civil engineers is resolved.

Matrix That Also Reflects Bilateral and Multilateral
Agreements

Singapore showed the draft matrix that incorporateshe RRF,
the bilateral and multilateral agreements signedelagh economy.

Box |:

Item 8.5: Singapore was requested by the Counciupmate and complete the
matrix to include all MOUs, MRASs, even FTAs and afither agreements ng
included as yet in the matrix shown.

The Draft Matrix submitted during the Council Mextishall be attached to the
Meeting Summary as ANNEX 6

—

Comments to Box |:
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8.4 Further Discussion of an issue reported iném 8.4

Malaysia proposed a Resolution by the Council ippgut of the
Philippines towards the resolution of its problem e signing
and sealing of architectural plans that should beclesive to
Architects per the Philippine Architects’ Law, buwthich is
currently being violated by Civil Engineers.

Canada agreed to support the Philippines but suiggkthat the
statement of support be rephrased.

With no more time to further discuss the issuetlghg the motion
of Malaysia was temporarily withdrawn for re-intraction the
next day.

The issue was posted in the calendar as the @rbetdiscussed in
the agenda the next day.

DAY 1 CONCLUDES

DAY 2: October 11, 2010

Iltem 8.4 (Continuation of Discussion)

The motion of Malaysia was re-introduced thus:

“The Central Council resolves that member econonsleall only recognize
collaborations of APEC Architects from another emmy with a registered and
licensed architect in the host economy.”

After discussions, the motion was amended thus:

“The representatives of the participating economiesthe APEC Architect
Central Council recognize the need and requirentkat architecture must be
practiced by architects; hence, in participatingpaomies, the responsibility of
preparing, signing and sealing of architecture doants are limited to
registered/licensed architects.”

Korea suggested the change from the use of the term
“architectural documents” to “architectural design”

After more discussions, the motion was amend#aeiuthus:

“The representatives of the participating economiesthe APEC Architect
Central Council recognize the need and requirentkat architecture must be
practiced by architects.
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Philippines proposed a resolution of support by @wncil in the
model of the ARCASIA Resolution, copies of whichre we
distributed.

Canada pointed out that the definition by law o# tbractice of
architecture differs in different economies andeditthe case of
Canada where legislation permits the practice ofiHaochitects in

less complex buildings, even while the practicarchitecture is
defined comprehensively as the full scope of sesvicom pre-
design and design, documentation, project managgnadinthe

way to hand-off to clients, and post warranty pédrio

Box J:

Iltem 8.4: After the Chair gave each economy the oppnity to inform the
Council of any difficulties on their part in the aobtion of a resolution in
support of the Philippines, it was determined th&ich a resolution can not be
made because it will be in violation in some econes) of the laws and local
regulations which can not easily be dismantled amchich are beyond the
control of architects.

14

Because of the complexity of the situation, Malagsvithdrew its resolution.

Understanding the situation, the Philippines thanéteall economies in
discussing its problem and considering possibleusioins, even if in the end, the
Council as a body, decided not to pass any resoluti

Comments to Box J:

Item 9 Promotion of the APEC Architect Register

Economies informed the Council about the stratedied they
have adopted to promote the APEC Architect Regdsiarestically
and internationally. (Note: details of strategiedlvibe recorded
fully in the Meeting Summary.)

Mexico commented that the International Conferesfc@rchitects
and the APEC Architects Exhibits integrated by Bielippines
with the planning of the"¥Central Council Meeting, are events
that indeed promote the APEC Architect Project asttbuld
therefore be considered as inclusions in the plagrof the next
Central Council meetings.
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As a follow-up on the Mexico proposal, the Philigs
recommended two features of promotional eventsa business
forum for APEC Architects in which exchange of rearknd
collateral information and project sharing can bésalssed; 2)
business forum with potential investors, develgpeend
constructors on an international level.

It was also mentioned that if the APEC Archite®. ICard is
recognized in the APEC lane at the immigration gaigairports,
such a privilege would promote the APEC ArchiteegiBter as
beneficial to holders of the card and the title.

Singapore proposed an APEC Architect Conventiotgnded by
APEC Architects only, held during the open yeat the Central
Council will not meet; which means that the Cent@dbuncil
Meeting and the APEC Architects Convention wilealate with
one another, creating a yearly event in the calerafethe APEC
Architect Project.

It was however noted that hosting economies beadedecide and
be given the option on how they wish to promote AREC
Architect Project and Register.

Box K:

Item 9: The Council was receptive to the integratiof events with the Centra
Council Meeting, that will promote the APEC Archit¢ Project and Register.
However, the hosting economies will be left to deciand will be given the
option on how they wish to implement this.

Comments to Box K:

[tem 10

Item 10.1

Central Council Administration

Report by the Philippine Secretariat

The Chair called on the Secretary General to rertusr Report to
the Council.

The Secretary General reviewed with the Councilftimetions of
the Secretariat and reported how the Secretari2@fi9-2010 had
fulfilled these functions, which fell under theldaling headings
(Note: the details will be recorded fully in the &img Summary):
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0.

Preparation and Organization

. The APEC Architect Register

. Central Council Website

. Reciprocal Recognition Framework

. General Central Council Administration
. Constitution of the Central Council

. Central Council General Meeting

. Promotion

. Information Center

Hand-Over to the Next Secretariat

The Secretary General gave comments and suggestiornthe
administration of the Council business and raisethe important
matters as follows:

1.

Secretariats should build up on the work of presiou
Secretariats and not start from “zero” in mattersch as the
APEC Architect website.

The support of other economies for the incumbeoteBwiat

in the form of their contribution per the fundirgrhula should
be transmitted at the start of the assumption oé th
responsibility of the Secretariat. The Philippineomitoring
Committee administered and managed the Central €bun
Secretariat with almost no support from the otheoremies
except for one economy’s remittance for a yeawds able to
do this because of the support of the United Aecist of the
Philippines, which is one of the member institution
constituting its Monitoring Committee. It is recoemded that
the shares of economies be remitted fully or plytiper year
or per quarter; however, they should be remitted th¢
beginning of the year or the quarter.

Because the support of other economies has yet tedeived
and the accounting of the expenses to be reimbuogethe
Philippine Secretariat to the United Architects ahe
Philippines has yet to be prepared, the Philippgezretariat is
unable to make a Finance Report to the Council wetpards
to its receipts and expenses during the two ye&@92and
2010. However, the Report will be made availablethe
Council when completed.

The next Secretariat should decipher how to sulimiteport
to the HRDWG by breaking through the computer-
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programmed telephone voice that in reality prevexusess to
the HRDWG.

. An effective way of promoting the APEC Architeatj&t and

Registry is to answer all queries posed in the Ss&ion Form
in the website.

. Apart from the electronic transfer of documents, xide

started the beautiful tradition of a Face-to-Faceardl-Over
thru a valise it brought to the Philippines, comiizig hard
copies of all the documents of the APEC Architeojeet from
its inaugural meeting in Brisbane in 2001 to thegent. The
Philippine Secretariat strongly recommended thetiooiance
of this tradition through its plan to travel to Nexealand to
hand-over the valise, a sort of a portable filingbmet of

APEC Architect records entrusted to the New Zealand

Monitoring Committee, the next Secretariat for 2Q2@12012.
New Zealand will then hand this valise over to thext
Secretariat, Canada - - and so on.

New Zealand responded by suggesting that it woeld good
idea for the Monitoring Committees of the outgoiagd
incoming hosts of the Secretariat to meet during face-to-
face hand-over rite.

Important Note:

Due to lack of time, important recommendations thetded to be
implemented immediately had not been subjecteidadund of
approvals of the member
Economies are therefore requested to indicate thpproval or
disapproval of these recommendations, in the bbrésy:

economies during the Megetin

Box L:

Item 10.1: The support of other economies for tmeumbent Secretariat in the
form of their contribution per the funding formulashould be transmitted at th
start of the assumption of the responsibility. Tisbares of economies may k
remitted fully or partially per year or per quarterhowever, they should b
remitted at the beginning of the year or the quarte

D

e

D

Comments to Box L:
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Box M:

Iltem 10.1: Apart from the electronic transfer of daments, a Face-to-Fac
Hand-Over shall take place between the out-goinglan-coming Secretariat in
the grounds or territory of the latter, for the ppose of handing over “the
valise”, a symbolic portable filing cabinet contdimg hard copies of all APEC
Architect records, entrusted by the outgoing Seerét to the incoming

Secretariat.

D

Comments to Box M:

10.2

The Secretary General acknowledged and introdulcedrtembers
of the Central Council Secretariat that served @& Central
Council Meeting.

Their separate report and recommendations is atdds ANNEX
7 with the title “The Central Council Meeting Thrdughe Eyes of
the Central Council Secretariat: A REPORT”
Funding Formula for the Secretariat and Its mplementation
The Chair reviewed the computation of the Fundignkula for
the share of each economy as approved during tlrel Tentral
Council Meeting in Vancouver.
The Secretary General reported on the contributists far
received by the Philippine Secretariat as of Octaobk 2010, as
follows: (Other details to be included in the MagtSummary.)
Chinese Taipei — full payment for 2009 received! 2009

Mexico — full payment for 2009 & 2010 received @eto
2010

HongKong China — full payment for 2009 & 2010 iiged
October 2010

Philippines — full payment for 2009 & 2010 recelve
October 2010
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10.3 Review of the Schedule of Rotation of Respalniities

During the Third Central Council Meeting, a Scheddbr the
rotation of Secretariat responsibilities and thestiog for the
Central Council Meeting was approved by the Council

This schedule was reviewed and economies were atkbkdre
were any requests for change in the schedule. imergd the
economies accepted their assignments per the sighescept for
the following suggestions and offers:

1) Singapore requested the Secretariat to inquire ftbenUnited
States of America if the latter is willing to exolge places
with Singapore — that is, Singapore will host tleei8tariat in
2019-2020; USA will take the current Singapore gssient to
host in 2023-2024

2) Korea offered its time slot in 2025-2026 to Japehesiuled on
2027-2028, if it would like to precede Korea in thg. Japan
decided to adhere to its assigned time slot.

3) HongKong offered to swap time slots with Australreg latter
having hosted the Secretariat twice in 2001 and 2200
Australia agreed, thus the amended schedule woeldob
HongKong to be Secretariat in 2029-2030 while Aalgitr
would be Secretariat in 2033-2034.

Korea made the observation that should there be eesnomies
that would join the Council, the schedule will hawde revised.

Box N:

Iltem 10.3: Secretariat will inquire from the Unite®tates of America if it is
willing to exchange time slots with Singapore.

The economies agreed on the other parts of the BediSchedule until further
revised by the Council.

The Revised Schedule of Rotation of Responsitslieattached as ANNEX 8.

Comments to Box N:
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ltem 11 Summary Conclusions

11.1 Adoption of the Summary Conclusions

In view of the lack of time to prepare the Sumn@onclusions for
review of the Council before adjournment, the Secka&t
requested that these be instead prepared at a latee and
circulated via the internet for comments or reagtoof the
economies.

Box O:
ltem 11.1: The Council approved the modification a@mmended by thg

Secretariat in the procedure to review and apprdahe Summary Conclusions
of the Council Meeting. For the % Central Council Meeting, the Summar
Conclusions will be circulated to the economies Jhe internet for their
comments and reactions.

< O D

Comments to Box O:

The recommended target dates were:

October 15, 2010 — Secretariat circulates the Samrtonclusion

to economies
October 22, 2010 — Economies transmit their reaxdi and

comments

11.2 Amendment to the Operations Maal

Box P:
ltem 11.2: The Council agreed to the amendment &k tAPEC Architect

Operations Manual to incorporate decisions taken lge Central Council
during the 4" Central Council Meeting, to be released as Opesat Manual,
2010.

Comments to Box P:

Item 12 Next Meeting of the Central Council

Item 12.1 Venue
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New Zealand formally accepted the role of Secrataior 2011
and 2012 and host of th& &entral Council Meeting to be held in
the last quarter of 2012. The specific date of @wincil Meeting
will be announced not later than September 30, 2011

The tentative venue being considered is the Te RapaNational
Museum and Art Gallery in Wellington, New Zealand.

New Zealand briefly described Wellington as a plézdook at
great architecture, experience great café scenéh, votels within
5 to 10 minutes walking distance to the proposeuiee

Singapore expressed its support for Wellingtorhasvenue for the
next Central Council Meeting.

Box Q:

Iltem 12.1: The Council accepted the invitation ofel Zealand for the next
APEC Architect Central Council Meeting to be heldch iWellington, New
Zealand in the last quarter of 2012.

Comments to Box Q:

ltem 12.2 Proposed Items in the Agenda

Philippines suggested that the next Central CouMgeting in
New Zealand include the following items in the Agerwith
regards to Aspects of Practice in a Host Economy:

a) Taxation (Tax requirements for an APEC Architeabrir
another economy practicing in a host economy)

b) Immigration (Visa requirements and issues)

c) Civil liabilities (Liabilities which will be requied by the host
economy to be absorbed by a foreign registereditact)

d) Professional indemnity insurance

e) Laws, rules, or guidelines in the host economy wethards to
the procurement of architectural services.

Chair made the observation that these items wergnenoriginal
Agenda but were removed or deleted to adapt tslloeter time of
the Council Meeting.

Box R:
ltem 12.2: The above-mentioned items were accepigdNew Zealand for
inclusion in the Agenda of the® Central Council Meeting.
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Comments to Box R:

[tem 13

Item 13.1

Item 13.2

Other Matters

UIA COP 16

Mexico presented UIA COP 16 to be held in Cancumt@uoa
Roo, Mexico from November 29 to December 1, 201i, the
following features:

a) The 29 Open Forum that features reflections, discussimms
proposals on how to reduce the negative impact whdn
actions on the environment. Projects demonstratgapd
practice will be presented by representatives frdiffierent
countries, including renowned architects.

b) An exhibition of sustainable architecture and urlgaanning
projects that apply the concept of “SustainableOm®sign” as
advocated by the Union of International Architects

c) A Student Forum of architecture students, idemtifis the link
into the future, that will discuss and craft innarkshop, a
student declaration about climate change

Mexico requested the economies to send teams dérgtuto
participate in the Student Forum.

Mexico distributed information leaflets on the UTXOP 16 to the
members of the Council.

Report of the Convenor
The Convenor of Events gave a brief report.

1) The responsibility accepted by Philippines durirge t3°
Central Council Meeting in Vancouver, Canada, tcsththe
Secretariat in 2009 and 2010, and th® @entral Council
Meeting in Manila, Philippines in 2010, was validdtby the
Philippine Monitoring Committee, with the identdteon and
approval of the designation of responsible persmmollows:

a. Secretary General — Prosperidad Luis

b. Chair of the 4 Central Council Meeting — Armando
Alli
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Item 13.3

c. Convenor of Events — Medeliano Roldan

2) In the planning of the hosting of thé" 4entral Council
Meeting, the idea of an International ConferencéAothitects
(ICA) and an APEC Architects Exhibit (AAE) as rethevents
to promote the APEC Architect Project and Regisigas
hatched and subsequently implemented.

3) The Convenor expressed his wish that all the dédsghad a
nice stay in the Philippines.

4) The Convenor apologized to Korea for the loss efllsB used
to transfer the file of the presentation of Ar. KBhang Yi in
the ICA into the Conference Lap-Top.

5) The Convenor reminded everyone about the City Thar
following day and asked those who would join ib®at the
hotel lobby at 7:30 A.M. for pick-up.

Resolution of Thanks
Canada thanked the Philippines for the hard world anspitality.

Malaysia proposed a motion of thanks to the Philipp to
officially recognize the wonderful arrangements dnupitality of
the Organizing Committee and noted the exhibitisrsamething
to emulate. Malaysia requested that its commentsofiieially

recorded in the minutes of the meeting.

Mexico thanked the Philippines for the excellemedion of the
meeting and recognized the work of the Chair ared Secretary
General.

Singapore concurred with Malaysia and Mexico anécscally
expressed its appreciation for the UAP Organizingpup, the
Chair, the Secretary General and the support stéfthe Council
Secretariat.

Chinese Taipei expressed its appreciation for teer&ariat's
hard work, understanding what the role entails, ihgvbeen itself
the Secretariat of the Central Council in the past.

The Chair acknowledged the thanks of the diffeeeohomies and
wished everyone a safe trip home.
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The Secretary General shared the words of formesrefary
General Fernando Mora Mora to the Council on th#idilty of
the role:

“You may feel very very tired at thidmidn time but when
everything is finished, you will feel fulfilled apdvileged
because not many of us will be given this very umiq
experience.”

Box S:

Item 13.3: The Council passed a Resolution of Tharto the Philippines for its
successful hosting of the Secretariat and thd APEC Architect Central
Council Meeting.

Comments to Box S:

Item 14 Adjournment

The 4" APEC Architect Central Council Meeting was adjcentrat
12:30 P.M.,
October 11, 2010.

Box T:
tem: PROCESS OF REVIEW & APPROVAL OF SUMMARY
CONCLUSIONS
The Secretariat would like to request for commeatsd reactions to the Process
adopted for the review and approval of the Summagnclusions of the 4
Central Council Meeting.

Comments to Box T:

(Nothing follows)
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ANNEX 13A

Asia-Pacific
Economic Cooperation

FOURTH MEETING OF THE
APEC ARCHITECT CENTRAL COUNCIL

SUMMARY CONCLUSIONS

SMX Convention Center
Metro Manila, Philippines

10-11 October 2010
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SUMMARY CONCLUSIONS
A™ APEC ARCHITECT CENTRAL COUNCIL MEETING

DAY 1:

Item 1:

Item 2:

Item 3:

October 10, 2010

Welcome to Delegates

The Chair extended welcome to the delegates gfaatlcipating
economies attending the meeting.

APEC Meeting Procedures

The Chair discussed briefly the APEC meeting procesi and
APEC Architect Central council proceedings for thisrmation of
delegates.

Adoption of the Agenda

“10-10-10", a fun run to raise funds for the rehé#tation of the

Pasig River was held in the general vicinity of tisMX

Convention Center, the venue of tH& MPEC Architect Central
Council Meeting. Participated in by around 116,0p80ple, it
clogged the roads leading to the venue. The orgasinf events
decided to delay the start of the meeting by twardo A Revised
Agenda was prepared for the two meeting days (@ctdd, 2010,
from 11:00 A.M. to 8:00 P.M., and October 11, 2Gidm 9:00

A.M. to 1:00 P.M.)

The Revised Agenda was adopted by the Council, whlke modification
requested by Mexico that they make a presentatiarDay 2 about UIA COP 16
to be held in Cancun.

The Original Agenda is attached_as ANNEX 1
The Revised Agenda is attached as ANNEX 1A
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Item 4: Confirmation of the Meeting Summary of the Third
APEC Architect Central Council Meeting.

Malaysia requested that the names of their delegyddato Esa
Mohamed, Mr. Boon Che Wee, and Ms. Tan Pei-Ingsbedl on
page 24.

Singapore requested that Appendix 1 (Central Cdunci
Membership: List of Central Council delegates froeach
economy) and Appendix 2 (Central Council Membership
Monitoring Committee Nominees), be updated.

Secretary General requested each economy to swymipdated
list of the members of their respective Monitor@gmmittees.

The Council approved all motions for correction amdodification. The Meeting
Summary of the Third Central Council Meeting heldhiVancouver, Canada
was approved as corrected and modified.

The amended page with regards to the request aiyidial is attached as ANNEX
2.

The Attendance of the™Central Council Meeting and the updated Membership
of the Central Council as requested by Singapaeatiached as ANNEX 3 and
ANNEX 4 respectively.

Item 5: Constitution of the Central Council
5.1: Applications to form New Monitoring Committee

Secretary General reported that there are no nepliaations to
form new Monitoring Committees from other economies

It was agreed that economies such as Peru and Papleav Guinea that hag
before sat as observers during past Council Meg$inbe contacted and invited
next Council Meeting as observers again, to reawakbeir interest to join the
APEC Architect Project.

5.2 Central Council Membership

Each economy was requested to read the names af¢hwers of
their delegation for entry into the official record

Secretary General informed the Council that thenecoy of the
United States of America is unable to attend, widir attendance
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of the UIA Commission on Professional Practice Nhegin Paris
as one, among other reasons, of their inabilitatiend. However,
she informed the Council that USA has sent the dfstheir
representatives to the Central Council and readséheames for
entry into the official record.

Secretary General requested that each economy subenlist of
the members of their Monitoring Committee usingranfdesigned
by Secretariat to capture the information desiredthe database
of the Central Council Secretariat.

With the names read into the official record, thee@tral Council was
constituted for its & Meeting.

The Attendance of thé"4Central Council Meeting is attached_as ANNEX 3
The updated list of Membership of the Central Cdusattached as ANNEX 4

Item 6:

6.1:

Review of Progress of the APEC Architect Rgister
Update on the APEC Architect Register

Each economy was requested to report on the pregoésthe
APEC Architect Register.

Each economy reported on the number of APEC Armdkitthey
have enrolled in the APEC Architect Register, whiemied in
number: Japan with the most at 364 as of Septe®de2010; and
Singapore and Thailand with the least at “zero”.n§apore
intends to process applications only after a Mut&acognition
Agreement has been signed with other economiesth®rother
hand, Thailand has difficulty in introducing thenoept of the
APEC Architect beyond the level of “collaborationttwa local
architect”. Korea’s APEC Architects have been desiag in
number due to the perception of local architectat theing an
APEC Architect is not after all beneficial to theMalaysia’'s
number of APEC Architects has not increased frosin8e the last
Central Council Meeting..

(Details of Reports will be part of the Meetingn8nary.)

It was agreed that each economy would continue ttvecate and forward the
concept of the APEC Architect as committed by eathhe start of the Project.

174
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6.2 Adoption of APEC Architect Formats

Economies each reported that they have adopted AREC
Architect Registration Certificate, and the APECcHitect ID
Card.

It was noted that some economies give their newCAREEhitects
additional marks or tokens of recognition such asedal given by
the Philippines and pins given by other economies.

6.3 Monitoring Committee Reports to the Count

Secretary General reported that to date no econbady/submitted
its Monitoring Committee Report which should haveerb
submitted every six months following protocols palicies.

It was noted that not much progress can be repovi@t such
frequency of submittal of Reports. Suggested atesm protocols
and policies were accepted for discussion.

It was agreed that henceforth, Reports will be onyaarly basis, submitted by
each economy on the 80of June of every year.

Item 7: Update on Procedures for Non-Complying Ecoomy

Malaysia discussed the draft of the course of actior non-
compliance of economies with Council rules.

It was agreed that Malaysia would take the lead developing further the
course of action in the light of the issues presedtin the draft, and others that
may be discovered in the process.

Member economies that are interested to join may sl Secretariat wil
provide copies of the draft to all economies.

The Draft of the Course of Action for Non-Complignwith Council Rules is
attached as ANNEX 5
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Item 8: APEC Architect Reciprocal Recognition Frameavork

8.1 Update on Mutual Recognition Agreements Signedby
Economies

The Secretariat made available to the Council memlibe copies
of the MRA between Australia, New Zealand and $iogaand
the MOU between the Philippines and Chinese Taipei.

On the advice of Canada that all signatories’ ap@bshould be
given before copies of public documents are relkashe
concurrence of the respective signatories of thie $4RA and
MOU were sought before their release.

8.2 Discussion of Some Issues or Concerns Arisirffigpm these
Signings

The Secretariat has received information on sonme&ms arising
from the signing of MRAs between economies.

a) Tri-Lateral Agreement (Australia-New Zealandgzipore)

Singapore informed the Council about the concerrthef three
signing economies about the definition of the tefHome
Economy” which is defined as “...the economy of perami
residence and primary registration/licensure asamohitect.” The
meaning of the word “primary” in this context wascussed.

With differing opinions on matters related to theefinition of words and terms
and their implication on policies and procedures,in§apore closed the
discussion with the proposal that this matter besclissed further at a later tim
in future Council meetings.

(1)

8.3. Update on Other Multi-Lateral Mobility Agreements:
a) The NAFTA

Canada announced that Canada, USA and Mexico hgved a
Tri-National Agreement which is now moving into ttmlot

program” phase designed to test the system witbpehing it yet
to everyone. Each economy will send to each of dtieer
economies, three candidates through the systemifaalll goes
well, the agreement will be formally launched foull f
implementation.
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8.4

8.5

Mexico emphasized the importance of this pilot prog in
determining possible problems and negative -effeafs this
Agreement before moving to full operational level.

b) The ASEAN Architect Project

Malaysia reported the signing of the Mutual Rectigni
Arrangement (MRA) for Architectural Services by thi@
governments of member states of the ASEAN, andabguration
of the ASEAN Architect Council (AAC) with 7 pagating
member states. . Malaysia also referred the memloérdhe
Council to the AAC websitevfww.aseanarchitectcouncil.ordor
the full text of the MRA.

Update on the APEC Architect Reciprocal Recogtion
Framework Status

The Reciprocal Recognition Framework (RRF) whicbw&h the
status of economies in relation to the level ofrtlopen-ness to
liberalized practice as of the Third Central Counbleeting in
Vancouver, Canada in August, 2008, was shown onmieitor
screens for review of the Council.

The Chair asked for updates from the member ecasmi
Thailand, which was not reported in the above Framw,
informed the Council that it is at the level of “@&boration with
Local Architects”. The other economies reported el@ange in
status, except for Malaysia which reported thatsitnow in the
level of Host Economy Residence / Experience. ppimies
reported that it does not anticipate any changestatus until the
local burning issue on the signing and sealing ofhéectural
drawings by civil engineers is resolved.

Matrix That Also Reflects Bilateral and Multilateral
Agreements

Singapore showed the draft matrix that incorporateshe RRF,
the bilateral and multilateral agreements signedelagh economy.

Singapore was requested by the Council to updatd aomplete the matrix to
include all MOUs, MRAs, even FTAs and all other aggments not included as
yet in the matrix shown.

The Draft Matrix submitted during the Council Mexwgishall be attached to the
Meeting Summary as ANNEX. 8
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8.4

DAY 2:

Item 8.4

Further Discussion of an issue reported inétm 8.4

Korea proposed a Resolution by the Council in suppb the
Philippines towards the resolution of its problem e signing
and sealing of architectural plans that should beclesive to
Architects per the Philippine Architects’ Law, buwthich is
currently being violated by Civil Engineers.

Malaysia supported Korea and proposed the followigplution:
“The Central Council resolves that member econongkall only recognize
collaborations of APEC Architects from another emmry with a registered and
licensed architect in the host economy.”

Canada agreed to support the Philippines but sutggkthat the
statement of support be rephrased.

With no more time to further discuss the issuetlatyg the motion
of Malaysia was temporarily withdrawn for re-intnaction the
next day.

The issue was posted in the calendar as the @rbetdiscussed in
the agenda the next day.

DAY 1 CONCLUDES

October 11, 2010

(Continuation of Discussion)

The motion of Malaysia was re-introduced thus:

“The Central Council resolves that member econongkall only recognize
collaborations of APEC Architects from another emmry with a registered and
licensed architect in the host economy.”

Canada suggested that the motion be:

“Representatives of participating economies in #®WEEC Architect Project
recognize the need and requirement that architectomust be practiced by
architects.”

Philippines proposed a resolution thus:

“In participating economies of the APEC Architeabfect, the responsibility of
preparing, signing and sealing of architectural dawents are limited to
registered and licensed architects; thus APEC dsztts must exert all efforts to
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work with local registered architects in the hosbromy where collaboration is
required in the APEC Architect Reciprocal RecogmitFramework..

Malaysia suggested that the motion be a combinatd the
proposals, thus:

“The representatives of the participating economiesthe APEC Architect
Central Council recognize the need and requirentbat architecture must be
practiced by architects; hence, in participatingopaomies, the responsibility of
preparing, signing and sealing of architectural dowents should be limited to
registered/licensed architects.”

Korea suggested the change from the use of the term
“architectural documents” to “architectural design”

Canada pointed out that the definition by law o# tbractice of
architecture differs in different economies ancedithe case of
Canada where legislation permits the practice ofaochitects in

less complex buildings, even while the practicarchitecture is
defined comprehensively as the full scope of sesvicom pre-
design and design, documentation, project managenadinthe

way to hand-off to clients, and post warranty pédrio

Finally, after consultation with all member econesiion what is
acceptable to them, the resolution approved was:

“The representatives of the participating economiesthe APEC Architect
Central Council recognize the need and requirentkat architecture must be
practiced by architects.

After the Chair gave each economy the opportunity inform the Council of
any difficulties on their part in the adoption of aesolution in support of the
Philippines, it was determined that such a resobirtias it stood can not be made
because it will be in violation in some economies, the laws and loca
regulations which can not easily be dismantled amdhich are beyond the
control of architects.

Because of the complexity of the situation, Malagsiproposed that the
resolution should simply read: “The representativesf the participating
economies in the APEC Architect Central Council @gnize the need and
requirement that architecture must be practiced &rghitects.”

174

Signing and sealing of plans and other attacheduss in the other resolutions
will not be included for now.

The proposal of Malaysia was unanimously approvednderstanding the)
situation, the Philippines thanked all economies discussing its problem and
considering possible solutions.
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Item 9

Promotion of the APEC Architect Register

Economies informed the Council about the stratedied they
have adopted to promote the APEC Architect Regdsiarestically
and internationally. (Note: details of strategiedlvibe recorded
fully in the Meeting Summary.)

Mexico commented that the International Conferewfcarchitects
and the APEC Architects Exhibits integrated by Bielippines
with the planning of the"4Central Council Meeting, are events
that indeed promote the APEC Architect Project asitbuld
therefore be considered as inclusions in the plagrof the next
Central Council meetings.

As a follow-up on the Mexico proposal, the Philigs
recommended two features of promotional eventsa business
forum for APEC Architects in which exchange of mearknd
collateral information and project sharing can bésalssed; 2)
business forum with potential investors, develgpeend
constructors on an international level.

It was also mentioned that if the APEC Archite®. ICard is
recognized in the APEC lane at the immigration gaigairports,
such a privilege would promote the APEC ArchiteegiBter as
beneficial to holders of the card and the title.

Singapore proposed an APEC Architect Conventiotgnded by
APEC Architects only, held during the open yeat the Central
Council will not meet; which means that the Cent@dbuncil
Meeting and the APEC Architects Convention wilealate with
one another, creating a yearly event in the calerafethe APEC
Architect Project.

It was however noted that hosting economies beadedecide and
be given the option on how they wish to promote AREC
Architect Project and Register.

The Council was receptive to the integration of etewith the Central Council
Meeting in order to promote the APEC Architect Pegit and Register
However, the Council decided to leave this as anti@p for the hosting
economies to implement.
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[tem 10

Item 10.1

Central Council Administration
Report by the Philippine Secretariat

The Chair called on the Secretary General to rernusr Report to
the Council.

The Secretary General reviewed with the Councilftimetions of
the Secretariat and reported how the Secretari2@fi9-2010 had
fulfilled these functions, which fell under theldaling headings
(Note: the details will be recorded fully in the &g Summary):

Preparation and Organization

. The APEC Architect Register

. Central Council Website

. Reciprocal Recognition Framework

. General Central Council Administration
. Constitution of the Central Council

. Central Council General Meeting

. Promotion

. Information Center

O~NO O~ WNPEF

Hand-Over to the Next Secretariat

The Secretary General gave comments and suggestiornthe
administration of the Council business and raisethe important
matters as follows:

1. Secretariats should build up on the work of presiou
Secretariats and not start from “zero” in matterach as the
APEC Architect website.

2. The support of other economies for the incumbeaoteBwiat
in the form of their contribution per the fundirgrhula should
be transmitted at the start of the assumption oé th
responsibility of the Secretariat. The Philippineoiitoring
Committee administered and managed the Central €bun
Secretariat with almost no support from the otheoremies
except for one economy’s remittance for a yeawds able to
do this because of the support of the United Aecitét of the
Philippines, which is one of the member institusion
constituting its Monitoring Committee. It is recoemded that
the shares of economies be remitted fully or phytiger year
or per quarter; however, they should be remitted th¢
beginning of the year or the quarter.
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Because the support of other economies has yet tedeived
and the accounting of the expenses to be reimbuogethe
Philippine Secretariat to the United Architects ahe
Philippines has yet to be prepared, the PhilippBeeretariat is
unable to make a Finance Report to the Council wethards
to its receipts and expenses during the two ye&@92and
2010. However, the Report will be made availablethe
Council when completed.

. The next Secretariat should decipher how to sulisiteport

to the HRDWG by breaking through the computer-
programmed telephone voice that in reality prevextsess to
the HRDWG.

. An effective way of promoting the APEC Architeatj&t and
Registry is to answer all queries posed in the Ss&ion Form
in the website.

. Apart from the electronic transfer of documents, xide
started the beautiful tradition of a Face-to-Faceard-Over
thru a valise it brought to the Philippines, comtaig hard
copies of all the documents of the APEC Architeofdet from
its inaugural meeting in Brisbane in 2001 to thegent. The
Philippine Secretariat strongly recommended thetiooiance
of this tradition through its plan to travel to NeXealand to
hand-over the valise, a sort of a portable filingbmet of
APEC Architect records entrusted to the New Zealand
Monitoring Committee, the next Secretariat for 2Q212012.
New Zealand will then hand this valise over to thext
Secretariat, Canada - - and so on.

The Secretary General acknowledged and introdulcedrtembers
of the Central Council Secretariat that served #{& Central
Council Meeting.

Their separate report and recommendations is atdds ANNEX
14 with the title “The 4' Central Council Meeting Through the
Eyes of the Central Council Secretariat: A REPORT”
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10.2

10.3

Funding Formula for the Secretariat and Its implementation

The Chair reviewed the computation of the Fundignkula for
the share of each economy as approved during tlrel Tentral
Council Meeting in Vancouver.

The Secretary General reported on the contributists far
received by the Philippine Secretariat as of Octob® 2010, as
follows: (Other details to be included in the MegtSummary.)

- Chinese Taipei: full payment for 2009 receivedil&9D09
- Mexico: full payment for 2009 & 2010 received @ur 2010

-HongKong China: full payment for 2009 & 2010 redsl
October 2010

-Philippines: full payment for 2009 & 2010 receiv@dtober 2010
Review of the Schedule of Rotation of Respalniities

During the Third Central Council Meeting, a Scheddbr the
rotation of Secretariat responsibilities and thestinog for the
Central Council Meeting was approved by the Council

This schedule was reviewed and economies were atkbkdre
were any requests for change in the schedule. lmergé the
economies accepted their assignments per the siehesoept for
the following suggestions and offers:

1. Singapore requested the Secretariat to inquire fribm
United States of America if the latter is willingeéxchange
places with Singapore — that is, Singapore will thite
Secretariat in 2019-2020; USA will take the current
Singapore assignment to host in 2023-2024

2. Korea offered its time slot in 2025-2026 to Japan
scheduled on 2027-2028, if it would like to prec&deea
in hosting. Japan decided to adhere to its assigmee
slot.

3. Hong Kong offered to swap time slots with Austratfe
latter having hosted the Secretariat twice in 20&did
2002. Australia agreed, thus the amended schedalddw
be for Hong Kong to be Secretariat in 2029-2030Isvhi
Australia would be Secretariat in 2033-2034.
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Korea made the observation that should there be essnomies
that would join the Council, the schedule will hawéde revised.

Secretariat will inquire from the United States ddmerica if it is willing to
exchange time slots with Singapore. The economigsead on the other parts @
the Revised Schedule until further revised by theufcil.

—

The Revised Schedule of Rotation of Responsilsliseattached as ANNEX 12A.

ltem 11 Summary Conclusions

11.1 Adoption of the Summary Conclusions

In view of the lack of time to prepare the Sumn@owclusions for
review of the Council before adjournment, the Secka&t
requested that these be instead prepared at a latee and
circulated via the internet for comments or reagctoof the
economies.

The Council approved the modification recommendeygl the Secretariat in the
procedure to review and approve the Summary Conidos of the Council
Meeting. For the 4' Central Council Meeting, the Summary Conclusionsiliw
be circulated to the economies via the internet fémeir comments and
reactions.

The recommended target dates were:

October 15, 2010 — Secretariat circulates the Samrtonclusion
to economies

October 22, 2010 — Economies transmit their reaxti and
comments

11.2 Amendment to the Operations Manual

The Council agreed to the amendment of the APEC Witect Operations
Manual to incorporate decisions taken by the Cert@ouncil during the 4"
Central Council Meeting, to be released as Operasdvianual, 2010.

Item 12 Next Meeting of the Central Council
ltem 12.1 Venue

New Zealand formally accepted the role of Secrataior 2011
and 2012 and host of th& &entral Council Meeting to be held in
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the last quarter of 2012. The specific date of @waincil Meeting
will be announced not later than September 30, 2011

The tentative venue being considered is the Te RapaNational
Museum and Art Gallery in Wellington, New Zealand.

New Zealand briefly described Wellington as a plézdook at
great architecture, experience great café scenéh, votels within
5 to 10 minutes walking distance to the proposeuiee

Singapore expressed its support for Wellingtorhasvenue for the
next Central Council Meeting.

The Council accepted the invitation of New Zealarfdr the next APEC
Architect Central Council Meeting to be held in Wiglgton, New Zealand in
the last quarter of 2012.

ltem 12.2 Proposed Items in the Agenda

Philippines suggested that the next Central CouMgeting in
New Zealand include the following items in the Algerwith
regards to Aspects of Practice in a Host Economy:

a) Taxation (Tax requirements for an APEC Architeanir
another economy practicing in a host economy)

b) Immigration (Visa requirements and issues)

c) Civil liabilities (Liabilities which will be requied by the
host economy to be absorbed by a foreign registered
architect)

d) Professional indemnity insurance

e) Laws, rules, or guidelines in the host economy vatards
to the procurement of architectural services.

Chair made the observation that these items wergaenoriginal
Agenda but were removed or deleted to adapt tslloeter time of
the Council Meeting.

The above-mentioned items were accepted by Newadneafor inclusion in the
Agenda of the § Central Council Meeting. They also requested themmbers of
the Council to send in items or issues which thegul like to include in the
Agenda
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ltem 13 Other Matters

ltem 13.1 UIA COP 16

Mexico presented UIA COP 16 to be held in Cancumfana Roo,
Mexico from November 29 to December 1, 2010, wkighfollowing
features:

a) The 29 Open Forum that features reflections, discussimms
proposals on how to reduce the negative impact whdn
actions on the environment. Projects demonstratgapd
practice will be presented by representatives frdiffierent
countries, including renowned architects.

b) An exhibition of sustainable architecture and urlgaanning
projects that apply the concept of “SustainableOm®sign” as
advocated by the Union of International Architects

c) A Student Forum of architecture students, identifis the link
into the future, that will discuss and craft in ankshop, a
student declaration about climate change

Mexico requested the economies to send teams dergtu to
participate in the Student Forum. Mexico distrilmiteformation
leaflets on the UIA COP 16 to the members of thenCib

ltem 13.2 Report of the Convenor
The Convenor of Events gave a brief report.

1) The responsibility accepted by Philippines durirge t3°
Central Council Meeting in Vancouver, Canada, tcsththe
Secretariat in 2009 and 2010, and th& @entral Council
Meeting in Manila, Philippines in 2010, was validdtby the
Philippine Monitoring Committee, with the identdteon and
approval of the designation of responsible persmmollows:

a. Secretary General — Prosperidad Luis

b. Chair of the 4 Central Council Meeting — Armando
Alli

c. Convenor of Events — Medeliano Roldan

2) In the planning of the hosting of thé" 4entral Council
Meeting, the idea of an International ConferenceéAathitects
(ICA) and an APEC Architects Exhibit (AAE) as rethevents
to promote the APEC Architect Project and Registeas
hatched and subsequently implemented.

3) The Convenor expressed his wish that all the dédsghad a
nice stay in the Philippines.
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Item 13.3

4) The Convenor apologized to Korea for the loss efllsB used
to transfer the file of the presentation of Ar. KBhang Yi in
the ICA into the Conference Lap-Top.

5) The Convenor reminded everyone about the City Thar
following day and asked those who would join ib®wat the
hotel lobby at 7:30 A.M. for pick-up.

Resolution of Thanks
Canada thanked the Philippines for the hard world anspitality.

Malaysia proposed a motion of thanks to the Philipp to
officially recognize the wonderful arrangements dnudpitality of
the Organizing Committee and noted the exhibitiersamething
to emulate. Malaysia requested that its commentfiieially

recorded in the minutes of the meeting.

Mexico thanked the Philippines for the excellemedion of the
meeting and recognized the work of the Chair ared Secretary
General.

Singapore concurred with Malaysia and Mexico anecsjcally
expressed its appreciation for the UAP Organizingpup, the
Chair, the Secretary General and the support statthe Council
Secretariat.

Chinese Taipei expressed its appreciation for tleer&ariat’s
hard work, understanding what the role entails, ihg\been itself
the Secretariat of the Central Council in the past.

The Chair acknowledged the thanks of the diffeeeohomies and
wished everyone a safe trip home.

The Secretary General shared the words of formesrebary
General Fernando Mora Mora to the Council on théidilty of
the role: “You may feel very very tired at this point in tiroat when
everything is finished, you will feel fulfilled apdivileged because not
many of us will be given this very unique experehc

The Council passed a Resolution of Thanks to theilipines for its successfu
hosting of the Secretariat and thé"4APEC Architect Central Council Meeting.

Item 14

Adjournment

The 4" APEC Architect Central Council Meeting was adjaetrat 12:30 P.M.,
October 11, 2010.
(Nothing follows)
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ANNEX 14

The 4" CENTRAL COUNCIL MEETING
Through the Eyes of the Central Council Secretariat A REPORT

Introduction

This is a documentation of the different activitesrounding the 4 APEC Architect
Central Council Meeting from the point of view tf secretariat. The main activities are
arranged sequentially, with their correspondingon@mendations indicated in a boxed
text. The objective of including the recommendagiavith this documentation is to
enable the next secretariat to have a checkligewnfs that can be used in preparation for
the meeting.

Note that the proceedings held in Manila, Philiggirhas a unique scenario of having
back-to-back APEC events : the [hternational Conference of Architects (ICA) hela
Oct. 8-9, and the™APEC Architect Central Council Meeting held on QK?-11, 2010.
The events and recommendations documented hemefdte pertain to this specific
situation, an option which may be adopted by the¢ hest economy.

The Central Council Meeting

The 4" APEC Architect Central Council Meeting was helddotober 10-11, 2010 in the
Philippines. The Secretary General (SG), Ar. Reddad C. Luis, assembled her support
team to do various works related to the event. TGS is composed of 3 Filipino
architects, 1 Filipino graduate architect and adgating architecture student from the
University of Valladolid, Spain. A fourth membea Filipino architect from the
International Conference of Architects Organizingn@nittee (ICA OrCom), was also
included in the CCS.

Recommendation Item:1

The Secretary General should assemble a suppart tedake care of tasks on hand, with
the members each having different competenciesgitis and skills.

A. Before the Central Council Meeting

1. Prior to the actual meeting dates, the APEC Architeentral Council
Secretariat (CCS) was given a briefing by the Sthe background of
the APEC Architect Project, including the previoGgntral Council
Meetings were presented and discussed. The taerdhthair definitions,
and protocol were also explained to the group.

2. The SG also set up a meeting with the CCS and soembers of the
ICA OrCom, composed of architects of the UAP Cadteapter. During
the meeting, the following were shown / discussed :

a. respective roles, functions and duties

* primary to this is the documentation of the prediags of the
meeting

b. interface of the two groups with each other
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c. outputs from previous Central Council Meetings thow
expected outputs for this event

d. photos taken during past meetings

e. actual room where the meeting would take place

Recommendation Iltem: 2

2.a.

2.b.

2.C

2.d.

20

21

The CCS should study the Meeting Summaribe @irevious Central Council
Meetings and other documents relevant to the event.

The CCS should familiarize themselves witlpést delegates of the different
economies. Protocol and other international obsaopes should be studied in
preparation for the activities.

The CCS should set in place redundant meagsaafmentation : through manual
documentation (note-taking), electronic recordiagd tape recording. The
mechanics of which should be in place prior togkient.

The CCS, along with the OrCom, should comeitipa list of supplies and other
materials that will be needed for the event. Itsonsh as cassette tapes, batterieq
and other consumables should be procured and meaiéahble during the meeting
proper.

The CCS should obtain a plan of the meetingirand provide a layout of the
furniture and other equipment, including the looatpositions of the different
personalities participating in the event.

On the eve of Day 1, the CCS should make alaioiospection of the meeting
room, checking to see if the layout was followEdmiliarization with the
recording system, monitors, and other equipmentilshalso be done at this time.
This includes coordination with the physical arr@ngent team, technicians,
photographer and other support staff.

B. During the Central Council Meeting

1. The CCS, along with the OrCom members manning thgid®ation
Table, facilitated the arrival of the delegates.heTChairs of the
Registration Agencies of Australia, New Zealand &itigapore, along
with the Convenor, members of the Philippine Momitg Committee,
and the Central Council Meeting Officers were usHeinto a separate
room, while the delegates of the participating ecoies were ushered
into the meeting room.

2. A Pre-Meeting Event, the Signing of the Tri-Latei@toss Border
Registration Agreement (between Australia, New &edl and
Singapore) took place in the morning of Day 1. TS facilitated the
speeches of the SG, the participating economiesadtual signing of the
documents and the photo-documentation of the event.

Recommendation Iltem: 3

3.a.

3h

For certain special events, scripts shouldvbiten which will provide the
sequence of the proceedings. The CCS should &sizglithemselves with the scrif
vis-a-vis a layout of the meeting room showingd#iiled seating arrangement of
the different participants of the special event.

Upon the arrival of the particliggnts of theesfal event, the CCS should brief ther
on their roles and on the sequence of events. iBatach as sequence of entrancy
to the room, speaking and seating arrangementsidhmigiven to them

>
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Recommendation Item 3 (cont'd)

3.c. During the actual special event, the CCS ghgokition themselves strategically o
be able to assist the participants by ushering titmtheir respective roles.

3. During the meeting proper, the CCS documented theegedings. The
CCS also provided assistance to the delegateshen wiatters such as :

a. uploading presentations by economies who wishdiscuss
related matters to the central council

b. encoding drafts and finalizing letters made tgremies

c. other tasks to ensure the smooth flow of thetimge@roper

Recommendation Item:
The CCS, in coordination with the OrCom, shouldlglsth a method by which activities
such as reproduction of requested handouts, copyfipgesentations, etc., may be mad
outside the meeting room in a nearby “war” room.

11

4. Discussions during the meeting were done in anrlyrdeanner, with the
Chair calling on the economies that gestured trexjuest to have the

floor.

Recommendation Item: 5

The CCS should adapt to the conditions of the mgddy providing assistance to the
Chair in the event that the Chair cannot visuallgtetmine the sequence by which

economies gave their gestures to request to speak.

C. After the Central Council Meeting

1. The CCS made transcriptions of the meeting minutsis,g the different
means of documentation. The CCS made consultatwithseach other

using their respective notes as basis for discnssio

2. The CCS made a draft of Summary Conclusions for Dand 2 of the
Central Council Meeting. With the SG, they disagksthe possible
format of the document and how this will be disseated to the member
economies for their comments and eventual approval.

Recommendation Item: 6

6.a. The SG and the CCS should have a de-briefemjing to discuss the activities that rema
to be done, including the expected outputs andetatgadlines.

6.b. Under the supervision of the SG, the CCS shan@pare the drafts of the outputs and rev|se

accordingly per comments of the SG.

6.c. Taking turns, the SG and the members of the §iuld share their individual experiences

of the event, providing comments and insights tbkneveryone to make the most out
the enriching event.
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The 4" APEC Architect Project Central Council Secretaisatomposed of the following
members :

» Elda Shina S. Samoza, uap (Diliman Chapter)
Lead Person, Central Council Secretariat
(Associate & Deputy Operations Manager, LUIS andosgates)

« Dana Angela M. Bantigue, uap (Tandang Sora Chapter)
Documentation, Central Council Secretariat
(Project Coordinator, LUIS and Associates)

* Mariel M. Caguingin, uap (Tandang Sora Chapter)
Documentation & IT Lead, Central Council Secretaria
(Project Coordinator, LUIS and Associates)

e Carlo B. Gonzales
Technical Support & Transcriber, Central Counciti@ariat
(Graduate Architect, LUIS and Associates)

e Ruben J. Aybar
Technical Support & Liaison for Delegates, Cen@alincil Secretariat
(Graduating Student; Technical Staff, LUIS and A&xes)

» Daisy L.P. Palattao, uap (Cavite Chapter)
Organizing Committee Secretariat & Liaison, CenBalincil Secretariat
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