附件
附件1  會議行程
	日期
	時間
	行程內容
	備註

	10/09 (六)
	10:30
	台北車站東三門
	交通公司

	
	12:00
	桃園國際機場第一航廈華航櫃檯集合辦理登機手續
	Traders Hotel by Shangrila, Manila

3001 Roxas Boulevard Pasay City 1305 Philippines

Tel: 

63-2-5237011



	
	13:50
	搭乘華航班機CI703前往菲律賓馬尼拉
	

	
	15:50
	抵達菲律賓馬尼拉
前往下榻旅館 Traders Hotel
	

	
	19:00

 ↓

22:30
	第四次中央議會會議歡迎晚宴

(地點: SMX Convention Center)

中華台北監督委員會代表團與菲律賓監督委員會代表簽署第二階段MOU

觀禮菲律賓APEC建築師授證典禮  
	

	10/10 (日)
	11:00 

 ↓

12:00
	澳洲、紐西蘭、新加坡簽署三邊跨境協定
	SMX Convention Center

Seashell Drive, Mall of Asia Complex

Pasay City, Philippines

	
	13:45 

 ↓

18:30
	第四次中央議會會議
	

	10/11

(一)
	 9:00 

 ↓

13:30
	第四次中央議會會議
	

	
	13:45

 ↓

14:30
	與澳洲監督委員會會商MRA事宜
	

	
	19:00 
	Culmination of Meeting / Fellowship
	

	10/12

(二)
	 8:00

 ↓

13:00
	Traditional Architectural / City Tour
	

	
	19:10
	搭乘華航班機CI704由馬尼拉返台
	

	
	21:10
	抵達桃園國際機場
	交通公司


附件2：各經濟體出席會議代表名單

[image: image1.png]ATTENDANCE IN EVENTS

ECONOMY

T NAME and DESIGNATION

| Australia

October 10-11, 2010: 4" APEC ARCHITECT CENTRAL COUNCIL MEETING

ain

Mr. ANDREW HUTSON
President
Architects Accreditation Council of Australia

Ms. CHRISTINE HARDING
Registrar
| Architects Accreditation Councilof Austalia

Canada

| Mr JEROME MARBURG

Canadian Architectural Licensing Authorities
Deputy Executive Director and General Counsel
Architectural Institute of British Columbia

Ms. BONNIE MAPLES
Past President
Royal Architectural Institute of Canada

People’s Republic of China

| Mr. LIU YUXIN

| Deputy Director General

| Construction Market Monitoring Department

| Ministry of Housing and Urban-Rural Development of PROC

Mr. ZHOU CHANG
Secretary General
Architectural Society of China

Mr. XIULU

Deputy Director

Practice Qualification Registration Center

Ministry of Housing and Urban-Rural Development of PROC

Mr. WANG XIAQJING
Deputy Director

International Department
Architectural Society of China

HongKong China

Ms. ANNA KWONG
President
HongKong Institute of Architects

Ms. ADA FUNG
Chair
Architects Registration Board, HKSAR

Mr. THOMAS LING

Chairman

APEG Architect Project Monitoring Committee
| of HongKong China
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Mr. SUZUKI CHIKAO
Executive Director
| APEC Architect Project Monitoring Comitee of Japan

| Mr. NAOHIKO lIDA

General Manager of Research Department

Research Institute Office

The Japan Architecture Education and Information Center

Ms. MICHIKO YAMAUCHI
Senior Researcher
The Japan Architecture Education and information Center

Korea

Mr. CHRITOK KIM
Chairman
APEC Architect Monitoring Committee, Korea

Mr. KUN CHANG YI
Member
APEC Architect Monitoring Committee, Korea

[Malaysia

| Mr. BOON CHE WEE

| President
| Pertubuhan Akitek Malaysia

DATO SRI AR. ESA MOHAMED
Chairman
Monitoring Commitiee of Malaysia

Mexico

Mr. LUIS ENRIQUE LOPEZ CARDIEL
Foreign Affairs Secretary
| FCARM (Federacion de Colegios de Arquitectos

| de la Republica Mexicana

Arg. FRANCISCO CABRERA BETANCOURT
CCONARC Coordinator
Mexico APEC Monitoring Committee

RAUL LOPEZ RAMIREZ
CONARC Council Member
Mexico APEC Monitoring Committee

Arq. DAVID CABRERA RUIZ

General Secretary

ASINEA (Asociacion de Instituciones de Ensenanza
de la Arquitectura de Republica Mexicana)

New Zealand

Mr. WARWICK BELL
Chair
New Zeaiand Registered Architects Board

| Mr. PAUL JACKMAN
| Chief Executive
| New Zealand Registered Architects Board
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Ms PROSPERIDAD LUIS
Secretary General, APEC Architect Central Council Secretariat
Chair, APEC Architect Monitoring Committee Philippines.

Mr. RAMON MENDOZA
National President
United Architects of the Philippines

Mr. MEDELIANO ROLDAN
Convenor, 4" APEC Architect Central Council Meeting and
Intemational Conference of Architects

Mr. ARMANDO ALLI
Chair, Board of Architecture
Professional Regulation Commission, Phiippines

Ms. ANGELINE CHUA CHIACO
Member, Board of Architecture
Professional Regulation Commission, Philippines

|
| Ms. YOLANDA REYES

| chair

| Technical Panel on Architectural Education
Commission on Higher Education, Philippines

Mr. EDRIC MARCO FLORENTINO

Member

Technical Panel on Architectural Education
Commission on Higher Education, Philippines

Singapore

Ms. RITA SIOW LAN SOH
| President
| Board of Architects

Mr. NG LYE HOCK (Larry Ng)
| Registrar
Board of Architects

Mr. ASHVINKUMAR s/o KANTILAL
Member
Board of Architects

Mr. KO SHIOU HEE
Member

Board of Architects

|

Chinese Taipel

[ VIN-HO CHIEN
Chair
| Chinese Taipei Monitoring Committee

| BAU-TSCHENG DUNG
| Poiitical Deputy Minister
Minister of Examination
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WEI-SUNG SHIEH

Division Director

Construction and Planning Agency
Minister of Interior

KUANG-CHOU CHOU
President
National Association of Architects of Taiwan ROC

CHI-CHUNG CHEN
President of Kaohsiung Architects Association

SHAU-TSYH CHEN
Member
Chinese Taipei Monitoring Committee

CHIKUNG WANG
Member
Chinese Taipei Monitoring Committee

1-PING CHENG
Executive Director
National Association of Architects of Taiwan ROC

AMANDA CHAOQ
Executive Secretary
Chinese Taipei Monitoring Committes

Thailand

T

i

Mr MICHAEL PARIPOL TANGTRONGCHIT
Representative of Architect of Thailand

Mr. DUNGRIT BUNNAG
Council Board Member

| United States of America

Unable to attend





附件3：我方與菲律賓簽訂之合作備忘錄
[image: image5.png]MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING

Between

~—  The APEC Architect Monitoring Comittee of the Philippines
and

The APEC Architect Monitoring Committee of Chinese Taipei

regarding

Liberalization of the Practice of Architecture in Each Other's Country
This Memorandum of Understanding entered into by and between

“The APEC Architect Monitoring Committee of the Philippines hereinafter referred to as
Philippine Monitoring Committee (PMC) and

he APEC Architect Monitoring Committee of Chinese Taipei hereinafter referred to as
Chinese Taipei Monitoring Comnittee (CTMC) \

WITNESSETH THAT:
WHEREAS, it the desire of the PMC and CTMC to liberalize the practice of architecture in each otfigr's
country;
WHEREAS, both parties, in the spirit of mutual understanding and cooperation shall ensure proper
documentation and facilitate the implementation of its desired objectives;
WHEREAS, both parties are committed to adopt measures to advance liberalization of the foreign
architectural practices in each country

ol

WHEREAS, CTMC has adopted “Domain Specific Assessment” as its registration and certification
requirements for APEC Architects from foreign economies;

WHEREAS, PMC has adopted “Local Collaboration” as its registration and certification requirements
APEC Architects from foreign economies: (

WHEREAS, PMC and CTMC both desire to eventually forge a Mutual Recognition Agreement (MRA)
within the APEC Architect Reciprocal Recognition Framework (RRF);

WHEREAS, “Domain Specific Assessment’ requires APEC Architects to understand the legal and
technical issues unique to the host economy;

NOW THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the foregoing premises and in order to effectively
implement the proposed liberalization, both parties agree on the following points:

1. Both parties shall develop exchange programs between their respective architects so that each
group may better understand the socio-cultural, historical, legal and technical aspects in their
respective economies;

2. Both parties, aiming for an MRA, shall identify a target time to sign the MRA and develop a
schedule of programs, projects and activities leading to said MRA.

CW%OQNMM \

V.




[image: image6.png]Signed at the SMX Convention Center in Manila this 9" day of October,

E MOMIJORING COMMITTEE

CHINESE TAIPEI MONITORING COMMITTEE

YIN-HO CHEN

" Y o o

RAMON S KUANG-CHOU CHOU
Member Member
7 7 ey
Creg LT
MEDELIANO T. ROEDAN, Jr. CHI-CHUNG CHEN
Member Member

ARMANDO N. ALK
Member -

SHAU-TSYH CHEN
Member N

Xw@éuws T CHUA CHIACO - CHIKUANG WANG
et Member
)
o
I-PING CHENG
Member

VOWEYES\J
Me \}

EDRIC MARCO C. FLOREY‘JTINO
Member




附件4：澳洲、紐西蘭、新加坡簽署三邊跨境協定
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TRILATERAL AGREEMENT
ON RECIPROCAL RECOGNITION
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REGISTERED ARCHITECTS IN
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TO FACILITATE MOBILITY OF ARCHITECTS
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Asia-Pacific
Economic Cooperation
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[image: image9.png]The Parties

THIS AGREEMENT is made on the  |C5 day of October 2010

AMONG:

THE BOARD OF ARCHITECTS, SINGAPORE
5 Maxwell Road, tst Storey Tower Block, MND Complex, Singapore 069110, in the first part

AND:

THE SINGAPORE APEC ARCHITECT MONITORING COMMITTEE
5 Maxwell Road, 1st Storey Tower Block, MND Complex, Singapore 08910, in the second part

AND:

THE ARCHITECTS ACCREDITATION COUNCIL OF AUSTRALIA

Suile 1, Level 2, Ethos House, 28-35 Ainslie Ave , ACT 2608, Australia, in the third part
AND:

THE AUSTRALIAN APEC ARCHITECT MONITORING COMMITTEE

Suite 1, Level 2, Ettos House, 28-35 Ainslie Ave , ACT 2608, Australia, in the fourth part
AND:

THE NEW ZEALAND REGISTERED ARCHITECTS BOARD
Lovel 3, Dominion Building, 78 Victoria Street, Welington, New Zealand, in the fith part

AND:

THE NEW ZEALAND APEC ARCHITECT MONITORING COMMITTEE

The New Zealand Registered Architects Board, Level 3, Dominion Buiding, 78 Victoria Street,
Wellington. New Zealand, in the sixth part
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A,

The Board of Architects, Singapore (BOA)is the natianal organisation responsible for the
registration of architects, the regulation of architectural qualifications, the practice of
architecture and the supply of architectural services in Singapore.

The Singapore APEC Architect Monitoring Committee is an independent committee
established in Singapore in accordance with the APEC Architect Operations Manual with
delegated authority of the Central Council to maintain a section of the APEC Architect
Register in Singapore and o act as a nominating body for the Central Council

The Architects Accreditation Council of Australia (AACA) s the national organisation
responsible for coordinating and advocating national standards for Architects in Australia
and for establishing and maintaining mutual recognition agreements with  relevant
overseas authorities. AACA is composed of representatives of the registration boards of
each of the regional jurisdictions, being the states and territories of Ausiralia, and is
responsible for faciltating the development of strategies and procedures relating to
accreditation and registration of Architects in Australia.

The Australian APEC Architect Monitering Gommitiee is an independent committee
established in Australia in accordance with the APEC Architect Operations Manual with
delegated authority of the Central Council to maintain a section of the APEC Architect
Register in Australia and to act as a nominating body for the Central Council

The New Zealand Registered Architects Board (NZRAB) is the national organisation
responsible for registering, monitoring and, if need be, disciplining architects in New
Zealand.

The New Zealand APEC Architect Monitoring Committee is an independent committee
established in New Zealand in accordance with the APEC Architect Operations Manual
with delegated authority of the Central Council to maintain a section of the APEC Architect
Register in New Zealand and to act as a nominating body for the Central Council

The Parties agree that the primary purpose of this Agreemert is to faciltate APEC
Architects to become registered to practise independently in host economies as defined by
reference Lo the APEG Architects Operations Manual 2008 (the Manual) annexed to this
Agreement and as amended by the Central Council from time to time.

The Parties agree thal the Singapore APEC Architect Monitoring Committee, the
Australian APEC Architect Monitoring Committee and the New Zealand APEC Architect
Monitoring Committee have been authorised by the APEC Architect Central Council to
aperate a section of the APEC Architect Register in their respective economies

The Parties acknowledge that each economy shares the recognition that APEC Architects
who are on the APEC Architect Register in its economy meel all the requirements for
registration as an Architect in their respective economies in accordance with their mutual
commitment to the provisions of the APEC Architect Reciprocal Recognition Framework,
subject to the conditions and exceptions set out in this Agreement.




[image: image11.png]AFFIRMING their common interest in the implementation and ongoing administration of the.
APEC Architect Framework in their respective economies, THE PARTIES HAVE AGREED as

follows:

1. Definitions

1.1

12

The Definitions detailed in the Manual apply in this Agreement.
In this Agreement, unless the contrary intention appears

APEC Architect refers 1o an Architect whose name appears on the APEC Architect
Register in his or her Home Economy;

Singapore Parties means BOA and the Singapore APEC Architect Monitoring
Commiltee;

Australian Parties means AACA and the Australian APEG Architect Monitoring
Committee; .

New Zealand Parties means NZRAB and the New Zealand APEC Architect Monitoring
Commitiee;

Home Economy means the economy of permanent residence and primary registration
as an Architect;

Host Economy means the economy where it is intended to apply for secondary
registration in compliance with this Agreement;

The Parties refers to the Singapore Parties, the Australian Parties and the New Zealand
Parties;

Singapore Architect means a person who is a Singapore Registered Architect under the
Architects Act 1991;

Australian Architect means a person who is registered by a State or Territory Architects
Registration Board under Architects legislation enacted by that State or Teritory to use
the title “Architect” and to offer services to the public as an Architect.

New Zealand Architect means a person who is a New Zealand Registered Architect
under the Registered Architects Act 2005;

Registration means legal registration as an Architect;

Regulatory Authority means the authority responsible for the registration of Architects.




[image: image12.png]2. Application of the APEC Architect Framework

21

22

23

24

25

26

The Parties agree that the Manual forms part of this Agreement.

The Parties agree that the Manual forms ihe basis upon which:

221 the reciprocal recognition of Singapore Architects in Ausiralia and New Zealand
is to be carried out; and

222 the reciprocal recognition of Australian and New Zealand Architecls in
Singapore is o be carried out; and

223

the mobilty of Singapore Architects in the provision of architectural services as

Australian Architects in Australia and New Zealand Architects in New Zealand is
to be facilitated; and

224 the mobilty of Ausiralian and New Zealand Architects in the provision of
architectural services as Singapore Architects in Singapare is (o be facilitated

The Parties note that this Agreement does not reguiate or limit the registration of
Australian Architects in New Zealand and New Zealand Architects in Australia, as this

entilement already exists without assessment in accordance with the Trans-Tasman
Mutual Recognition Act 1997

The Parlies agree that this Agreement applies to Singapore, Australian and New Zealand

Architects whose names appear on the APEC Architect Register of their respective home
economies.

The Parties agree that nothing in this Agreement o the Manual is intended to

discriminate against an APEC Architect on the basis of the Architect's place of origin or
place of education.

The Parties agree that this Agreement will not apply to Singapore, Australia or New
Zealand Architects;

261 whose home economies are other than the Parties’ hore economies; and

262 who have obtained registration by means of a mutual recognition agreement

outside the framework of this Agreement.

3. Purpose of this Agreement

34

The Parties agree that the purpose of this Agreement is:

311 lo fadilitate the registration of a Singapore APEC Architect as an Australian
Architect or a New Zealand Architect, and an Australian APEC Architect or a
New Zealand APEC Architect as a Singapore Architect, consistent with the
APEC Architect Reciprocal Recognition Framework; and
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4. Reciprocal Recognition Provi:

44

4.2

43

44

45

3.1.2 1o setout standards, criteria, procedures and measures which:

@) are assessed against objeclive and iransparent measures, such as
professional competence and ability to provide a service; and

b) are nol more burdensome than necessary to ensure that the standards of
archilectural pracice are maintained in the Host Econorny; and

©)  do not constitute an unreasonable restriction on the cross-border provision of
any architectural services between Singapore and Ausiralia or New Zealand

The Parties agree that differences relating to the standards and processes for
registration are lo be addressed by reference to the APEC Architect Framework. The
Parties agree fo allow those qualified through the APEC Architect Framework fo offer
professional services in host economies under such circumstances that the health,
safely and welfare of the public are protected, the architectural culture and heritage are.
respected, and the relevant laws or regulations of the jurisdiction are observed in
relation to the services performed.

ns
Current Registration Procedures

4.1.1 In Singapore, registration as an Architect is the responsibility of the BOA under
the Architects Act 1991

412 In Australia, registration as an Architect is the responsibility of the individual
State and Territory Architects Registration Boards with mutual recognition laws.
in Australia enabling a person registered in an Australian State or Territory to
seek and be granted reciprocal registration in any other State or Territory.

413 In New Zealand, registration as an Archilect is the responsibility of NZRAB
under the Registered Architects Act 2005,

In Singapore, only a person who is a Registered Architect may legally provide
archilectural services using the title “Architect” or describe himself or herself as a
“Registered Architect”.

In Australia, only a person who is registered as an Architect may legally provide
architectural services using the litle *Architect” or describe himself or herself as an
Architect in the State(s) or Territory(ies) in which he or she is registered

In New Zeaiand, only a person who is registered as an Architoct may legally provide
architectural services using the title *Architect” or describe himself or herself as a
"Registered Architect’.

The Parties agree that the prerequisite for registration in the host economy pursuant to
this Agreement s to be registered as an APEC Architect in the home economy.




[image: image14.png]4.6 The Parties agree that applicants are entitled to obtain regislr:

in the host economy

by satisfying the following conditions:

461
a)
b)

©)

L
46.2
a)

b)

Registration in Singapore
Be an Australian or New Zealand APEC Architect.

Complete an application form, pay the required fee and pass the domain
specffic test required of APEC Architects for registration in Singapore.

Agree 10

i) abide by ihe laws, rules and regulations of Singapore; and

ii)  salisfy the requirements to assure continuing competency as imposed in
Singapore; and

fii) - observe and canform to the ethical standards stipulated in the Architects
Act 1991, the Architects (Professional Conduct & Ethics) Rules and the
Schedulos (Code of Professional Conduct & Ethics); and

iv) provide any information in accordance with 6.2 of this Agreement

Complete an application form for registration and pay the required fee.
Registration in Australia:
Be a Singapore APEC Architect

Complete an application form, pay the required fee and pass the domain
specific test required of APEC Archiects 0 be eligible for registration in any
state or territory of Australia.

Agree to

) abide by the laws, rules and regulations of the relevant Australian
jurisdiction; and

i) satisfy the requirements to assure the continuing compstency imposed
by the legislation in the relevant Australian jurisdiction; and

jii)  observe any ethical coce of professional conduct and requirements for
ethical standards of behaviour required by the legisiation of the relevant
Ausiralian jurisdiction; and

V) provide any information in accordance with 6.2 of this Agreement

Complete an application form for regisiration as required by the relevant
Australian jurisdiction and pay the required fee.

Regisiration in New Zealand:
Be a Singapore APEC Architect

Complete an application form, pay the required fee and pass the domain
specific test required of APEC Archilects for registration in New Zealand
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48

4.9

<) Agree to:

i) abide by the laws, rules and regulations of New Zealand;

i) satisfy the requirements to assure continuing competency as imposed by
the Registered Architects Act 2005; and

iij) - conform to the ethical standards required by the New Zealand Code of
Minimum Standards of Ethical Conduct for Registered Architacts
(Registered Architects Rules 2006 Rules 46 to 58); and

iv)  provide any information in accordance with 6.2 of this Agreement

d) Pay the required fee for an annual Certificate of Registration.

The Parlies agree that fees for the above process should be reasonable and only cover
the costs of assessing the applicant.

The Parties agree thal each economy will make its own arrangements for domain
specific assessment and make public information as to what wil be required from
applicants.

Nthing in this Agreement will preclude an applicant from pursuing registration in a host
economy through the exerdise of alternative procedures.

5. Implementation

5.1

@

53

The Parties agree that cooperation under this Agreement will commence when:

5.1.1 BOAand the Singapore APEC Architect Monitoring Committes have signed this
Agreement; and

512 AACA and the Australian APEC Architect Monitoring Committee have signed
this Agreement; and

513 NZRAB and the New Zealand APEC Architect Monitoring Committee have
signed this Agreement.

The Monitoring Committees of the participating economies will exchange information on
the number of applicants who have applied pursuant to the terms of this Agreement
annually.

The participating economies resolve fo provide each other with regular reports dealing
with matlers relating to the implementation of this Agreemant, in addition to the
information to be provided in accordance with 5.2 of this Agreement.

6. Discipline and Enforcement, Disclosure by an Applicant for Registration

6.1

The Parties recognise that:

611 BOA s respansible for appropriate disciplinary action of Architects registered in
Singapore including those Architects who have been registered in Singapore
through the APEC Architect framework: and




[image: image16.png]6.2

6.1.2 The Australia state and territory registration authorities are responsible for any
appropriate disciplinary action of Architects registered by those state and
territory registration authorities including lhose Archilects who have been

registered in those states and territories through the APEC Architect framework;
and

612 NZRAB is responsible for any zppropriate disciplinary action of Architects
rogistered in New Zealand including those Architects who have been registered
inNew Zealand through the APEC Architec framework

The Parties agree that any application for registration under this Agreement is required
foinclude information by applicants concerning any previous applications for registration
in the host economy and any sanctions imposed against them related (o the practice of
being an architect in any other country and any APEC economy. The Partios
acknowledge that the information may be considered by the regulatory authority in the
host economy as part of the registration process.

The Parties agree that any application for registration in the host economy under this
Agreement is required {0 include the applicant's written permission to distribute and
exchange information regarding sanctions between bolh economies. The Parties
acknowledge that any failure to fully disclose or provide any of the required information
may be the basis for denial by a regulatory authority of the application for registration, or

for the imposition of sanclions by a regulatory authority, including revocation of
regisiration.

7. Immigration and Visa Issues

74

The Parties agree that registration in a host economy does not avoid the need to comply
vith appiicable immigration and visa requirements of the host economy.

8. Exchange of Information

8.1

The Parties agree to notify each other and provide copies of any major changes in policy,

criteria, procedures or programs that might affect this Agreement.

9. Consultations

9.1

92

The Parties will at all times endeavour to be consistent with each other on the
interpretation and implementation of this Agreement, and will make every effort to
resolve any matter that might affect its operation,

A Party to this Agreement may request in writing consultations with the other Parties
regarding any malter that might affect the operation of this Agreement. A Party wiho has
received a consultation request should endeavour to reply promptly.




[image: image17.png]10. Term of Cooperation under this Agreement

10.1

10.2

10.3

104

The Parties agree that they will, at least every five (5) years, review and update the
status of implementation and report on the effectiveness of the Agreement, and
recommend changes where appropriate.

The Parties agree that cooperation under this Agreement may be lerminated by any of
the Pariies by giving o the other Parties at loast six (6) months prior written nofice. A
Parly’s depariure from the Agreement will not affect the status of any architect who has.
achieved registration in a hosl economy under this Agreement

The Parties agree that cooperation under this Agreement will be automatically
terminated if the Monitoring Committee in any of the participating economies to this
Agreement ceases to be authorised by the APEG Architect Gentral Gouncil to operate
an APEC Architect Register.

The Parties agree:

10.4.1  that if the AACA and/or the Ausiralian APEC Architect Monitoring Commitiee.
secks (o terminate this Agreement, the Agreement between the remaining
Parties remains valid; and

1042 that if the NZRAB andfor the New Zealand APEC Architect Monitoring
Committee seeks to terminate this Agreement, the Agreement between the
remaining Parties remains valid; and

10.4.3  that if any provision of this Agreement is determined 1o be illegal, invalid, void

or voidable, the legality of validity of the remainder of this Agreement shall not
be affected and shall continue in full force and effect

10




[image: image18.png]11. Signatures of Parties

Singapore

SIGNED. \D_ﬂ'b

= day of October, 2010

Board of Architects, Singapore

5}"\

Rita Soh Siow Lan; President

Witnessed

NGM%% T

Singapore APEC Architect Monitoring Committee

Rita Soh Siow Lan; Chairman

Witnessed

NG Lye Hock Yamy: Committes member

11
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SIGNED. 2 day of October, 2010

Architects Accreditation Council of Australia

Nino Bellantonio; Director

Witnessed

Ll gl el

Christine Harding; R

Australian APEC Architect Monitoring Comi

Witnessed

cm'snne Harding; Commmmber

12
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SIGNED.........L.2.. day of October, 2010

New Zealand Registered Architects Board

Warwick Bell; Chair

Witnessed

New Zealand APEC Architect Monitoring Committee

=

Warwick Bell; Chair

Witnessed

o

Paul Jackman; Comrmt fee member

13




附件5：Draft Course of Action
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Asia-Pacific
Economic Cooperation

Draft Course of Action for non-compliance with
Council Rules

1.0 Introduction

1.1 At the Second Council meeting in Mexico City. it was agreed to add to the
Agenda on what course of action the Central Council should take if any participating
economy failed to comply with Council rules or requirements over an extended period
considering the commitments being taken by all economies. There could be various
scenarios and types of disciplinary actions that could be taken should an economy be
deficient

12 As suggested by Australia that there were different degrees of importance in the
requirements where some are merely adminisirative and others are fundamental, such
as changes to registration criteria, education, competence and registration experience,
among others, and this should be considered. Therefore the courses of action have to
commensurate with the types of deviations committed.

1.3 Another type of infringement concerns the conduct of the APEC Architect himself
when practicing in foreign member economies.

2.0 Course of Action

2.1 The Council takes note that the punitive action shall not be a deterrent for APEC
economies to participate in the APEC Architect initiatives. However, the Rules and
conventions of Council have to be respected and adhered to. The deviation from the
Rules is fundamentally unacceptable in the spirit of APEC. Economies that are
members of the Central Council that commits such deviations signal the breakaway
from the cooperation. The work group would think that it is highly unlikely for such
deliberate occurrence unless under circumstances that are unavoidable.

22 The administrative oversight, such as failure to submit half-yearly report or
changes to the survey contents to the secretariat may be rectified administratively with
a reminder. However the persistent commitment of such oversight requires attention
of the Council.

2.3 The failure of Member economies that fail to make payments of contribution to
the host secretariat will require a serious attention of Council. The course of action
may be determined by Council

24 The more SERIOUS misdeed would be when a Member economy chooses to
impose more restrictive measures to recognize an APEC Architect from another




[image: image22.png]economy in contravention to the agreed APEC Architect Reciprocal Recognition
Framework (AARRF). The Council may choose to expel the participating economy
from Council for such action and in the extreme case deregistration of the APEC
Architect from the economy. The Council is advised to deliberate on this issue
seriously. This is in view that in most economies the regulation of architectural
practices is under the jurisdiction of the various states /provinces. The Central
authority does not have control over the conduct of the states, provinces and in a lot of
instances local authority.

3. Procedure of actions by Council

3.1 The punitive actions that may be considered are;

1. Secretariat seeks clarification from allegedly errant economy.

2. Peer consultat
Council

n to be conducted, the report of which to be presented to

3. Caution to be issued by Council to errant economy

4. Withdrawing of Council membership of the economy

3.2 Upon discovery by the Secretariat that there is a prima facie case of deviation/s
commitied by a member economy, the secretariat shall submit a notice to the
Council’s Work Group on Discipline (WGD) as soon as possible. The WGD shall
investigate such case and seek clarification from the allegedly errant economy and
submit the report of the clarification to the subsequent Council meeting for
deliberation.

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

3.4 Any complaints against individual APEC Architect shall be made o the host
Monitoring Committee. The Disciplinary procedures and actions against the AA shall
be conducted locally. Should the AA were found to be guilty the local punitive
actions shall be imposed on the errant AA. The economy of origin shall be notified for
punitive actions that may be imposed in accordance to the home economy

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




附件6：ARCASIA決議文

[image: image23.png]L

ARCHITECTS REGIONAL COUNCIL ASIA
Secretanat 1603:35 Seocno 1-dong Seocn-gu Seaul, Korea Tel +822 5258378 58157114

Fax +622 526.8375. 5868823 Emals sscetary@ra or ki sbloestudouahoo con
ARCASIA RESOLUTION

Resolution No. 07-001
WHEREAS. the Architects Council of Asia [ARCASIA) is the umbrella organization of Seventeen Asian Nations
Architects Organizations, namely, institute of Architects Bangladesh (1AB), the Architectural Society of China (ASC),
Honghong Insut
(), 13p3n Instute of Architeets LIA), the Korea insttute of Registered Architects (KIRA}, Macau Assaciarion of
Arehitects (MAR), Pertubuhan Akitek Malaysia (PAM), Union of Mongolian Architects (UMAI, Society of Nepalese
Architects (SOAN), Institute of Architects Pakistan {1AP), the United Architects of the Phiippines (UAP), Singapore
Institute of Architects (SIA), Sri Lanka Institute of Architects (SLIAJ, Association of Siamese Architects (ASA] and

of Architects (HKIA), Indian Institute of Architects (I1A), the Indonesian Insiitute of Architects

Vietnam Association of Archutects (VAA)

WHEREAS, the United Architects of the Philippines,  bonafide and active member of ARCASIA, together with the
Professional Regulation Commission (PRC) of the PRillppines, the Professional Regulation Board of Architecture.
(PROA), the Philippine Institute of Architects [PIA), the Architects Advocacy International Foundation (AAIF) and
the Council of Consulting Architects and Planners of the Philippines (CCAPP) worked for the passage of RUPUBLIC
ACT NO. 9266, AN ACT PROVIDING FOR A MORE RESPONSIVE AND COMPREHENSIVE REGULATION FOR THE
REGISTRATION, LICENSING AND PRACTICE OF ARCHITECTURE, REPEALING FOR THE PURPOSE REPUBLIC ACT NO
545, AS AMENDED. OTHERWISE KNOWN AS AN ACT TO REGULATE THE PRACTICE OF ARCHITECTURE IN THE
PHILIPPINES." AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES. This new law 1s otherwise known as The Architecture Act of 2004

WHEREAS, Republic Act No. 9266 had taken effect since April 10, 2004 and its Implementing Rules and Regulations
(IR} took ffect since December 1, 2004. Vet desgite the ful effectivty of this law over three (3) years ago, it has
ot been fully implemented much more by government agencies of the Philippine more speciically but not lmited
10 the Department of Public Works and Highways Offce of the Building Offcials (OPWH-OBO)

NOW THEREFORE, WE, the architects of the SEVENTEEN NATIONS do strongly recommend and call upon the
government of the Phiippines, its Cepartments, Bureaus and Agencies to ensure that not anly do they take steps
necessary for the compliance of al professionals and the U, bt also 10 provide the necessary example by
abiding the new law

SO RESOLVED at the Office Bearer's Meating a1 KLCC, Kuala Lumpur. Malaysia on the 5™ day of uly, 2007

o st s, ey comman o onen —— AL gARROul f_/\
; s

Bangladesh, Pakistan, Inda, 51 Lanka, Nepal

A

Tan Pe1Ing, Deputy Chairman for Zone 8
Malaysia, ndonesa, Philizpines, Singapore, Tmailand

Ar. George Kuninio, Deputy Chairman for Zone C
Japan, Xorea, China, Hangkang, Macaw, Mongolia, Vietnam

Ar Yolanda D. Reyes, immedate Past Chairman

e

Zaigham Syed laffery, Adviser
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FOURTH MEETING OF THE

APEC ARCHITECT CENTRAL COUNCIL

AGENDA 

SMX Convention Center

Metro Manila, Philippines

10-11 October 2010

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 LUIS







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

MEETING PROPER

1:45 P.M. – 3:15 P.M.

Item 1:
Welcome to Delegates

Welcome is extended to delegates of all participating economies attending the meeting.

Item 2:
APEC Meeting Procedures

APEC meeting procedures and APEC Architect Central council proceedings are discussed briefly for the information of delegates. Minor modifications of Central Council proceedings may be accepted if requested.

Item 3:
Adoption of the Agenda

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

Item 4:
Confirmation of the Summary Conclusions of the Third APEC Architect Central Council Meeting.

Participating economies are encouraged to read the Summary Conclusions before the Central Council Meeting and to give notice to the Secretariat of any modifications or corrections they would like to recommend.

Participating economies are invited at this point of the meeting to confirm their agreement to the Summary Conclusions of the third meeting of the APEC Architect Central Council, held in Vancouver, Canada on August 7-8, 2008. 

3:15 P.M. – 3:45 P.M.



AFTERNOON COFFEE/TEA BREAK


PHOTO SESSION
3:45 P.M. – 5:15 P.M.

Item 5:
Constitution of the Central Council

     5.1:

Applications to form New Monitoring Committee

In accordance with the decision taken at the Mexico meeting, the Secretriat is to advise the delegations whether applications for authorization to form new Monitoring Committees have been received.

     5.2:

Central Council Membership

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

Each economy will submit the updated list of the names of the official representatives to the Central Council in the format provided by Secretariat. 

Item 6:
Review of Progress of the APEC Architect Register

     6.1:

Update on the APEC Architect Register



The progress of the APEC Architect Register will be discussed:

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

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

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

     6.2

Adoption of APEC Architect Formats

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

a) application for registration and professional experience report forms

b) APEC Architect Recognition Certificate

c) APEC Architect ID card

     6.3

Monitoring Committee Reports to the Council

At this point, all Monitoring Committees are invited to hand-in/submit their official Monitoring Committee Reports to the Secretariat.

All Monitoring Committees are invited to discuss briefly from their official Reports the most evident problem encountered in their economy in so far as the local implementation of the APEC Architect Project is concerned.

5:15 P.M. –  8:00 P.M.

Item 7:
Update on Procedures for Non-Complying Economy
a) It was proposed at the Second Central Council Meeting in Mexico City that a study be made and proposals be forwarded on what course of action the Central Council should take if any participating economy failed to comply with Council rules or requirements over an extended period considering the commitments being taken by all economies.
b) It was noted during the Third Central Council Meeting in Vancouver, Canada that there were different degrees of importance in the requirements, with some being merely administrative and others being fundamental such as changes to registration criteria, education, competence and registration experience. 
c) It was agreed during the Meeting in Vancouver, Canada, that a Working Committee be created to develop a set of policies and guidelines for the non-compliance with both administrative procedures and APEC Architect registration criteria. Singapore, Malaysia and the Republic of Mexico volunteered to work in the Committee, which was accepted by the Central Council. 
d) The Committee will be invited to inform the Central Council of the progress of their work. 

Item 8:
APEC Architect Reciprocal Recognition Framework

8.1 

Update on Mutual Recognition Agreements Signed by Economies 
Economies that have entered into Mutual Recognition Agreements with other economies are invited to report to the Council on these MRAs, what brought the economies into this agreement, how they are structured and other important features of the MRA that may serve as models or guidance for future MRAs.

8.2

Discussion of Some Issues or Concerns Arising from these Signings

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

a) Tri-Lateral Agreement (Australia-New Zealand-Singapore)  

In the Manual, there is a definition of Home Economy which says “Economy of permanent residence and primary registration/licensure as an architect”. We would like to know what the word “primary” means in this context. For example, if an APEC Architect from Economy A sought and gained registration in Economy B and moved to Economy B to live, and then let his or her registration in Economy A lapse and then in Economy B sought and gained registration as an Economy B APEC Architect, so as to be able later on to seek fast track registration in Economy C, would his or her Home Economy be A or B? We have interpreted this to mean A, as that’s where the architect was registered first, but we would like to know for sure if this is correct. It matters because there is some wariness about people using the framework to in effect leapfrog across economies, i.e. from A to C.



8.3.

Update on Other Multi-Lateral Mobility Agreements: 
Economies participating in other multi-lateral mobility agreements are invited to update the Council on the progress of such agreements and how they affect the APEC Architect Project.

a) The NAFTA

b) The ASEAN Architect Project

8.4

Update on the APEC Architect Reciprocal Recognition Framework Status

Since the commitment of economies participating in the APEC Architect Project is to liberalize their restrictions on independent practice of architects within a host economy, the Council would receive the update reports of economies on regulatory and legal changes that had occurred within the economies in the intervening period when they reported the status of the Reciprocal Recognition Framework (RRF) in their economies during the Third Central Council in Vancouver, Canada, August 2008 as follows:

a) Complete Mobility – None

b) Domain Specific Assessment – Australia, Japan, Mexico, New Zealand, Singapore, Chinese Taipei, United States of America

c) Comprehensive Registration Examination – None

d) Host Economy Residence / Experience

e) Local Collaboration – Canada, People’s Republic of China, Hongkong China, Korea, Malaysia, Philippines

f) No Recognition - None

8.5

Matrix That Also Reflects Bilateral and Multilateral Agreements

During the Third Central Council Meeting, Singapore suggested that a more complex matrix be developed by Council to indicate bilateral and multilateral agreements within the APEC Architect economies. Singapore will be invited to present a draft matrix of this improved Matrix. 

8:0O P.M.
DAY 1 CONCLUDES

DAY 2: 
October 11, 2010

9:00 A.M. – 10:30 A.M.

Item 9 
Promotion of the APEC Architect Register

Economies will be requested to inform the Council about the strategies that they have adopted to promote the APEC Architect Register domestically and internationally. 
Economies with large numbers in their APEC Architect Registers are invited to report to the Council how they have achieved such success.
Item 10
Central Council Administration

It is the responsibility of the Secretariat to provide budgetary and resource information during its term of office for the guidance of participating economies. It is also expected to give suggestions on the administration of the Council business and raise other matters which need to be discussed in the Central Council meeting.

10.1

Report by Philippine Secretariat



Philippine Secretariat will make its Report to the Central Council

10.2

Funding Formula for the Secretariat and Its Implementation

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

10.3

Review of the Schedule of Rotation of Responsibilities

During the Third Central Council Meeting, a Schedule for the rotation of Secretariat responsibilities and the hosting for the Central Council Meeting was approved by the Council. 

This schedule will be reviewed and economies will be asked if there are any requests for change, which will be discussed by the Council 
New Zealand, scheduled to act as Secretariat to the Central Council for the next period 2011 and 2012, and to host the 5th APEC Architect Central Council Meeting in 2012, will be asked to confirm its acceptance of these responsibilities. If New Zealand will not accept, the Council will obtain the agreement of another participating economy to undertake the roles.

10:30 A.M. – 11:00 A.M.



MORNING COFFEE/TEA BREAK

11:00 A.M. – 1:00 P.M.

Item 11
Summary Conclusions
11.1

Adoption of the Summary Conclusions

The Council will review the Summary Conclusions on Agenda Items 5-11 for adoption.

11.2                 Amendment to the Operations Manual

The Council will agree to the amendment of the APEC Architect Operations Manual to incorporate decisions taken by the Central Council during this meeting.

Item 12
Next Meeting of the Central Council

The Council will agree on the date and venue for the Fifth Meeting of the APEC Architect Central Council to be held within two years of this meeting.
1:00 P.M. – 2:00 P.M.

LUNCH 
附件8：會議結論

[image: image25]
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

1st DRAFT OF THE SUMMARY CONCLUSIONS

4TH APEC ARCHITECT CENTRAL COUNCIL MEETING

Comments from the economy of:

____________Chinese Taipei_______________

DAY 1: 
October 10, 2010

Item 1:
Welcome to Delegates
歡迎各與會代表
The Chair extended welcome to the delegates of all participating economies attending the meeting.

Item 2:
APEC Meeting Procedures
APEC會議程序
The Chair discussed briefly the APEC meeting procedures and APEC Architect Central council proceedings for the information of delegates. 

Item 3:
Adoption of the Agenda 
採用議程
“10-10-10”, a fun run to raise funds for the rehabilitation of the Pasig River was held in the general vicinity of the SMX Convention Center, the venue of the 4th APEC Architect Central Council Meeting. Participated in by around 116,000 people, it clogged the roads leading to the venue. The organizers of events decided to delay the start of the meeting by two hours.  A Revised Agenda was prepared for the two meeting days (October 10, 2010, from 11:00 A.M. to 8:00 P.M., and October 11, 2010 from 9:00 A.M. to 1:00 P.M.)
由於10月10日當天約有十一萬六千人參與於會議地點SMX會議中心附近的路跑活動，故會議延遲兩小時舉行。

Box A: 
Item 3: The Revised Agenda was adopted by the Council, with the modification requested by Mexico that they make a presentation on Day 2 about UIA COP 16  to be held in Cancun. 

The original Agenda is attached as Appendix 1a.

The Revised Agenda is attached as Appendix 1b. 
大會採用修正後的議程，加入墨西哥要求於第二天會議簡介將於Cancun 舉辦的UIA COP16活動。
Comments to Box A:
Item 4:
Confirmation of the Meeting Summary of the Third APEC Architect Central Council Meeting. 

確認第三次中央議會Meeting Summary
Malaysia requested that the names of their delegates: Dato Esa Mohamed, Mr. Boon Che Wee, and Ms. Tan Pei-Ing be listed on page 24.  

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

Secretary General requested each economy to submit an updated list of the  members  of  their respective Monitoring Committees.

馬來西亞要求在第24頁加入其代表名單。新加坡要求更新附件一及附件二。

秘書長要求各經濟體提供其監督委員會最新名單。

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

The amended page with regards to the request of Malaysia is attached as Appendix 2.

The updated List of Delegates and Central Council Membership as requested by Singapore are attached as Appendix 3 and Appendix 4 respectively. 

大會同意所有相關的更正及更新，並通過第三次中央議會溫哥華會議的Meeting Summary。
Comments to Box B:

Item 5:
Constitution of the Central Council

中央議會成立
     5.1:

Applications to form New Monitoring Committee

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



秘書長報告無新監督委員會申請成立。
Box C:
Item 5: It was agreed that economies such as Peru and Papua New Guinea that had before sat as  observers during past Council Meetings, be contacted and invited next Council Meeting as observers again, to reawaken their interest to join the APEC Architect Project. 
秘魯和新幾內亞曾以觀察員身分參加大會，故應和其接洽看其是否有興趣參與此計畫。
Comment to Box C:
     5.2:

Central Council Membership
中央議會代表名單
Each economy was requested to read the names of the members of their delegation for entry into the official record. 

Secretary General informed the Council that the economy of the United States of America is unable to attend, with their attendance of the UIA Commission on Professional Practice Meeting in Paris as one, among other reasons, of their inability to attend. However, she informed the Council that USA has sent the list of their representatives to the Central Council and read these names for entry into the official record. 

Secretary General requested that each economy submit the list of the members of their Monitoring Committee using a form designed by Secretariat to capture the information desired for the database of the Central Council Secretariat.

各經濟體提供其代表名單以便正式登錄。

秘書長告知大會美國代表團因前往巴黎參加UIA Commission on Professional Practice Meeting故不克與會，但已提交秘書處其中央議會代表名單。

Box D: 

Item 5.2: With the names read into the official record, the Central Council was constituted for its 4th Meeting.

The List of Central Council Delegates is attached as Appendix 3
The List of Central Council Membership is attached as Appendix 4
隨著名單的提交，中央議會第四次會議成會。
Comments to Box D:
Item 6:
Review of Progress of the APEC Architect Register


檢視APEC建築師註冊進度
     6.1:

Update on the APEC Architect Register

Each economy was requested to report on the progress of the APEC Architect Register.
Each economy reported on the number of APEC Architects they have enrolled in the APEC Architect Register, which varied in number: Japan with the most at 495 (with 126 applications under process); and Singapore and Thailand with the least at “zero”. Singapore intends to process applications only after a Mutual Recognition Agreement has been signed with other economies. On the other hand, Thailand has difficulty in introducing the concept of the APEC Architect beyond the level of “collaboration with a local architect”. Korea’s APEC Architects have been decreasing in number due to the perception of local architects that being an APEC Architect is not after all beneficial to them. Malaysia’s number of APEC Architects has not increased from 8 for a long time.



(Details of Reports will be part of the Meeting Summary.)


各監督委員會向大會報告其APEC建築師註冊進度。

日本有最多的APEC建築師人數495人，新加坡和泰國所報的人數是0，新加坡的策略是在MRA簽署後才會接受APEC建築師之申請，泰國在推廣較「與當地建築師合作」更進一步的概念仍有困難，韓國所報的人數略有下降肇因於沒有誘因，馬來西亞長期以來人數一直維持8人。

Box E: 

Item 6.1: It was agreed that each economy would continue to advocate and forward the concept of the APEC Architect as committed by each at the start of the Project.
各經濟體同意將一本此計畫之初衷，繼續推廣APEC建築師的概念。
Comments to Box E:
    6.2

Adoption of APEC Architect Formats
APEC建築師文件的採用

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

It was noted that some economies give their new APEC Architects additional marks or tokens of recognition such as a medal given by the Philippines and pins given by other economies.

各經濟體報告已採用APEC建築師證書及ID。有的經濟體另有製作其他物品標誌，像是菲律賓的獎章以及其他經濟體的胸章。

6.3 Monitoring Committee Reports to the Council


監督委員會之(半)年度報告
Secretary General reported that to date no economy had submitted its Monitoring Committee Report which should have been submitted every six months following protocols and policies.

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

秘書長報告及至開會日並沒有收到各監督委員會每六個月應提交大會的(半)年度報告。建議討論此報告提交的頻率。

Box F
Item 6.3: It was agreed that henceforth, Reports will be on a yearly basis, submitted by each economy on the 30th of June of every year.
大會同意報告將改為年度報告，於每年的六月30日提交。
Comments to Box F:  

Item 7:
Update on Procedures for Non-Complying Economy

未能配合的經濟體

Malaysia discussed the draft of the course of action for non-compliance of economies with Council rules. 
馬來西亞討論其所撰寫的針對未能配合大會規則的經濟體所採行的措施。
Box G:
Item 7: It was agreed that Malaysia would take the lead in developing further the course of action in the light of the issues presented in the draft, and others that may be discovered in the process.
Member economies that are interested to join may do so. Secretariat will provide copies of the draft to all economies.
The Draft of the Course of Action for Non-Compliance of Economies is attached as Appendix 5
馬來西亞將繼續研究其所提出的措施方案。有興趣參與研討的經濟體亦可加入。秘書處將會提供各經濟體這些草案。
Comments to Box G:

Item 8:
APEC Architect Reciprocal Recognition Framework


APEC建築師相互認證架構

8.2 

Update on Mutual Recognition Agreements Signed by Economies 

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

On the advice of Canada that all signatories’ approval should be given before copies of public documents are released, the concurrence of the respective signatories of the said MRA and MOU were sought before their release.    
秘書處提供各經濟體澳洲、紐西蘭、新加坡所簽署的MRA，以及菲律賓與中華台北簽署的MOU。

加拿大建議此類文件公開前應取得簽署人同意。大會取得相關文件簽署人同意後始公布上述MRA及MOU。

8.2

Discussion of Some Issues or Concerns Arising from these Signings



討論這些文件簽署引發的相關議題

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

a) Tri-Lateral Agreement (Australia-New Zealand-Singapore)  

Singapore informed the Council about the concern of the three signing economies about the definition of the term “Home Economy” which is defined as “…the economy of permanent residence and primary registration/licensure as an architect.” The meaning of the word “primary” in this context was discussed. 

新加坡告知大會其對於Home Economy的定義之疑問。大會就此進行討論。

Box H:
Item 8.2: With differing opinions on matters related to the definition of words and terms and their implication on policies and procedures, Singapore closed the discussion with the proposal that this matter be discussed further at a later time in future Council meetings.

 由於意見紛歧，新加坡建議此相關議題在往後的中央議會會議中再續討論。
Comments to Box H:
8.3.

Update on Other Multi-Lateral Mobility Agreements: 



其他區域簽署的協定
c) The NAFTA
Canada announced that Canada, USA and Mexico have signed a Tri-National Agreement which is now moving into the “pilot program” phase designed to test the system without opening it yet to everyone. Each economy will send to each of the other economies, three candidates through the system and if all goes well, the agreement will be formally launched for full implementation.

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

d) The ASEAN Architect Project
Malaysia reported the signing of the Mutual Recognition Arrangement (MRA) for Architectural Services by the 10 governments of member states of the ASEAN, and the inauguration of the ASEAN Architects Council with 7 participating governments. Malaysia also referred the members of the Council to the ASEAN website (www.aseanarchitectcouncil.org) for the full text of the MRA.

加拿大宣布加拿大、美國、墨西哥所簽署的三國協定，現已進入示範先行階段。每個經濟體將先放行3位建築師到另一個經濟體，待看成效如何再全面實施。

馬來西亞報告關於東協間的建築師議會等相關消息可上網查詢。

8.4

Update on the APEC Architect Reciprocal Recognition Framework Status



APEC建築師相互認許架構狀態

The Reciprocal Recognition Framework (RRF) which shows the status of economies in relation to the level of their open-ness to liberalized practice as of the Third Central Council Meeting in Vancouver, Canada in August, 2008, was shown on the monitor screens for review of the Council.

The Chair asked for updates from the member economies. Thailand, which was not reported in the above Framework, informed the Council that it is at the level of “Collaboration with Local Architects”. The other economies reported no change in status, except for Malaysia which reported that it is now in the level of Host Economy Residence / Experience. Philippines reported that it does not anticipate any change in status until the local burning issue on the signing and sealing of architectural drawings by civil engineers is resolved. 

在第三次中央議會溫哥華會議中各經濟體依其自由化之開放程度位列於相互認許架構。
泰國先前並未列述於表格之中，此次告知大會其狀態為「與當地建築師合作」。馬來西亞表示其狀態目前是要求是「客經濟體之居住及經驗」。菲律賓表示其狀態在與土木技師白熱化的設計簽證問題獲得解決前不會有任何改變。

8.5

Matrix That Also Reflects Bilateral and Multilateral Agreements

Singapore showed the draft matrix that incorporates in the RRF, the bilateral and multilateral agreements signed by each economy.



新加坡將各經濟體間簽署的各種協定整理做成表格。

Box I:
Item 8.5: Singapore was requested by the Council to update and complete the matrix to include all MOUs, MRAs, even FTAs and all other agreements not included as yet in the matrix shown. 
The Draft Matrix submitted during the Council Meeting shall be attached to the Meeting Summary as Appendix 6.

新加坡將把各式MOU、MRA、FTA補齊。
Comments to Box I:

8.4 

Further Discussion of an issue reported in Item 8.4 
Malaysia proposed a Resolution by the Council in support of the Philippines towards the resolution of its problem on the signing and sealing of architectural plans that should be exclusive to Architects per the Philippine Architects’ Law, but which is currently being violated by Civil Engineers. 

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

With no more time to further discuss the issue lengthily, the motion of Malaysia was temporarily withdrawn for re-introduction the next day.

The issue was posted in the calendar as the first to be discussed in the agenda the next day.

馬來西亞提議大會通過支持菲律賓建築師在與土木技師間的建築設計簽證問題之決議文。加拿大同意支持菲律賓但建議文字陳述需再斟酌。馬來西亞暫時撤回此動議延至明天再討論。

DAY 1 CONCLUDES

DAY 2: 
October 11, 2010

Item 8.4
(Continuation of Discussion)


The motion of Malaysia was re-introduced thus:

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



After discussions, the motion was amended thus:

“The representatives of the participating economies in the APEC Architect Central Council recognize the need and requirement that architecture must be practiced by architects; hence, in participating economies, the responsibility of preparing, signing and sealing of architecture documents 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 amended further thus:

“The representatives of the participating economies in the APEC Architect Central Council recognize the need and requirement that architecture must be practiced by architects.

Philippines proposed a resolution of support by the Council in the model of the ARCASIA Resolution, copies of which were distributed.

Canada pointed out that the definition by law of the practice of architecture differs in different economies and cited the case of Canada where legislation permits the practice of non-architects in less complex buildings, even while the practice of architecture is defined comprehensively as the full scope of services from pre-design and design, documentation, project management, all the way to hand-off to clients, and post warranty period. 

決議文內容幾經討論以及文字上再三斟酌，最後定案如下:

APEC建築師中央議會參與經濟體之代表認為建築必須由建築師執行。

菲律賓在會場上議提供ARCASIA針對此事所做成的決議文供大會參考。

加拿大指出建築執業的法律定義在各經濟體間不盡相同，以加拿大為例法律並不禁止非建築師建造簡易建物，即便建築執業被廣泛的定義為設計前作業、設計、文件、專案管理，一直到移交給客戶以及後保固階段。

Box J:
Item 8.4: After the Chair gave each economy the opportunity to inform the Council of any difficulties on their part in the adoption of a resolution in support of the Philippines, it was determined that such a resolution can not be made because it will be in violation in some economies, of the laws and local regulations which can not easily be dismantled and which are beyond the control of architects.

Because of the complexity of the situation, Malaysia withdrew its resolution.

Understanding the situation, the Philippines thanked all economies in discussing its problem and considering possible solutions, even if in the end, the Council as a body, decided not to pass any resolution.  
在主席一一詢問各經濟體對於通過此支持菲律賓之決議文有否困難，大會決定無法通過此決議文，因為在某些經濟體此決議文與其法令會有所牴觸。

由於這狀況的複雜程度，馬來西亞撤回其提議。

大會雖未能通過決議文，菲律賓表示瞭解及感謝。
Comments to Box J:

Item 9 
Promotion of the APEC Architect Register




APEC建築師的宣揚

Economies informed the Council about the strategies that they have adopted to promote the APEC Architect Register domestically and internationally. (Note: details of strategies will be recorded fully in the Meeting Summary.)

Mexico commented that the International Conference of Architects and the APEC Architects Exhibits integrated by the Philippines with the planning of the 4th Central Council Meeting, are events that indeed promote the APEC Architect Project and should therefore be considered as inclusions in the planning of the next Central Council meetings.

As a follow-up on the Mexico proposal, the Philippines recommended two features of promotional events: 1) a business forum for APEC Architects in which exchange of market and collateral information and project sharing can be discussed; 2) business forum with potential investors, developers, and constructors on an international level.

It was also mentioned that if the APEC Architect I.D. Card is recognized in the APEC lane at the immigration gates of airports, such a privilege would promote the APEC Architect Register as beneficial to holders of the card and the title. 

Singapore proposed an APEC Architect Convention, attended by APEC Architects only, held during the open year that the Central Council will not meet; which means that the Central Council Meeting and the APEC Architects Convention will alternate with one another, creating a yearly event in the calendar of the APEC Architect Project.   

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

各經濟體向大會報告其宣揚APEC建築師的策略。墨西哥表示菲律賓將國際建築師大會結合第四屆中央議會舉行確能提升APEC建築師計畫，故提議往後的中央議會可考慮依此辦理。

會中亦提及若APEC建築師卡若可適用於機場之APEC通道，對於APEC建築師身份亦有相當之利益誘因。

新加坡建議在非中央議會舉辦年舉行APEC建築師大會，限由APEC建築師參與，兩會議交替舉行成為APEC建築師計畫的年度行事曆。

宣揚APEC建築師計畫以及APEC建築師的方式留由舉辦中央議會會議的經濟體決定。
Box K:
Item 9: The Council was receptive to the integration of events with the Central Council Meeting, that will promote the APEC Architect Project and Register. However, the hosting economies will be left to decide and will be given the option on how they wish to implement  this.
大會接受能宣揚APEC建築師計畫及APEC建築師的活動與中央議會會議連結，但舉行的方法及方式由舉辦中央議會會議的經濟體決定。
Comments to Box K:   

Item 10
Central Council Administration
中央議會的行政
Item 10.1
Report by the Philippine Secretariat
菲律賓秘書處之報告

The Chair called on the Secretary General to render her Report to the Council. 

The Secretary General reviewed with the Council the functions of the Secretariat and reported how the Secretariat of 2009-2010 had fulfilled these functions, which fell under the following headings (Note: the details will be recorded fully in the Meeting Summary): 

o.   Preparation and Organization

1. The APEC Architect Register

2. Central Council Website

3. Reciprocal Recognition Framework

4. General Central Council Administration

5. Constitution of the Central Council

6. Central Council General Meeting

7. Promotion 

8. Information Center

o. Hand-Over to the Next Secretariat 

The Secretary General gave comments and suggestions on the administration of the Council business and raised some important matters as follows:

1. Secretariats should build up on the work of previous Secretariats and not start from “zero” in matters such as the APEC Architect website.

2. The support of other economies for the incumbent Secretariat in the form of their contribution per the funding formula should be transmitted at the start of the assumption of the responsibility of the Secretariat. The Philippine Monitoring Committee administered and managed the Central Council Secretariat with almost no support from the other economies except for one economy’s remittance for a year. It was able to do this because of the support of the United Architects of the Philippines, which is one of the member institutions constituting its Monitoring Committee. It is recommended that the shares of economies be remitted fully or partially per year or per quarter; however, they should be remitted at the beginning of the year or the quarter.

Because the support of other economies has yet to be received and the accounting of the expenses to be reimbursed by the Philippine Secretariat to the United Architects of the Philippines has yet to be prepared, the Philippine Secretariat is unable to make a Finance Report to the Council with regards to its receipts and expenses during the two years 2009 and 2010. However, the Report will be made available to the Council when completed.   

3. The next Secretariat should decipher how to submit its report to the HRDWG by breaking through the computer-programmed telephone voice that in reality prevents access to the HRDWG. 

4. An effective way of promoting the APEC Architect Project and Registry is to answer all queries posed in the Submission Form in the website.

5. Apart from the electronic transfer of documents, Mexico started the beautiful tradition of a Face-to-Face Hand-Over thru a valise it brought to the Philippines, containing hard copies of all the documents of the APEC Architect Project from its inaugural meeting in Brisbane in 2001 to the present. The Philippine Secretariat strongly recommended the continuance of this tradition through its plan to travel to New Zealand to hand-over the valise, a sort of a portable filing cabinet of APEC Architect records entrusted to the New Zealand Monitoring Committee, the next Secretariat for 2011 to 2012. New Zealand will then hand this valise over to the next Secretariat, Canada - - and so on.

New Zealand responded by suggesting that it would be a good idea for the Monitoring Committees of the outgoing and incoming hosts of the Secretariat to meet during this face-to-face hand-over rite.

Important Note:

Due to lack of time, important recommendations that needed to be implemented immediately had not been subjected to the round of approvals of the member economies during the Meeting. Economies are therefore requested to indicate their approval or disapproval of these recommendations, in the boxes below: 

(上述內容主要講述秘書處的網站運作、經費收入不足、墨西哥秘書處移交至菲律賓的過程)

紐西蘭表示經濟體間以面對面會談方式移交秘書處不失為一好主意。
Box L:
Item 10.1: The support of other economies for the incumbent Secretariat in the form of their contribution per the funding formula should be transmitted at the start of the assumption of the responsibility. The shares of economies may be remitted fully or partially per year or per quarter; however, they should be remitted at the beginning of the year or the quarter.
經濟體對於輪值秘書處的經濟體以分攤年費方式的支援，應於秘書處開始擔負任務時支應。各經濟體負擔的額度可以每年全額支付或是每季部分分攤，且應於年初或是每季之初予以匯寄。
Comments to Box L:
Box M:
Item 10.1: Apart from the electronic transfer of documents, a Face-to-Face Hand-Over shall take place between the out-going and in-coming Secretariat in the grounds or territory of the latter, for the purpose of handing over “the valise”, a symbolic portable filing cabinet containing hard copies of all APEC Architect records, entrusted by the outgoing Secretariat to the incoming Secretariat. 
除了電子檔案的移交，卸任秘書處與接任秘書處應當面移交「文件提箱」。
Comments to Box M:
The Secretary General acknowledged and introduced the members of the Central Council Secretariat that served the 4th Central Council Meeting. 

Their separate report and recommendations is attached as Appendix 7 with the title “The Central Council Meeting Through the Eyes of the Central Council Secretariat: A REPORT”

10.2 Funding Formula for the Secretariat and Its Implementation
秘書處經費公式以及實施

The Chair reviewed the computation of the Funding Formula for the share of each economy as approved during the Third Central Council Meeting in Vancouver.

The Secretary General reported on the contributions so far received by the Philippine Secretariat as of October 11, 2010, as follows: (Other details to be included in the Meeting Summary.)


Chinese Taipei – full payment for 2009 received April 2009

Mexico – full payment for 2009 & 2010 received October 2010


HongKong China – full payment for 2009 & 2010 received October 2010


Philippines – full payment for 2009 & 2010 received October 2010

主席檢視一下各經濟體分攤秘書處經費的公式表。秘書處報告及至10月11日所收到的各經濟體所繳交的年費:

中華台北: 2009年四月收到2009年度年費

墨西哥: 2010年十月收到2009及2010年費

香港: 2010年十月收到2009及2010年費

菲律賓: 2010年十月收到2009及2010年費

10.3 Review of the Schedule of Rotation of Responsibilities
檢視秘書處的輪值

During the Third Central Council Meeting, a Schedule for the rotation of Secretariat responsibilities and the hosting for the Central Council Meeting was approved by the Council. 

This schedule was reviewed and economies were asked if there were any requests for change in the schedule. In general, the economies accepted their assignments per the schedule except for the following suggestions and offers:

1) Singapore requested the Secretariat to inquire from the United States of America if the latter is willing to exchange places with Singapore – that is, Singapore will host the 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 precede Korea in hosting. Japan decided to adhere to its assigned time slot.

3) HongKong offered to swap time slots with Australia, the latter having hosted the Secretariat twice in 2001 and 2002. Australia agreed, thus the amended schedule would be for HongKong to be Secretariat in 2029-2030 while Australia would be Secretariat in 2033-2034. 

Korea made the observation that should there be new economies that would join the Council, the schedule will have to be revised.
新加坡要求秘書處向美國詢問是否願意和新加坡交換次序，換成新加坡輪值2019-2010，美國輪值2023-2024。

韓國(2025-2026)想和日本(2027-2028)對調，日本決定維持原時段。

未曾編列入輪值表的香港表示願意取代開始第二輪的澳洲(2029-2030)，澳洲同意改列2033-2034。

韓國表示將來若有新的經濟體加入中央議會，此輪值表便需再修正。
Box N:
Item 10.3: Secretariat will inquire from the United States of America if it is willing to exchange time slots  with Singapore. 

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

The Revised Schedule of Rotation of Responsibilities is attached as Appendix 8.
秘書處將詢問美國是否願意犯新加坡交換次序。除此之外經濟體同意此輪值時程及至下次修改時。
Comments to Box N:
Item 11
Summary Conclusions

會議結論

11.1

Adoption of the Summary Conclusions

In view of the lack of time to prepare the Summary Conclusions for review of the Council before adjournment, the Secretariat requested that these be instead prepared at a later time and circulated via the internet for comments or reactions of the economies. 
由於大會結束會議前秘書處來不及完成會議結論，故秘書處要求此文件於會議後以電子網路寄發並蒐集各經濟體之回覆。
Box O:
Item 11.1: The Council approved the modification recommended by the Secretariat in the procedure to review and approve the Summary Conclusions of the Council Meeting. For the 4th Central Council Meeting, the Summary Conclusions will be circulated to the economies via the internet for their comments and reactions. 

大會同意秘書處修正建議關於會議結論的檢視及同意流程。第四次中央議會會議的會議結論將以電子網路發佈並蒐集建議及回覆。
Comments to Box O:


The recommended target dates were: 



October 15, 2010 – Secretariat circulates the Summary Conclusion to economies



October 22, 2010 – Economies transmit their reactions and comments

11.2                 Amendment to the Operations Manual
修訂操作手冊
Box P: 

Item 11.2: The Council agreed to the amendment of the APEC Architect Operations Manual to incorporate decisions taken by the Central Council during the 4th Central Council Meeting, to be released as Operations Manual, 2010. 

大會同意配合第四次中央議會會議修訂APEC建築師操作手冊，為操作手冊2010版。
Comments to Box P:
Item 12
Next Meeting of the Central Council
下次中央議會會議
Item 12.1
Venue

New Zealand formally accepted the role of Secretariat for 2011 and 2012 and host of the 5th Central Council Meeting to be held in the last quarter of 2012. The specific date of the Council Meeting will be announced not later than September 30, 2011. 

The tentative venue being considered is the Te Papa, the National Museum and Art Gallery in Wellington, New Zealand.
New Zealand briefly described Wellington as a place to look at great architecture, experience great café scenes, with hotels within 5 to 10 minutes walking distance to the proposed venue.

Singapore expressed its support for Wellington as the venue for the next Central Council Meeting.  

紐西蘭正式接受擔任2011-2012秘書處以及預計於2012年第四季舉行的第五次中央議會會議。確切日期將在2011年9月30日前公佈。地點在紐西蘭威靈頓Te Papa 國家博物館暨藝廊。

Box Q:
Item 12.1: The Council accepted the invitation of New Zealand for the next APEC Architect Central Council Meeting to be held in Wellington, New Zealand in the last quarter of 2012.

大會接受紐西蘭在2012年第四季於威靈頓舉辦下一次的APEC建築師中央議會會議。
Comments to Box Q:
Item 12.2
Proposed Items in the Agenda
議程提案

Philippines suggested that the next Central Council Meeting in New Zealand include the following items in the Agenda with regards to Aspects of Practice in a Host Economy:

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

b) Immigration (Visa requirements and issues)

c) Civil liabilities (Liabilities which will be required 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 with regards to the procurement of architectural services. 
Chair made the observation that these items were in the original Agenda but were removed or deleted to adapt to the shorter time of the Council Meeting.


菲律賓建議下次於紐西蘭的會議應討論下列問題:



a) 稅務問題



b) 移民法規(簽證及其他要求)



c) 民事責任



d) 賠償保險



e) 法律規章

主席表示這些項目在原本議程中列為議案，但由於此次會議時間縮短，故在修正後的議程予以刪除。

Box R:

Item 12.2: The above-mentioned items were accepted by New Zealand for inclusion in the Agenda of the 5th Central Council Meeting.
紐西蘭同意將上列項目列於第五次中央議會會議議程。
Comments to Box R:

Item 13
Other Matters
臨時動議
Item 13.1
UIA COP 16

Mexico presented UIA COP 16 to be held in Cancun-Quintana Roo, Mexico from November 29 to December 1, 2010, with the following features:

a) The 2nd Open Forum that features reflections, discussions and proposals on how to reduce the negative impact of human actions on the environment. Projects demonstrating good practice will be presented by representatives from different countries, including renowned architects.

b) An exhibition of sustainable architecture and urban planning projects that apply the concept of “Sustainable by Design” as advocated by the Union of International Architects

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

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

Mexico distributed information leaflets on the UIA COP 16 to the members of the Council. 
墨西哥向大會成員簡介將於11月29日至12月1日於墨西哥Cancun舉行的UAP COP16。

Item 13.2
Report of the Convenor 
大會籌備主席報告
The Convenor of Events gave a brief report. 

1) The responsibility accepted by Philippines during the 3rd Central Council Meeting in Vancouver, Canada, to host the Secretariat in 2009 and 2010, and the 4th Central Council Meeting in Manila, Philippines in 2010, was validated by the Philippine Monitoring Committee, with the identification and approval of the designation of responsible persons as follows:

a. Secretary General – Prosperidad Luis

b. Chair of the 4th Central Council Meeting – Armando Alli

c. Convenor of Events – Medeliano Roldan

2) In the planning of the hosting of the 4th Central Council Meeting, the idea of an International Conference of Architects (ICA) and an APEC Architects Exhibit (AAE) as related events to promote the APEC Architect Project and Register, was hatched and subsequently implemented.  

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

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

5) The Convenor reminded everyone about the City Tour the following day and asked those who would join it to be at the hotel lobby at 7:30 A.M. for pick-up. 
大會籌備主席做一簡短報告:

在第三次中央議會溫哥華會議菲律賓接下2009-2010秘書處以及在2010年於菲律賓馬尼拉舉辦第四屆中央議會會議的責任後，菲律賓監督委員會同意下列人事:

a. 秘書處秘書長 – Prosperidad Luis

b. 第四次中央議會會議主席 – Armando Alli

c. 大會籌備主席 – Medeliano Roldan

在籌備主辦第四中央議會會議過程中，一併舉辦國際建築師會議及APEC建築師展能提升宣揚APEC建築師計畫及APEC建築師。大會籌備主席希望各代表在參訪菲律賓其間有個愉快的經驗。

Item 13.3
Resolution of Thanks  感謝


Canada thanked the Philippines for the hard work and hospitality.
Malaysia proposed a motion of thanks to the Philippines to officially recognize the wonderful arrangements and hospitality of the Organizing Committee and noted the exhibition as something to emulate. Malaysia requested that its comments be officially recorded in the minutes of the meeting. 

Mexico thanked the Philippines for the excellent direction of the meeting and recognized the work of the Chair and the Secretary General.

Singapore concurred with Malaysia and Mexico and specifically expressed its appreciation for the UAP Organizing Group, the Chair, the Secretary General and the support staff of the Council Secretariat.

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

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

The Secretary General shared the words of former Secretary General Fernando Mora Mora to the Council on the difficulty of the role: 

           “You may feel very very tired at this point in time but when

everything is finished, you will feel fulfilled and privileged 

because not many of us will be given this very unique experience.“


萬分感謝。

Box S:

Item 13.3: The Council passed a Resolution of Thanks to the Philippines for its successful hosting of the Secretariat and the 4th APEC Architect Central Council Meeting.
大會通過對菲律賓成功擔任秘書處及主辦第四次中央議會會亦表達感謝。
Comments to Box S:

Item 14
Adjournment
休會



The 4th APEC Architect Central Council Meeting was adjourned at 12:30 P.M.,   

   

October 11, 2010.



第四次中央議會會議於2010年10月11日中午12:30休會。

Box T:

Item: PROCESS OF REVIEW & APPROVAL OF SUMMARY CONCLUSIONS

The Secretariat would like to request for comments and reactions to the Process adopted for the review and approval of the Summary Conclusions of the 4th Central Council Meeting.
秘書處希望針對此次會議的會議結論的檢視及同意過程聽取建議及回應。
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