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October 23, 2020

Ari A. K Singh, IAS
Advisor to Administrator
Dadra & Nagar Haveli and Daman & Diu
Ground Floor, Secretariat,
Fort Area, Moti Daman,
Daman (U.T.) - 396220

Subject: - Enforcement of the Architects Act, 1972-Licensing of Architects by Daman
Municipal Corporation-reg.

Dear Sir,

The Council of Architecture is statutory authority established under the Architects Act, 1972
to regulate Architectural Education and Profession in the Country.

The attention of the Council has been drawn again and again by the practicing architects that
Daman Municipal Corporation is insisting architects to seek registration or license from it to
carry on the profession of architecture under its jurisdiction.

The Parliament of India enacted the Architects Act, 1972 with the consent of all States to
prescribe standards of the Architectural Education and Professional in the Country and to
provide for registration of architects throughout the territory of India.

The Act was enacted by the Parliament with the objective that since independence and more
particularly with the implementation of the Five-year Plan, the building construction activity in
our country is expanded on a phenomenal scale. A large variety of buildings, many of extreme
magnitude like multi stores, factory buildings and residential houses is being constructed each
year. With this increase the building activity many unqualified persons calling themselves as
Architects are undertaking the construction of building which are uneconomically and quite
frequently unsafe, thus bringing into disrepute to the profession of Architects. With the
passing of this legislation, it will be illegal for any person to designate themselves as Architect
unless he has required qualification is registered under Architects Act, 1972.

Pertinent to the matter, | would like to state that Architects Act, 1972 is special Act dealing
with registration of Architects all over India. The relevant provisions of the Act are as under:

(i) Section 2(a) : “Architect” means a person registered under the Architect Act, 1972.
(if)Section 35(1) . Any reference in any law for the time being in force to an Architect
be deemed to be reference to an Architect registered under the

Architects Act, 1972.
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Section 35(2) : A person who is registered in the register shall get preference
appointment as an architect under the Central or State Government or
in any other local body or institution which is supported or aided from
the public or local funds or in any institution recognized by the Central
or State Government from the public or local funds or in any institution
recoghized by the Central or State Government.

The Architects registered with the Council of Architecture are entitled to carry on the
profession of architecture throughout the territory of India. After coming into force of the
Architects Act 1972, and no local body/authority is competent to register/license any person
as an “Architect” to carry on the profession of architecture.

Further, | would like to state that the Hon’ble High Court of Delhi in L.P.A. No.5S of

1975, The Municipal Corporation of Delhi & Ors. Vs. Shri ram Kumar Bhardwaj & Ors.
vide order dated 02" April, 1980 held that :

The Architects Act, 1972 is a special law dealing with the qualifications to be possessed by
persons for being registered as architects and restricting the terms “architect” or “registered
architect” to such persons only. Since the possession of a registration certificate under the
Architects Act, 1972 regarded by Parliament as sufficient qualification for the practice of
architects and since all related questions have been dealt it with in respect of architects by
the said Act, it become unnecessary for the Corporation to do thereafter. In view of section
502 of the Act, the provisions referred to above which could be construed as authorizing to
regulated the licensing of architects and draughtsman could not be so construed after coming
into force of the Architects Act, 1972.

SLP(Civil) Nos. 6469 and 9396 of 1980 filed against the above order were dismissed by the
Hon'ble Supreme Court of India vide order dated 22.04.1983. Copies of the above orders
are enclosed herewith for your kind perusal.

| am enclosing herewith copies of the communications sent by Central Government to all
State Governments informing that it is only Council of Architecture which can grant
registration to a qualified person as an Architect.

| am also enclosing herewith copies of the directions issue by other State Governments to
their concerned local bodies in the matter for your kind perusal and ready reference.
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In view of the above, UT Administration of Dadar & Nagar Haveli and Daman & Diu is
requested to issue appropriate directions in the matter to all Municipal Corporations,
development Authorities, Municipal Councils and local bodies under its jurisdiction to not to
insist Architects registered with the Council of Architecture to obtain any registration/license
for carrying the profession of architect under their jurisdiction and also not to grant any
registration/license as an “Architect” to any person.

Thanking You,

aithfully,

R.K. Oberoi

Registrar

Encl: As above

Copy for information to:

1. Ms. Tapasya Raghav Ms. Gurpreet Singh
Secretary, Public Works Department Chief Officer
Ground Floor, Secretariat, Daman Municipal Council,
Fort Area, Moti Daman, Fort Area Moti Daman,
Daman (U.T.) — 396220 Daman (U.T.) - 396220
3. Ar. Jignesh Kapadia . Ar. Tusharkumar Patel

‘Vastukala’

Opp. UCO Bank

Nr. Char Rasta

Nani Daman
Daman-396210

Ph No. 0260-2254533

Aakruti Designers

15, Amar Shopping Centre

Dilip Nagar, Nani Daman
Daman-396210

Email: aakrutidesigners@gmail.com



’ in the High Court of Delhi -

IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
: L.PA. N0590f1975 e ) ’

T The Munrcrpal Corporatron of Dethr through the Comm!ssroner Town Hall, Delhl
2 The Commrss:oner the Mumcrpa[ Corporatron of Delhr Town Hall Delhi:

"3 The Executwe Engrneer (Bld), Building Department (HQ), Town Hall, De!h: .PETTTTONERS

VERSUS

G ‘Shri Ram Kumar Bhardwa;, Slo. Shrl Ram Chandra Sharma, 25/149 Shaktlnagar Delhi-7

L7 S‘hn Kac;frm . el S/o CShrJ Pﬂnju Ram, 76-A, East Azad Nagar, Shahdara Delh:

3. ohrr Miri Lal \;ancnya e/ ohn r\anak Chand \;\ar\.oﬂyaf 4.’44 Roop Nagar Delhr~7

40 AShFI R G Sanona Slo Shri Nrader Mal Sanona 243, Ajmerl Gate, De1hr~6

5. -Shn Gl Ghal Slo. Jr\.fand Lal 1!328 Poorw Nam l\ew Delhl 6
6. S"rrl Radhe Lelscxene S!o Shri Bri}- Basl Lal Saxena C—1/a4 S.J.DA, New' Deihl?

7. Shri Chanan Ram Sharma S/o ‘Sh. Nanak Chand Sharma: 4/60 Roop Nagar Delhi-?

8. '-"'-?Shrr P.S. Jain; S/o.:Sh, Banuan Dae Jam "153 Geh Hanuman Perchad MaSer Kha}oo:’ Delhl-G RESPOND =NTS"

LETI'ER‘-" PATENT UNDER X OF THE LETTER° PATENT AGAH\‘ST THE JUDGEMENT DATED 23.5.1975 BY HON ELE MR.

-JUST]CES RANGARAJAN IN CW P. NO. 509/75 and 515!75

- This'the 2nd,day Qprrrl,_ 1980. -

CORAM:
‘HON'BLE THE CHIEFJUSTICE MR. JUSTICE V.S. DESHAPANDE -
HON BLE MR. JUSTICE B.N. K!RPAL

“EOR THE PETITIONER

SHRI MAHARAJ K[SHAN WITH SHR[ PR MONGA ADVOCATE

'FORTHE RESPONDENT e

SHRI D D CHAWLA SR. ADVOCATE WITH SHRI C. LCHAUDHERY ADVOCATE

ORDER

VS DESHPANDE C.J. (ORAL): -

The respondents are reglstered-as archrtects under iheArchltec[s Act, 1972 and p:achce as such Inthe Unlon Temlory of Diellii;
They filed two wril-petitions cha[[cnqrnq the power of the Dalhi Municipal Corporation.to. impose restnctlono on their right to
practise as architects. The restrictions and the basis on which the restriction was imposed may be described as below :- .

Sect:on 2 (25) of the Delhi Munrcrpal Corporatron Act, 1957. (the Act) is as below:

JERTPeT CLI
PYPPINERIN ) ‘

"chensed architect" 'hcensed draughtsman ‘lrcensed engmeer 'lrcensed plumbe’r ‘I; ensedsuwe‘ffﬁl”aﬁd ‘ilcensed {own plannerJ
mean respectively a person llcensed under the provrsrons of this Act as an architect, draughtsman engmeer plumber surveyor
and town planner.” ; -

Srnce the'definition of sectron 2(25) contemptates thata [rcensed archrtect or a licensed draughtsman, It Is necessary to know

the provisions which empower the Corporation to licerise an architectora draughtsman under the Act. Section' 430 (1) of the Act
states that whenever it is provnded in this Act or any- bye-law made there- under thata lroense ora "wrrtten permission may be
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granted for any purpose, sch licénse or a written permission shall be signed by the Commissionér onpy:me_}:-ofﬁeﬁﬁ‘ﬂﬁp??‘f‘?ﬁ?ﬁ ;
to grant the samé underthis Act or the bye laws made theréunder”: There is no specific provision in thé Act itself empowering
ths Corporation to jssue license to an architect or.a-draughtsman. Section 481 (1) of the Act empowers the Corpo'rartlon fo_ roake
' bye- laws for various matters. Part F thereof empowers the making of bye-laws relating to buildings. Part.L tliereof empowers
- the making of bye-laws relating to miscellaneous matters. Clause (7) of Part L is as follows -

“(7T) Any. other matter which is {6 be or may be preéc_:'ribéd by.byé-laws made under this Act or in fespect of which thiih Aqt QZ}‘:‘:‘S{
no provisions or makes-insufficient provision and provision is, in the-opinion of the Corporation, necessary.for fne. eii
mynicipal government of Delhi." - . : .
This is a residuary power to maké bye—[aw‘s given'to tiﬂeborporation; ifthe mé‘kihg of such bye-laws is necessary _"fOffhe efficient
municipal government of Delhi". % & e ' F '

Whatovor may have-beaii thie position‘before the. coming into- force of the Architects Act; 1972, whatawe. have to c,tolnsifc:ier. lsf
whether after the coming into force of the 'said Act the Delhi Municipal Corporation has any power to-regulate the pi HC”_Cet i
architects by the insistcice that they must pessess.a license:igsued.by:the Gorporation; The: Architects-Act, 1972 sets.out 29
qualification to be possessed by the persons te be registered as architects under the said Act. It also proh.;btts persons \_vho of
- not have such registration from describing. themselves -as-architects and alsp. deals will disciplinary. action for misgonduct of

architects. It is, therefore, a cémpl_et'e.ehaptment-the_eﬁect of which is that a person cannot call himself _an' firctlite,ct tuglgs? h:;_
. i5 registered-under the $zid-Act. Of-course, unlike the Advacates Al which restriclshere-unden the: Arohitests.Act Ages NO:

. - " “restrict the practice’by drchitects to pérsons registered undér the said Act. Therefore, some persons who carinot call -‘Eﬁmfﬁi :
* .- varchitects may:still be free to do the work whiichis Ordina_'rjrly-zdphe}by;'arqliitegis-aﬁd they arenot iﬂ.%@l_ti‘.“‘ih?wéhezmc- WEESeS

. whether the Corporation can deal'with such'pérsons is not a questiori which ‘arises before us:-Our considerations 15.'hma-§ed o

" {he question whether the corporation-can regulate the profession and practice Qf-__E‘-i?;d}ﬁfa@is_ife@f@?ﬁ’?{d.'-Uﬂﬁfef theArchitects Agt,
= R by insistifig that the arcl\itq‘c_zts;pra'cticmé inDelhi and submittin_cj plans-for construction of buﬂ@mgs for the approval of the ‘
* . .corporalion must posséss licenses issuedby.dhe Corporation.:: -+ = . W e S Een” s B 0 B '

The' provisions in the Act of which such:zuthariticouldbe claimed by:thecorporation-havebegn discussedab oveandit h?s-'befm
. found-that there is no spegific pravision inthe Delhi Municipal Corporation Act itself authorising the:.cor—_ppra'ilaﬂ.@o_ls-UV‘?—? !?CE“,_S!?_?
* " {o archilgels: We have, therefore; to seelefu gl pravisions-in dbe tiyzlaws, 6@:byer lawerf, gang:10(2) of ﬂ?’&_’f’?‘?“-‘i"‘?gf?%?&

L Jaws, 1959 referto the licenséd architests as being persons who pan submit bullding plans.Jn view ofthe:defin lt@“ of ﬁ*ﬁgﬁéﬂﬁ_,
architedts” in section™2(25) the licensed’architects referred 1o il the bye-laws-have fo be persons wiho are ‘EG?“S?C‘ undes ‘f_"
" provisions of tie Act. The result is that on & considerationi-of these'bye-laws the Commissioner-,_D.elhlt'l\fxunaglp.al'-_GQ.FP_QFail.@_n-;
" issued the letter, dated 7th May; 1974 which is Annexure Ato writ petition. 1n this letter it was pro',?osed i‘ne}t th;z qorpéfaﬁf{ﬂ_ T_ﬂdBS
frame byc-laws for licensing and registration, inter alia, of draughtsman and architects s required by virtue of powers:undel
2(25) read with sections 430 and 481 of the Act, and Bye-lavis 6/and 8 of the'Building bye-laws, 19589. In {he:bye-laws pr oposet

" in this Iétter, provision is sought to.be made to prescribe qualifications 1o be held by architects-and draughtsman befere license:

_could be isstied fo themifor payment of-liceniss fees, deposit of security amounts by thém and certain penalties to be-IMposat
.on thém for contraveition‘of these bye-laws. The whole 'scheme of such regutation was chglleng.ed by the;-resp‘ondgrf_tg._ _
“The wril petitiohs of the fesporidents are allowed by the leamed Single-Judge. wio granted reliefs prayed for, namely }Ozd‘??‘.a-f
- {hat this regulatory scheéme was contrary to the Architects Act, 1972'and superseded by the saidAct and, the;eforg-‘ghe puspor—tﬁe,
- acfion of the Corporation was ultra vires the Delni Municipal Corporation Act, 1857. The resolution No.724; dated.3.9,19'7-4;'_aﬂ
- the orders dated 2.4.1975 and 15.4.1975 viere also apparently quashed by, allowing the wil petitions as awhole. These;aFJD??
have been preferred by the Corporation against the said decisions of {earned Single Judge. o
- . wo-considetations are relevant to determing the authority of the Gorporation to, fegulate the ,-prac_tice of-the Ayehitects.
submitting buliding plans {othe Garparatioh for approval, Firslly, whetherthe Actand bye-laws framed validly therevinderauihon
the -Carperation ta do so, dnd setondly, what is. (e effect -on the-authority. of the Gorporation, If any,. of the passing of i
Archliects-Act, 1972, e S . " . PR e e

il &
« .

~ CONSIDERATION NO. 1

" Presumably, section 2(25) of the Act contemiplated issue of licénses{tiarchitects and draughtsman because at the time ﬁ-lel
was framed, and enacted there was-no At providing for the registcation-of architects and-issuing of registration F”?"t‘ﬁ-@tf'
‘them and thus fegulating the profession and practice of Architects. Further, there may be other petsons who-cannotba reglste
as architects under the Architects Act, 1972 and in respectof such persons Itis arguable that the Corporation had to make s

 provision because:the building plans submitted to the Carporatior:have to be by persons who are qualified to the satisfactic

‘. the Corporation: It iS necessary for the Corporation to erisure-that building.plans are-made by qualified fersons and since

Carporation authorifies cannot be expected to scrutinise the building plans-with a view to redrafting them in each and EV.%W c
some preliminary safeguard that the plans have been prepared by qualified persons could be insisted up-in-by O__OFPOFG on.
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\:thority for making bye-laws for this purpose Is somewhat tenuous, but it may be spelt out from the provision of section 481 pa{t ,

wnd Part L, particularly sub section (i) of part L containing the words necessary for the efficient municipal Government of DeIhL

T 'y far as the building plans submitted to the Corporation made by persons who are not architects under the Architect's Act,
. ,Jfg are concemed, we need not say anything as to the power of the Corporation to insist on such fo the persons ‘po'SSes-sIng
=7 licenses to be issued by the Corporation under the bye-laws framed by the Corporation. In our view, therefore, the authority of
the Corporation, if any, is restricted to the licensirig and making other related provisions to govern the qualifications and conduct

_“of persons ‘other than the registered architects while subrmitting building plans to the Corporation. But as will be stiown under the

- second consideration below, the Corporation does not possess any such power after the coming into force of the Architects Act,

1972 in relation fo persons who are registered as architects there under.
CONSIDERATION NO. 2 .-
Section 502 of the Act is as follows : -

“Save as provided in this Act; nothing cbntaine_d in this Act shill'be constructed as authorising the disregard by the corporation
or any municipal authority or any municipal officer or other municipal employees of any law for the time being enforce.”

This galutory provision recognises that the Delhi Municipal Corporalion Acl being & general measure relaling {o the funclioning of

the Ceorporation is not expected fo provide for the details of the various related questions with which the Corporation may have to

deal-forthe fime being only or in the absence of special law dealing with such matters. The Architects Act, 1972 is a special law

dealing-with the quazlifications to be possessed by persons for being registered-as architects-and restricting the terms “architect"

» . or "registered archiitect” fo such’ persons only.. Since the possession of 4 registration certificate under the Architects Act, 1972

regarded by Rarliament as'sufficient qualification for the practice of drchitects and since all related questions-haveibeemrdealt it

“willvinrespect of architects by the said Act, it becarie unnecessary for the Corporation to do so thereafter. [n view of section 502

. of theAct, the provisions referred 1o above which could be constried as authorising the corporation to regulate the licensing of
architects and draughtsman eould not ba so consfrued aftér coming intd force of the Architects Act, 1972,

- We.accordingly declare that the judgements under appeal by the learned single Judge are not to be understood to mean that the_
impugned actions of the Corporation-including-the bye-laws and fhe resolutidns or orders referred to'in relief(a)-asked for in the -
vrit petitions are quashed for.all purposes. It is sufficient for us to declare that none of these provisions will afféct in any way the
" . -stztus and practice of persons. including the pessession of licehse and payment of license fee or amounts of security etc. and
: tb'_e resporidents shall be free to act as architects and submit building plans to the Municipal Corporation of Delhi witht_aut having

- 10 comply with-any of these provisions. o A Bow F, LB b

Subjéct to these obsefvatioﬁs. the up'pcél:a are dismissed without any order as to cost

s.
Sdf- ‘ o Sd/-
B.N. Kirpal : ' V .S. Despande:
Judge ) . Chief Justice
Séa_i High'Court of Delhi
. ..Spegialleave Petition in SupremeiCouttofindia... - ~ . .. .

ltem No.10  CourtNo.7 . 041281 Section XIV

. SUPREME COURT-OF {NDIA
"REGORD OF PROCGEEBINGS

PET[TION FOR SPECIAL LEAVE TO APPEAL (CIVIL)
* Nos. 6469 and 9396 of 1980 A/N ' '

(From the j'udger‘nent and order dated 2-4-80 of the High Court of Dethi at N?W D'elh'i) ;
In L:P:A. No. 59/75 ' ‘

- Municipal Corpn. of Delhi .......... PETITIONER(S)
VERSUS . | L .
o Ram Kumar Bhardwaj & Ors. etc.(with appln for stay) .......RESPONDENT(S)

Date : 22-4-83. This:petition was called on for hearing today.
3\ - | . ' 171 _ -
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CORAM:

Hon'ble: Mr Justice A. P. Sen

Hon bleMr Justice E. S. Venkatramlah ) _ . #
’ FORTHEPETTTIONER(S) S . o d s g - ) ' gt

Mr L. N. Sinha, A. G. Mr. Subhash: Bhatt& B, ’ : :

Mk B: P. Maheshwan Advs e

FOR THE RESPONDENT{S)

- Mr. S. L. Bhatia, Sr. Adv. Mr. B. R. Aggarwal and
Mr. K.'S. Rohtagi, Advs.

“ . Upon hearing counsel the Court mads the following -
. ORDER T

Special Leave Petitions are disrhls_sed

g Sdl-

fn:theil-licrhCourt.of-D'el‘h“l" o

R g Sy o 2 INTHEHiGHCGURT@FBELHl it o S el edrge .
oy L w T No.CWNo.5eTIso S '

' Shu Om Premsh l\'llltc.l lhrough Shri R?ghublr Mell\.olra wlth Mr. Yash Pal and Mu&ul Gupla Ad\’ocal%
| VERSUS G e e |
: Colmcil of Arellllecirrre .e-nd o're.,.tllro,til]l% Mr. K.R. 'Nageraja,-.Advocetes
Date of Dedision : September 17, 1982

CORAM:
The Hon' ble lvlr Justlce S. B WAD

A B Wherher Repor‘ers of local papers may ‘be allowed to see the Judgement’?

2. To be referred to the Repor{er or not’? Yes o o ‘ o *

=8 Whether their Lordships wrsh to see the fair copy of the Judgement'? Yes -
S.B. Wad,J :

Inthis petmon under \)ECtIOn 226 of the Gonstltu’uon the petltloner ‘has challenged thc ordor of the C‘ouncrl of ArchttecturP passed

on Oclober 9, 1979, telusmg Ahe registration to the peutloner asan Aiclmeot under oec’tlon 25(b) ol ll\o Architect-Act, '1‘.?7" Tho
relevant portion of the order reads: ; . )

: M regret to inform you that‘on the besxs of the documents submitted, and your personal mtemew you cannot be regsster‘ed es;t
an Architect under Section 25(b):of the Architects Act; 1972 as the:Council is not satisfied that you were engaged in praclice o

ex r'crwce as an Architect for more than 5 years prior to 27th Aprll 1974."

The petrt:onc:r has also prayed for a deglaration that SGCl.IOﬂq 35 and 37 of the Act violate Artlcle 14 and 19(1) (9) Of the
.Constltution and are, therefore unconstitutional. S :

For apprecra’u ng the. petltsoner's gnevanoe the object and scheme of the: Act will ha\.'e to be noted The statement of ohle(?ts ‘and
reasons fully explam the reasons for the passmg of the Act. The statement reads .

"Since mdependence and more: partlculady \mth lhe :mplementatlon of the Fwe—Year Plans the building construcuon activity
in our country has expanded a{most on a phenomenal scale. A large variety -of buildings, many of extreme complexity anc

= . : . &
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IMPORTANT LETTERS OF CENTRAL/STATE GOVERNMENTS

No.F.17-6/2002-TS.1V, Government of India, Ministry of Human Resource Development
(Deptt. of Secondary & Higher Education

Shastri:-Bhawan,; New Delhi
the 19th December, 2002

To,
All Chief Secretaries of States/UTs

Subject: Enforcement of the Architects Act, 1972 — issue of Licences by local authorities/agencies — Reg.

Sir,
As you are aware, the Govt. of India enacted the Architects Act, 1972 under the Act of the Parliament for the registration ef Architects and

for matters connected their with. This Statutory legislation had come into force w.e.f. 1si Sapter &er, 1972. The main purpose of this Act is to

regulate the practice of Architects and thus to. protect the_general public from unqualified persons working as Architects and ensure the
professional conduct of the practicing Architects. ‘

2. As-perthe provisions‘of the Act'only those persons "registered" with the Council of Architeéture under-Architects Act 1972 can use title
and style of the "Architect". The Government, therefore, can not recognize any person other than a registered architect or a firm of registered

architects practicing as an "Architect" for any purpose whatsoever.

3. Insplte of these provisions and also the instructions issued at the level ot Central Government vide this Ministry's letter no. 17-9/81-T.3
dated 18-02-82 and 17-01/83 T.13 dated 13.06.84, it is found that the complaints are still being received in the Ministry and the Council of

Architecture from various quarters regarding the violation of the provisions of the Architects Act 1972 by local authorities/agencies etc.

4. In view of above, you are requested to kindly arrange to issue necessary directions in terms of provisions of the Architects Acts, 1972
to all the local bodies viz. Municipal Corporation/Municipalities/Improvement Trust/Agencies etc. under your control to ensure that persons
registered with the Council of Architecture under the Architects Act, 1972 are issued licenses to act as "Architect” only and bring to their notice

also that any contravention of the rules will attract punishment under the Act.

Yours faithfully,

sd/-
(V.S. Pandey)
Joint Secretary (Technical)

Copy to The President, Council of Architecture, Zone 6-B, Habitat Centre, Lodi Road, New Delhi

with reference to his letter dated 30th November, 2002 for information and necessary action.

sd/-
(B.K. Bhadri)
Education Officer (T)
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. The*Coungil of Architecture. 8-B, Shankar Markét, Connaught-Circus, New Delhi

C ~ IMPORTANT LETTERS OF
CENTRAL/STATE GOVERNMENTS AND ITS BODIES

No.F.17-9/81-T.3
- Government of India
Ministry-of Education & Culture
{Deptt. Of Education)-
T-3 Section

New Delhi, the 19th February, 1982
To,

Chief Secretaries of State Government
Sﬁi‘)jectifiinfd.rcement of the ‘Architects Act, 1972, issue of Licences by local authorities “regarding

Sir, v i

. = =, AS you are aware, the Gowt. of India, with the concurrence of the State Governments, enacted the Architects Act, 1972 for the registration

‘of Architects ‘and for matiers connected therewith. This statutory legislation had tome into force w.e.f. 1st September, 1972. The main purpose of this

Actis to.regulate the practice of architects and thus to protect the general public from unqualified persons working as architects and ensurg satisfactory
practice of the profession. The Central Government constituted the Gounail of Architecture under Section 3(1) of the Architects Act, 1972 which has
been.vested with'the powers 1o register architects and also to prescribe standards of professional conduct and etiquelte and the code of athics for
architects. All the State Govts./ Union Territories have their nominees on the Council. The Office of the Council is at present;located gt-New Delhi.

2. . Asperthe provisions of the Act 6nly those persons "registered" with the Council of Architecture‘undér'{h'é-‘}drcﬁ:iff—.‘-
title-and style of "Architect”. The Government therefore cannot recognise any person other than a registered archilecl ur & fimrol
practicing as an "architect" for any purpose whatsoever. ' ’

ct, 1972 ¢an use the
regislered architects

3. In spite of these provisions and also the fact that the matter has been taken up a number of times by the”ng dent o fl;lqlaﬂ.CouhciI of

‘Architecture, it is found that complaints -are still being received in the Council of Archilecture from various quarters regar liny j"'the Viclation of the
‘provisions of the Architects Act, 1972.by local authorities/agencies such as some State Govt. Deptis., Municipgl Corporations,etc, ;

Ao We'shall, thétefore, be grateful if you could kindly arrange, to.issue necessary directions in ferms of the provision of the Architecis Act, 1972
which has become a statutary legislation to alf the Municipal Gorporations/Muricipalities/improvemant Trusts ete. URdar Your contol Who are concomed
with the issue of licences to persons to function as "architacts}‘;-unde_r;;,ihein;jpris_di,ction,;to;_};ee._that,.p,niy:,persczns,regist,en:ed,;wii_hzlh_e Councilsof
Archltecture under the Architects Act, 1972 are iss licences to act as architects and bring to their notice also that any contravention_of the rules

framed under the"Act will ot belegally sustainable aid Wil attract pumishime stipilaite

-110001 will be in 2 position 1o give any further information that is
desired. :

- Yours faithfully,

snasdhameaeeniiendnd e il adim it an o T

) (C. 8. JHA) )
' Educational Adviser (TECH.)
4 e Tele. Np.38&1 @ s

Copy to: e B sl . ; . R
. ‘The President ¢ ' : o This reférs 1o hi 35 e
b T 2

Council of Architetlure, 3 “- dated 29.8.81 and

. 8-B; Shankar Market, 4 - : e
Connaught Circus,
NEW DELHI -1 - -

( .
Agsistant Educational;Adviser:(T):: .- -
_Tele. No.381894
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GOVERNMENT OF ANDHRA PRADESH
ABSTRACT

Implementation of the Architects Act, 1972 (Central Act No. 20 of 1972) in Andnra Pradesh —
Instructions to Urban Development Authcrities, Municipal Corporations 2nd Municipalities —
Orders — Issued.

MUNICIPAL ADMINISTRATION AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT (M1) DEPARTMENT

G.0. Rt. No. 978 MA.. : Dated 15" November, 2001
Read:

From 8. 4.B. Reddy, President, Practicing Architeets Assocization

ORDER:

Ir: the letier read ebove, the President, Praciicing Architects Association has rcpresented
that the Architects gualified and registered under the Axchitects Act, 1972 {Centzal Ast Ne. 20
of 1972) are entitled to practice anywhere in the cowntry without any further permat or
" registration or empanelment or réstriction imposed by any Municipality / Municipal Corporation
or Urban Development Authority in view of the setiled position of Law explained by the Hon'ble
High Court of Delhi in fheir judgment in C.W.P. S08/75 and $15/75, LPA No. 58/1975 and n
~iew of the dismiceal of Special 1 eave Appeal No. 6469 and $380 of 1980 by the Supreme Court
of Tndia. He also fomished 2 copy of the letter addressed by the Joint Eduvcationz! Advisoer
Government of India, Ministry of Education and Culwure, (Department of Education } dared 28th
Mayv, 1984 (o 2l the Chief Secretaries of State Governments wherein he has requesied 0 edvise
211 the locz! bodies ie., Municipal Corporations , hunicipalitics, Urban Development
Authorities, niof 1o insist fiher registration of fees from the Architects who already registered with :
the Council of Architecture. Thiey have also submitted that inspite of the gbove position &l the

Municipalities and Municipal Comporations are insisting for separate registration / licemes

ETp—— AT

thereby causing hardship end Imposing unnceessary restrictions.  They have th .refore requested

10 issue necessary instuctions to Municipalitics / Municipal Corporations / Urban Development

Authorities in state. x

2. Government afier coreful examination of the matter hereby direct all the Mumicipalifies,

Municipal Corporetions, and Urben Development Authorities in the state not t© insist for
separzate registration of licence from the Architects registered with the Council of Architecture
under the Architects Act, 1972 (Central Act. No. 20 of 1972). However the Architects shall
submit the attested copy of the registration certificate along with the submitted plans.

3 The Commissioners of Municipalities / Municipal Corporztions aad Vice Chaimman and
Special Officers of Urban Development Authorities are therefore requested 1o take mecessary
action accordingly.

(BY ORDER AND IN THE NAME OF THE GOVERNOR OF ANDHRA PRADESH)

AK . GOYAL
PRINCIPAL SECRETARY TO GOVERNMENT

To
The Commissioners ofall Municipalities in the state {through R.D.D.T.Ps)
The Commissioners of all Municipal Corporations
The Vice Chainnan and Special Officers of all Urban Development Authorities
The Director of Town & Country planning, Hyderabad.
The Chairman Indian Insiifute of Architects, AP, Chapter.
The President Practicing Architcots Association, AP.
To All Regional Deputy Director of Town Planning (throngh D.T. & C.F., Hyd.)

//'FORWARDED BY CRDER//
'fj:ﬁ;____‘;.’.‘_ ;J_Dagg_},&_, -
SECTION QFFICER
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TAF—11/FofdoRo—03 /2014 3.Y.6.. F0f10 Uq 3fofdo
ferR SRaRr
TR 0o vq smary fRwnr
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99 i,
TR fAerRT U9 e famr
foBR, Temr|
ar #,
TR Y,
Wi TR e |

TR BRTES T,
W TR UREE /T4 T8 ol |
T ST TRIfRra),
9l HEMR &5 WReR / REReies smier 85 wReR /]
& AT 8% WReR /ar angeE e MYSHR / GrRFTar
AT &5 WMRSR /T SrdieET &5 TIEIHR / AFHIGR TTATSTT
&3 MRSR /T ST &% UieT |

' gedT, feie— 03.03.2019

A5 — argaen Rwg, 7 Reehl & P angfiel & wda # awgaR
A, 1072 & wauEl @ TRURERT v smioET Wt 3
U B B Hay 1 |

W o~ argmen URuq, 4 Rell BT THE-CARSR016/AE, FrTe—03.02.2015
U4 fQ11$—30.03.2017 BT UHTRIT Public Notice |
HETEM,
Swa favae aRgwen uReE & WRRTe UF U9 Public Notice @
@). IB R, T Reell & ua wmifis o ¥ wog W
a%ﬁﬂwﬂwﬁmraﬁ/ﬁmmmmﬁmﬁﬁa%ﬁﬁaﬁﬁaga%ﬂﬁa
# feentee Pl o &7 srRiw fvar T €, o Ry 2 -

i) Not to Register any person as an Architect for practising the profession of an architect
under their jurisdiction ; and

ii) Allow architects having valid registration as an Architect from the Council of Architecture
to carry on the profession of architecture under their jurisdiction without any registration |

@). INGHET IR ERT USRI Public Notice ¥ HFH Faies =ararerd
ERT f&HH—14.02.2017 @1 Civil Appeal Nos. 33463348 of 2005 ® UIRT AT &
werf ¥ Wt TRERT ¥ Ry Ty orR fre & o

i) Only an architect (or firm of registered architects) registered under the Architects Act,
1972 with the Council can practice as an architect in the country. Any person not registered as

an architect with the Council be not allowed by the development authorities/local

bodies/muncipal authorities etc. to practice as an architect under their jurisdiction.
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if) No development authority/Local body/Municipal authority i.e; Municipal Corporation,
Municipal Council, etc. should insist architects registered with the Council to obtain further
registration/license to practice as an Architect under their jurisdiction.

iii) Development Authorities/Local bodies/Municipal Bodies, etc. should not register/license
any person as an architect under their jurisdiction.

iv) The relevant existing building bye- -laws/regulations requiring registration/licensing any
architects be amended to comply with the provisions of the Architects Act, 1972 and the above
Order of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India.

@3). (). R TrRufemr afifm, 2007 @ gRI-312() § IRGSR
sfE, 2007 & onfi Rl IRGIR gRT AT AR T BT HTa
f&ar T, 9 9 yer € — "Plan" means a plan prepared by a surveyor, or a

draughtsiman, or an engineer holding a degree fo Bachelor of Engineering, or an Architect
registered under the Architects Act, 1972 |

(ii). fagr weq Sufaf, 2014 & SufAR—2(107) # Registered Architect T
yRaia foear T g, W 1 terR § — "Registered Architect" means an Architect
registered with the Council of Architecture and who has not been debarred by the Authority |
(iii). faer o Sufafy, 2014 F e @ @A A BT @ WR W aRgag]
Ug 3= THAIlEG FRedl dAaT Ha= f99Tarei & Online Empanelment ¥ afea
e {6y Y €, 9 Wiefa & o | ufrarie €
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ARGSell URTE ¥ amafed Mdue wwar &7 Seorg w¥ |
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