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,I THE OUT H REGISTRA nON SYSTEM

INTRODUCTION '. ." ..
This paperon the DutchReglStration Sy sm resuas trom a meeting between me General Secretary
and Dr. Hans Groenevald, Director of the Stichting Bureau Architectenreglster, (SBA) in tne Hague on
1 October 1~93. 1 October 1a93 Is a si niticant date because on that qay the protection of the title
"architect" came into force in the Netherl s,' .

ARCHITECTS IN THE NETHERLAND~
Registration of architects had been an iss e since 1945. The Bond van Nedertandse Archnekten (BNA)

_ had sought protection of the protessio • Le. function rather than registration, but it had proved
impo~ible to define the partlcular and un ~ue functions ot the architect SQ the issue gradq'llly changed
to that at registration at title;

In what is such a highly regulated soda a substantial number of persons were in practice, prior to
registration, without any formal qualificati ns.

REGISTRATION SYSTEM
The law giving effect to the Dutch Registftion system was introduced on 1-10-1988 with provision for
a five year transition period unt.iI 1-10-19 3. Atter this date tne only rnechanisms for inclusion in the
system are a qualification of EC Directiv standard or by examination. (See below).

The registmtion lawdeals with four grou s: No. registered
1. ArChitects: 5,834
2. Landscape architects 405
3. Interior architects 400
4. Planners. 1.200

'--

Separate assessment systems are mai alned for each discipline, but each system operates in the
same manner. This paper deats only wi architects.

1
I

In considering this system a~ the EC Arc ltects' Dlrectlve, it is important to understand that registration
I was envisaged In the Netherlands when .e Olrective was being negotiated so trat both systems could

relate. SpeCific provision was made in th Architects Qlr~ctive tor the systems now being operated by
the Netherlands Government j , .
REGISTRATION . /
The title "arcnltecr' is protected togeth r with all cqgnate terms such a~t"arctlitectural deSigner",
"architectural consultant" etc. The qu stion ~f> to wh~ther th~ term "arc.hitectectenburaau" i.e,
"architect'S office" is registered is due to Q~ tested in the courts bufthe SeA believes that this does
come within the Registration Act.

Registration is limited to "tit e": there is no control of function and no such control is envisaged.
However, as the Registratlo~ Act exercis as wide control over tht} title -architect" and other related
terms, ~ ts envisaged that thi;t Aegistrati n Ag will effectively eontf'QI the practice of architecture and
limit that to persons entitled ~ouse the titl Narchitect",! It is for this reason that an examination system
is maintained by the Registrqtion Autho .
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1. Completing degree level cours s as listed in the EC Architects' Directive.

REGISTRATION REQUIREMENTS
There are now (our routes to becomin registered as an architect under the registration law:

2. By having a miniTum of 10 ears practical experience prior to 1988 which was
assessed by a ReVjiew Body. he section in the Directive dealing with those persons
who have 5 yearspract!cal ex erience prior to 1985 and who have reached the age
of 40 is seen as a sub-section 0 this particular method of registration and is assessed
in the same way.

3. By having completed. prior to th entry into force of the Directive a degree examination
of "Kancldaat in de Boukunde" plus 5 years practical experience prior to 1988.

4. A special examination conduct d by the Registration Body.
"~I"~ . f

!

THE REVIEW BODY
The Review Body is defined in the regist ation le\lislation as consisting ot 6 architects and the chairman.
The BNA was asked to nominate a num er of appropriate architects and 4 persons from the BNA were
nominated by the Minister to the Body. Two other bodies representing other groups of architects, not
a/l of whom had recognised qualification .were asked to nominate 2 other architects. The number from
each organisation was based on the n mber of members represented. The Chairman was a lawyer
with considerable experience in the cons ruction industry: 2 administrators also sat on the Review Body.
but did not have any voting rights.

The Director of the SBA laid particular e phasis on the fact that all the 6 architects on the Review Body
were persons of acknowledged stan Ing and experience at the highest level available in the
Netherlands. He emphasised that the ua/ity of the Review Body was the most important element in
the system. "

The General Secretary was shown t le fifes on a number of applicants both successful and
unsuccessful. In the case of the unsucc sstul applicants most had carried out work at a domestic level
and in some cases had produced hou es of a reasonable modest standard. Most of the dossiers
submitted by unsuccessful applicants c nveyed a lack of understanding of the basics of architecture.
particularly once the candidates moved outside small domestic scale work. Many 6f the successful
applicants had carried out a wide range f work over many years to a.reasonably acceptable standard.

STANDARDS
The Dutch Government and the SBA i considering the Certificates given to persons meeting the
criteria of the Review Body had particul r regard to Alrticies 3 an'd 4 (b) of the EC Architects' Directive
in that the Certificates provided must be equivalent to the successful completion of an examination to
degree standard.

APPLICATION PROCEDURE
Advertisements were placed in all natlo 21 media inviiting appllcauons from persons meeting the first
three criteria listed above. In,the case ot persons seeking application through the 10 years and 5 years
practical experience as Iiste8 in the EC rchnects' Directive, 1.200 persons applied. Each applicant
was asked to submit a rnlnlurn of 4 ph tographs of work which they had designed. In the case of . :-.
persons working in architect4ral practlca ,this had to be supported by verification trorn their employers.,;
In addition they were required to subrnlt detailed C.V. The oasts ot the selection was that technical.,.
competence Was accepted if the person could prove 10 years practice. The assessors concentrated .."',."
on establishing whether tM parson h d conceptual ability to design buildings to an. appropriate 'i~" ;

standard. Approximately 500 of, those who had applied were; accepted on the basis of the initial' .'
submission. The remaining 700 were as ad to submit further inf9rmatlon, Including detailed drawings
etc. Each person was then interviewed by the Review Body orn average for an hour. The persons
being assessed were allowed to have le al representation and the interviews were recorded. Of the
700 interviewed, 300 were rejected.
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APPEAl. MECHANISMS
On~thir'd Of those rejecteq h9V~ appeale to.a Court, which does nOLfoppear to nave a parallel in
In:~I~n<;tin that it i$ an App~~1 .court dea ing with business, trade and 'jnqustry. The tirst of these
appears WaS held rec?ntly and, the Cou concentrated only on ~iaminingprocedural matters and
accepted the opinion of the Review Body rth regard to architectural ability etc.

APPLICATION FEES
ObviQus/y the SBA did not anticipate the I vel of applications or the complexity of the process. A fee
01 £200 was charged for each application ut this did not meet the costs involved.

REGISTRATION
All persons successful in this process are entered on the Register held by the SBA. These persons
can avail of rights under the EC Architect • Directive.

EXTENSION OF NOTIFICATION PERIO
A three month period was allowed for ap lications following the public advertisements placed, but it
became obvious that many people had not seen the advertisement or had not responded. A check by
the SBA at commercial directories showed at least a further 500 /600 people using the title architect
who had not been registered. These persons were contacted and were given until the 1 October 1993,
the end of the transitional period, to apply. Many of these persons waited until the last week to submit
their applications which are now being pro essed.

REGISTRATION BY SPECIAL EXAMINA ON
The Registration legiSlation makes provisio for entry by a special examination which is held each year.
The legislation does not place any time Iim t on the examination and it seems likely that this will always
be a feature of the Dutch Registration sy tern. The thinking appears to be that as the Registration
system effectively prevents persons from racticing using the title "architect", some provision should
be made tor other entry to the Register ot er than by the direct education route.

The system sets out to comR'y with Articl s 3 and 4 of the Directive, particularly Article 1(b) which
states "certltlcauon and trainiwr.J shall be oncluded by successful completion of an examination of
degree standard" The examlnatlon consist at three elements:
(1) Practical experience requirement.
(2) Design test.
(3) Essay.

PRACTICAL EXPERIENCE I
,Applicants must have a minimpm of 7 ye rs practical axperlence working at the level or an architect.
In most cases the persons presently appl ing are wo*ing as pri.f1c.ipals in private practice. This is
expected to be a declining group beca se at Ilmit$tions placeQ effectively on practice by the
Registration Act. Persons who are workl g as employees must have a/l their experience working at
the level of an architect verified by theirs ployer. EaCfhapplication Is requlreq to submit 3 buildings
that they have designed and these are ~s essed in th~ same way as the process outlined above. A
£700 fee Is charged for the tlrst stage ass ssrnent.

·.1
DESIGN TEST,
The applicants who meet the practical exp rience requirements and who are accepted by the Review
Board are then asked to pass :a design te . The first examination was held last year and the subject
chosen was a centre for persons sufferin from severe stress, such as police and army personnel
dealing with hi-jackers etc. The candidate were given 8 days to complete the project in the offices of
the SBA and under supervisioh.

The General Secretary was shown a num er of the designs. The subject was large and complex and
could certainly be regarded as' 5th year th sls level. I
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ESSAY
Candidates must also successfully c mplete an essay assignment which is set by a distinguished
architectural historian, descnbed as 0 e of the leading experts in the Netherlands. This subject set for,
first examination was the position of t e architect in today's society. A period of g months is given for
the preparation of the essay and the candidates are interviewed in detail by the person setting the
essays. The object of fhe essay Is to assess the candidate's knowledge of architectural history,
architectural culture, urban/sm etc. It is also Intended as a general test ot literacy and education.

gENt:RAL. .
A fee of approx'mately £2,000 Is char ed tor participatIon In the design and the essay and candidates
must pass each stage. Candidates a e also interviewed in detail in relation to their design project.

, the objective of the examInation is to establish the conceptual
ogether with their knowledge of architecture. The 10 years
emonstrate competence In technical practice and regulatory

i
,I

As with the practIcal experienca revie
and design ability of the candidate,
practical experience Is Intended to
matters.

Fortv persons applied for the first exa inatlon of whom 16 were selected for the examinat/on process
and 13 passed. In general most can idates had more than 10 years experience.

Twenty-five persons have applied for he 1993 examInation.

The Director of the SBA considers that the first examinatIonmight possibly have been too "global". The
examiners said that in general the 13 successful candidates did reach the standard of what could be
considered -lowest pass" In a school f architecture.

THE: DUTCH SYSTEM AND tHE OE .ARTMENT OF tHE ENVIRONMENT PFlOPOSAL
There are significant differences betw en the Dutch system and the DOE proposal:

1. The Dutch system was develo ed In the context of registration legiSlation.and not only
\ In the context of the e:C Arch acts' Directive.

2. Provision was made in the A hitects Directive for the system introduced in the Netherlands ..

3. The assessment system, th composition of the Review Board and the appeal
mechanisms are mafined in t e registration legislation.

I.,
4. The Review Board Is compris d of acknowledged expert architects and a/l work is carried out

In an entirely transparent ma ner. . .
i

5. The Dutch system concentrat s much mora on the architectural design and conceptual
abilities of practical expsri nce candidJtes, rather than ousstlons of technlcat
competence which Is regard as being covered by ~he assessed 10 years practlcal,
experience. I,

The SBA is conscious of the f ct that the C~rtlficate A'farded Should be In accordance
with ArtIcles 3 and 4 (b) of th Directive. .

6.

7. The problem of what happen to persons after the Introduction of registration Is covered by a
special entry examination.

i

8.
,

i ..
The Dutch have tackled in a omprehensiye mariner the entire question of the registration of
architects and other allied pr fessionals arydhas pro~ided ~dministrative support and funding

-to properly carry Qut tots pro ess. I,· I. . ; , : .
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