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Architects Registration Board of {Iiclo.tia

Lewel 10 Mauru House
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21 December 1999 _ : - 40 Colling Steet Melbouine

Productivity Commission

Yictaria 3000 Ausiraliu
GPO Box 2244 Malboure
Victoria JUUT Austrida

Level 28, 35 Collins Street .
Melbourne 3000 _ Fecsimile 613 9555 0575

lesephone 611 9655 D570

Ermail registrar carbvyic.gov.au

Re: Review of Legislation that regulates the Architecture profession

Dear Sir

Please find enclosed the following documents in relation to the national inguiry.

A brief statement from the office of the Board.

A copy of the Board’s response to the Viclorian NCP Review of Architects and Building
Legislation (1998)

A copy of the Board's response to the report from the NCP Review

A copy of the 1998-99 Annual Report. Refer particularly to statistics on page 41.

The statistical inlormation requested by Ms Margot Hone.

Given the similarity in terms of refercnce between the two reviews, it is felt that the Board
submission to the NCP review still has relevance; noling that the national review has some
wider concerns.

‘the Board has not had an opportunity to discuss the inquiry in detail. Tf any follow-up on the
enclosed material is required, 1 am pleased to asssit.

Yours faithfully

Mzeno7 é’?}j

Michael Kimberley
Registrat
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Level "0 Mauru House
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Telephure 613 9855 8570
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Submission to the Review of Legislation Regulating the Arch itectural Profession

The Architects Registration Board of Victoria welcomes this opportunity to respond to the
Issues Paper (November 1999).

Having recently concluded a detailed response to the Victorian NCP review, the Board
submits that response and its response to the recommendations from that revicw; noting
that while therc are issues in common, the national review has some broader concerns.

The conclusion of the Victorian review was that the architcets legislation docs achieve net
benefits for the community and that no alternative mechanism was identified which would
clearly achieve higher nct benefits.

However, the Board is most willing to undertake a review of its legislation in the national
context with a view to improving its functions for the profession and the community and to
enhance the standing of Australian architects in the international arena.

The Architects Registration Board of Victoria supports proposals to move towards a
national system of regulation of architectural and related services and makes the following
recommendations:

o The primary purpose of any system of regulation of a profession should be to proteet
the public interest.

e Such legislation will function more cffectively if all related services or professions are
clearly defined in relation to one another and subject to complementary legislation

e Consistency throughout Australia will improve legislation and make Australian services
more effective overseas

e Clarily, transparency and simplicity of access to legislative [unctions are important for
CONSUMETS

e The profession must have a clear definition of what is expccted of it in terms of entry to
the profession, conduct, on-going practice and safeguards for the community
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e The legislation should define terms of entry to the protession, registration, conduct, on-
going practice and safeguards for the community, [unctions, powers and procedures of the
authority.

e Related services/professions should be subject to Regulation which is complementary to
Architects legislation. Legislation for the related services/professions should be reviewed
to ensurc there is no conflict of interest.

s The scope and nature ol services of the related professions should be defined lor the
public.

e Procedurcs for public access Lo the services of the legislation should be clearly explained
and readity available.

e The Architects legistation should refer to a code of conduct, requirements for continuing
professional development and public indemnity insurance and review of fitness to
practice. These [unctions should be detailed in accompanying documentation and
administercd by the Statutory authority.

e Architectural technicians should be registered by the same authority which registers
architects and subject to similar legislative requirements.

« Disciplinary proceedings under the lcgislation should be administcred by an authority
independent of the prolession

e The public interest is best served by an independent statutory authority that avoids any
suggestion of capture of the profession or conflict of interest. This authority should be
cstablished by legislation and have its purposes and functions defined in that legislation.

e This authority could be national or state/territory based.

If a national authority, administration could be state based.
If State based, there should be national consistency and coordination through a body
which appropriately represents the indcpendence of the legislation.

The Victorian Review concluded that the Board and its legislation have been a cost effective
mechanism. There is no evidence to show that a professional body would be as cost effective;
however, there is evidence that the independence of inquiry and discipline under prolessional
bodies can be questioned.

It is important, thercfore, that in the national context, an appropriately independent body is
identificd to take a national role.

The Board submits that the Architects Accreditation Council of Australia (AACA) is well
placed and sufficiently expericnced to fulfil this purpose. There is already an effective
coordination of State and Territory initiatives with a constructive deveclopment towards
consistency with legislation, requircments for continuing profcssional development and
msurance.
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