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A MULTINATIONAL AGREEMENT SIGNED IM 1989

Recognizing the substantial equivalency of accreditation systems of organizations holding
signatory status, and the engineering education programs accredited by them.

Establishing that graduates of programs accredited by the accreditation organizations of each
rmember nation are prepared to practice engineering at the entry level.

Country Signatory Crganization Entry
Year

Australia Institution of Engineers, Australia 1989

Canada Canadian Engineering Accreditation Board of the 1989
Canadian Council of Professional Engineers

Hong Kong Hong Kong Institution of Engineers 1995

Ireland Engineers Ireland 1989

Japan Japan Accreditation Board for Engineering
- 2005
Education

Mew Zealand Institution of Professional Engineers MNew 1989
Feamlaemd

%3 jav ingashe.5-06

B MAAE IAY Presentati. . 3 http

& Internet




hitp:ficollaboration.aia.orgfiav - Microsoft Internet Explorer

File Edit Wiew Favorites Tools Help

m Vho's Invited ein B inganization Comparative Digest |Provisional Agenda |Minute ngs

Imvitational Accreditation/Validation
Round Table Conference

May 4-6, 2006

e nee L ulel Welcome to the Invitational Accreditation/Validation Round Table Web Site

W Australia Statement of Conference Objectives

M Canada
M China The purpose of the Invitational Accreditationalidation Round Table Conference is to explore among
W Can the representatives of the invited countries and organizations the opportunities that mutual recognition
M Korea among their accreditation/validation systerms would create, to better understand the challenges and
W Mexico obstacles, and, if it should appear desirable, to create a mutual recognition agreement as to how such
M United Kingdom a program could or should be implemented.

M United States
[ _REhe:S The International Union of Architects {UIA)Y Council has adopted a protocol that calls for a mutual

W UMNESCO recognition agreement arnong like architecture education accreditation agencies throughout the warld.
A similar program is currently in place for the international engineering profession. To investigate the
implications of mutual recoanition, the Mational Architectural Accrediting Board, the organization
respansible for the accreditation of architecture education for the United States, will chair the
Invitational Accreditationalidation Roundtable Conference to identify the interest in creating a mutual
recognition agreement and the opportunities and challenges related to the creation of such an
organization among existing well-established accreditation agencies. The roundtable will be jointly
sponsored by the American Institute of Architects (ala), the Association of Collegiate Schools of
Architecture (ACSA), the National Architectural Accrediting Board (NAABR), and the Mational Council of
Architectural Registration Boards (NCARE).

In 1994, the UIA established its Professional Practice and Education commissions to develop
international advisory standards for architecture education and practice. The United MNations
Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization (UMESCO) and the UIA signed a protocol in 2000
establishing the UNMESCO-UIA Yalidation Council for Architectural Education. As a result of these
commitrents, the UIA Accord on Recornrmended International Standards of Professionalism in
Architectural Practice, UMESCO-UIA Charter an Architectural Education, and UNESCO-UIA Yalidation
Systermn for Architectural Education were developed and adopted. These docurments provide a
coordinated set of advisory policies and procedures to enhance the transportability of academic and
professional credentials across international borders.

The accreditation svstems of Canada, the Commonwealth Association of Architects, the United
Kingdom, and the United States shared their docurnents and experience with the UNESCO-ULA
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dnvitational Accreditation/Validation
Round Table Conference

May 4-6, 2006

e Hule] Country /Organization Information

W Australia Click on the links below to view the participating country/organization's documents,

M Canada
M China

|__Nef-¥.1 1 s
M Korea * by
W Mexico *
M United Kingdom

M United States
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W UMNESCO

ALUSTRALIA CAMNADS CHIMA COMMOMNWEALTH ASSM,
OF ARCHITECTS

A S
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Imvitational Accreditation/Validation
Round Table Conference

May 4-6, 2006

arti United States

M Australia M pdd Comparative Digest Entry
= g:rnaada B vicw Comparative Digest Entry
W Can M vizw Bulletin Board/Blog Entries
M Korea

W Mexico

M United Kingdom
M United States
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W UMNESCO

List of invitees: Designated United States Representatives:

The American Institute of Architects
1735 Mew York Avenue, N
wWiashington, DC 20006

Mational Council of Architectural Reagistration
Boards

1801 K Street, MW, Suite 1100-K
wiashington, DC 20006

L owilliam Bewins, FALA, NAABR President
Chairman of the Found Table Conference
Mational fArchitectural Accrediting Board
1735 Mew York Avenue, N R. Wayne Drurmmond, FALA, MAAR President-Elect
wiashington, DC 20006
Sharon Carter Matthews, Ala, NAAR Executive
Director

Association of Collegiate Schools of
architecture

1735 Mew York Avenue, N
wiashington, DC 20006

& Internet




E2: | http:ficollaboration.aia.org/SiteObjectsffilesf2004_ NAAB_CONDITIONS. pdf, - Microsoft Internet Explorer

: File Edt GoTo Favaorites  Help A
| Blseveacory (S5 @ @ 1] &Y |Inseeet il || @ - (3] (4] © [1o% |- © (03[ @ o0 @ ([ oo | ¥ | | Adobe Reader 23

The National Architectural Accrediting Board

1735 New York Avenue, N,
Washington, DC 20006-5209

NAAB Conditions for
Accreditation

For Professional Degree Programs in
Architecture

2004 Edition
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Country/organization:  United States

what are the mission statement, goals, and objectives of your accreditation agency? Please
share a short staterment of how objectivity and integrity are assured in your accreditation
systerm.,

The Mission Staternent
From the 2004 Edton of the Conditions for Acoreditation:

The NAAE is committed to the prowsion of effective professional architectural education throvgh
the establishrent and aoplication of gocrediting procedures determined by & board of
representative members from each of the four collatersl! organizations (AC54, Ard, NCARE, and
ArA5) and the public,

The NAAS is responsible for estabiishing policles and procedures relating to the acoreditation of
orofessional education and ensuring that schools of architecture have a clear understanding of
the policies and procedures, Further, the WAAE is responsibie for establishing criteria to be used
by its wisiting teams to arsess the performance of schools and stuodents and by the Board of
Nrectors in determining the aporooriate fevels of acoreditation for degres programs.

Through an atmosphere of cooperation supported by clarty of information, the NAAE sirives to
foster an educational foundation that prepares students whao are both broadly and professionally
educated for the profession of architecture.

Ohjectivity and Integrity Statement

Ohiectivity and integrity in the NAAEB procedures s accomplished by
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**CALL FOR ASPA - Member Code of Good Practice
COMMENTS***

CODE OF ETHIGS
EMAIL LISTSERY
OFFICERS
HEETIHGS
HEMBERS
HEMBER FIELDS

HEMBERSHIP INFO
- BENEFITS
- PROCESS

-GOST
NATIONAL
ACCREDITORS
HEWSLETTERS
REGIDHAL
ACCREDITORS
RELATED LIHKS
RESOURCES

-ASPA GOYERNANCE

- ASPA OTHER

- AUTHORED BY
OTHERS lirninating, whenever
ROLE & FUNCTION W OLks coope

An accrediting orgamzation holding membership in the Association of Specialized and Professional Accreditors (.

1. Pursues its mission, goals, and objectives, and

Retumn To HAIN PAGE

3. Respects and protects institutional autonomy.
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AGENDA

Session 1 — Student Performance

Methodology: utilized! by the ARB 1o evaluate student
PErfermMance
Presenter;: Dr Jon Levelt, [Head ol Eaucation, ARB

[DIScussion of the various: methods: utilized to:develop
dnd assess student performance, and the Importance of;
student performance to the accreditation/validation
PrOCESS



AGENDA

Session 2 — Funding and Governance

Presentation of the funding and governance PoliCIeES of;
the National ArchitecturalrAccrediting Board, USA
Presenter: Sharon Matthews, AlA., Executive. DIfector;
NAAB

[Discussion of funding mMechanisms: currently: in-place by,
the Conference participants, and the degree to' Which
fUnding IMpacts the governance of the
accreditation/validation process



NAAB

AlA or
ACSA AlA NCARB '?\l%iAR;r
AIAS || AIA T INcaRrB| |ACSA| puBLIC
AIAS| | AIA | |NCARB| |ACSA| PUBLIC
AIA | |NCARB| |ACSA
EXECUTIVE
DIRECTOR
ACCREDITATION FINANCIAL INTERNATIONAL
MANAGER MANAGER MANAGER

EX COM

Executive Committee
Elected Officers

BOARD

13 members,
Including officers

3 meetings / year

3 year terms

STAFF

Washington DC



AGENDA

Session 3 — The Quality of Architectural Education within
the Global Context

Policies/procedures employed by the CAA'te ensure the guality,
architectural’ education within the Commonwealth countries
Presenter: George Henaersorn, CAA Valiaation Panel Clialr

[Discussion oft how: each Conference participant organization
assumes the responsibility for the quality off architectural education
wWithin the global context and the importance of including) that
responsIbility: Within the erganization’s mission



& | Adobe Reader - [Final MIU 5. 5. pdf] le
=1

Z File Edit Wiew Document Tools Window Help E

2 ESaveaCnpy L.':» GE'I ﬁSearch \p‘r |IL Select E x - &) 3 @Helpv I:I w7 Mﬁsﬁ#ﬂfw

MEMORANDUM OF INTENT AND UNDERSTANDING

among
the Parncipants
of the
Inwitational AccreditationValidarion Rieund Table Conferance

‘J.-'hzren;. the participazis to the Irvititioral AccredisasionValidaden Found Teble
fazhingon, D, USA on 4-3 May 2006 are represematives of various
i global orgamizadons responsible for, or interested in, the
accredintorvalidator of archiacmral aducanon; and

Whersas, the participants share the geal of developing ar accord for the recognition of
acoreditatonvalidation systems allowing sraduaes from a stady propramme’oourse of
architecnral educadon aceradited by one of the reprasenrad systems o be accepiad 25
substamtally equivalent by another, subject to additoral requirements inposed by local
law; and

Wharsas, it was agread that such 2 goal could be achisved by an imemational profocol that
would comtriute siprificanthy o the quality of archisscnmal edacation; md

Whersas, 2l parties recoguizs that substantial similarties exst amors the systems,

including respact for culimal diversity, and processes for accredisation/validation of stady
DTOETAILINeS \CoUTses in architecnra.

Tharzfore, the pamicipanss express their commeiment to conte the dialogoe started at
this Conference with the insemt of establishing such a prosocol.
Adopted nmerdmonsly by thess listed below:

Ausiraba Commomwealth Assoc, Tl
Dianiid Parken of Architects (CAA) Loutse Cox
Gordon Hold=n Crardon Halden Fermando Ramos Galino

I Comments \L\ Attachments

Canada

Mioray Gallant
Christopher Macdozald
Marina Lavrow

China

Zhon Chang

Zhoa Tan
Wang Miaojing

(eorge Henderson

Eorea

Jin Foyoon Fim
Sumg fung Choagh
T2e Pl Chol

Mexice

Hecror Garcsa Escorza
Fermando Mora Mora
Aaron Bernal Rodnguer

UNESCO
Wolfzang Techienmamn

James A Scheeler

TUnited Kinzdom
Humphrey Lloyd
Jam Lavett

Simom Allford

TUnited States

C. William Bevins

B Wayne Doummmwond
Sharon Camar Matthews







