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Background

The CACB Research Initiatives Task Force was established in 2017 to explore the development

of research in support of the CACB mandate. This task force became a regular CACB committee

to oversee and undertake research, develop research questions and funding plans, and report

to the CACB Board. In 2018, the CACB committed $7,500 towards a successful MITACS grant
application, earning an additional $7,500 in matching funds to support Phase 1 research, conducted
in 2019. A second phase of MITACS-supported research was undertaken in summer 2022.

2019- Research - Phase 1

Canadian Architectural Education, Accreditation, and Certification trends in a Changing
Environment - led by Prof. Anne Bordeleau, with a graduate student research assistant

at the University of Waterloo, Jessica Hanzelkova. Phase 1 research focused on:
egathering and organizing data from 2003-2019 — establishing a base for future work;
eplotting the data graphically in a series of preliminary charts;

eidentifying data gaps and challenges impacting comparison and interpretation;
eadvancing understanding of certain trends and articulating overarching questions about
architectural education in changing academic and social-cultural contexts.

A Phase 1 Research Report was published Sept. 14, 2021, including a 1.5-page narrative summary of
preliminary findings (with no graphic data analysis — although charts were commenced):
https://cacb.ca/cacb-research-committee-releases-phase-1-report/

2022 - Supplemental Graphics and Narrative Analysis for Phase 1 Research

Canadian Architectural Education, Accreditation, and Certification trends in a Changing
Environment - led by Prof. Lisa Landrum, with a graduate student research assistant at the University
of Manitoba, Eva Rodriguez.

The primary purpose of the present report is to complement the 2019 research and 2021 report with
supplemental graphics and narrative analysis.
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Data Sets

Phase 1 examined data from documents regularly collected by the CACB as part of the accreditation
process from 2003 to 2019, including: Annual Reports (ARs) — the primary data source; Architectural
Programs Reports (APRs); and Visiting Team Reports (VTRs).

AR APR VTR

Annual Report Architecture Program Report Visiting Team Report
Submitted by June 30 each Submitted typically every six The VTR conveys the Visiting
year notwithstanding each years. APRs present the Team’s assessment of the
program'’s accreditation term. Program'’s identity, strengths Program and APR as
ARs include narrative and and challenges, with a self- measured by the student's
statistical sections, providing assessment, curriculum performance and the overall
quantitative data on students details, school structure, and learning environment.
and faculty. previous ARs and VTRs.

Notes on Inconsistencies

A significant outcome of the Phase 1 research was to identify data gaps impacting the ability to
reliably compare and interpret the data. While efforts have been made to accurately convey data
provided by schools and to normalize some differences in program structures, some gaps and
contradictions in the original documentation have resulted in inconsistencies in the charts.

In particular:

* ARs are not available for every year for every school.

e Some data reported in the ARs is approximate.

*There are some gaps in the data.

eFor student application data, it is sometimes unclear if “Advanced Standing” students are included
in the “Total Admitted"” or in addition to the “Total Admitted".

eStudent and Faculty numbers provided in the breakdown of data (such as gender data) do not
always add up to the total numbers reported.

*For degrees awarded and enrollment data, some schools reported totals only and not gender
balances.

*The AR template changed in 2018-2019, and data reported in 2019 for the previous two years does
not always match the data provided in the previous reports.
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Research Value

Notwithstanding inconsistencies, graphically charting the available data for 2003-2019 provides a
baseline for further research and interpretive analysis, and evaluation of how reporting processes
might be improved for the benefit of future research programs.
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GENERAL OBSERVATIONS ON THE DATA

(for each #-see the corresponding graphic chart #)

=
%E 1. STUDENT APPLICATION DATA

1.1 Total Applicants for all programs (2004-2019)

Overall, programs report about triple the number of applicants to Pre-Professional programs
compared to Professional programs. Numbers vary widely between schools. At one end of the
spectrum, Waterloo reports eight times more Pre-Professional applicants than Professional, and TMU
about six times more. At the other end, Manitoba has about double the number of Pre-Professional
applicants as Professional, and Laval about 2.5 times more. Programs not reporting Pre-Professional
applicants include Calgary, Toronto, and UBC. In general, the number of applicants to each school

is proportionate to the population of province and city, with Ontario and Québec programs reporting
the highest numbers.See Graph Here

1.2 Pre-Professional Program: Total Applicants and Students Admitted (2004-2019)

Nearly 700 students commence Pre-Professional architecture programs each year in Canada.
Waterloo and TMU report the highest numbers of Pre-Professional applicants, with TMU averaging
about 1300/year and Waterloo about 1100/year. Dalhousie and Manitoba have the lowest numbers
of applicants, ranging between 100-300/year. Waterloo, TMU and McGill have the most competitive
acceptance rate of 5-9%, 7-10% and 8-10%, respectively. Acceptance rates at Dalhousie and
Manitoba range from about 20% to nearly 70% in some years.See Graph Here

1.3 Professional M. Arch: Total Applicants and Students Admitted (2004-2019)

About 550 students commence professional M.Arch programs each year in Canada. Most programs

show an incremental increase in applications since 2004. In some cases the number of applications
has doubled or tripled in the last fifteen years. The number of M.Arch admissions, however, has been
relatively steady with only marginal increases or none. UBC, Carleton and Toronto report the highest
numbers of M.Arch applicants, reaching 500 in 2019. Overall, UBC and TMU report the most
competitive acceptance rate for Professional Programs: 10-24% and 7-23% respectively.See Graph Here
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ﬁ 2. STUDENT ENROLMENT DATA

2.1 Pre-Professional Program (2004-2019)

Overall, nearly 2000 students are enrolled in Pre-Professional architecture programs each year across
Canada. Of the eight Universities reporting on Pre-Professional programs, TMU has the highest
enrolment, averaging just over 400 students per year; and Dalhousie has the lowest at nearly 120
students per year. Enrolment is relatively consistent over the years with no clear trends. Significant
changes in data for certain schools, including Manitoba in 2016-2019 and Laval between 2011 to 2016,
are likely indications of program changes and/or changes to the program's method of counting
students (and not significant changes in actual student numbers).See Graph Here

2.2 Professional M. Arch Program (2004-2019)

Overall, nearly 1000 students are enrolled in Professional M.Arch programs each year in Canada.
Toronto reports the highest M.Arch enrolment, reaching over 250 students in most years since 2008.
At the other end of the spectrum, Manitoba, TMU, McGill and Dalhousie report the lowest numbers,
averaging 60 to 80 students. There appear to be no clear trends in the Professional M.Arch enrolment.
Some anomalies — such as a drop in numbers at Laval and Toronto between 2011 and 2016 — may be
a result of program changes and/or changes in the method of counting enrolment. See Graph Here

2.3 Pre-Professional Program Gender Balance (2003-2019)

According to the available data,* all schools report noticeably higher numbers of women students than
men in Pre-Professional programs, except one, which reported 47% women. In 2018-2019, the AR
included an option for reporting non-binary student data. Three of the eight schools reported
non-binary data that year for Pre-Professional programs. See Graph Here

* NOTE: It must be emphasized that this data is incomplete.

About 25% of the data is missing, and there are some inconsistencies

in the content provided. For instance, student gender breakdowns do not
always equal totals;and data was optional on the AR’s from

2011-2017, so some schools did not report those years.
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2.4 Professional Program Gender Balance (2003-2019)

According to the available data,* six of the eleven schools reported higher numbers of men than
women in Professional programs. Overall, the balance ranges from 60:40, men to women, to 60:40
women to men. In 2018-2019, the AR included an option for reporting non-binary student data.

One of the eleven schools reported non-binary data that year for Professional programs.See Graph Here

* See note to 2.3.

2.5 Student Gender Balance for All Schools in Aggregate (2003-2019)
Overall,* the gender balance among all schools in aggregate appears relatively equal, with slightly
more women than men in the Pre-Professional programs and slightly more men than women in the

Professional programs. Previous charts (2.3 and 2.4) provide more perspective on how that balance
varies by school. See Graph Here

@3. DEGREES AWARDED

3.1 Degrees Awarded by Region

* See note to 2.3.

Schools in the Eastern region award the highest number of degrees in both Pre-Professional and
Professional programs. In the Western region, only the University of Manitoba reports Pre-Professional
graduates.See Graph Here

3.2 Pre-professional Program (2003-2019)

Nearly 550 students graduate with Pre-Professional architecture degrees each year in Canada.

The average number of degrees awarded per year by program ranges between 46 to 93, with TMU
reporting the highest numbers of graduates. Overall the number of graduates appears relatively
steady, except for TMU which shows a trend of decreasing in numbers since it started reporting as an
accredited program in 2010-2011. Manitoba appears to show a decrease since 2016, but that is likely
accounted for by a change in its manner of reporting.See Graph Here

8




od Ned:
\ B CANADIAN ARCHITECTURAL 1l rue Nicholas Street, Suite 710
| A \» CERTIFICATION BOARD Ottawa. Ontarls
KIN 787
S oSS
r 4 ‘\ CONSEIL CANADIEN DE 613-241-8399
o \s CERTIFICATION EN ARCHITECTURE www.cach-ccca.ca

3.3 Professional M.Arch (2003-2019)

About 450 students graduate with Professional M.Arch degrees each year in Canada. The average
number of degrees awarded per year by program ranges between 24 to 60, with Toronto, Laval and
Montréal awarding the most degrees each year. There are no clear overall trends. Some programs
show modest gradual growth, including UBC, Toronto, Waterloo and Laval; others remain somewhat
consistent, including Montreal; others show spikes and dips varying by year. See Graph Here

3.4 Pre-Professional: Gender Balance (2003-2019)

All schools, except one, report higher numbers of women (up to 65%) earning Pre-Professional degrees.
The gender balance among graduates is, overall, slightly less among women compared to enrolment
(see chart 2.3). Every school but one shows a 1 to 4% decrease in the number of women graduates
compared to students enrolled. In 2018-2019, the AR included an option for reporting non-binary
student data. One of the eight schools reported non-binary data that year for Pre-Professional
graduates.See Graph Here

* See note to 2.3.
3.5 Professional M.Arch: Gender Balance (2003-2019)

Seven of the eleven schools report higher numbers of men graduates from Professional programs. The
proportion of women and men varies by school, from about 60% men to 60% women. The gender bal-
ance among graduates is relatively similar compared to data for enrollment (chart 2.4). In 2018-2019,
the AR included an option for reporting non-binary student data. No school reported non-binary data
that year for Professional graduates.See Graph Here

* See note to 2.3.
3.6 Student Gender Balance for All Schools in Aggregate (2003-2019)

Overall, the gender balance in programs nationally is roughly equal, with more women
(averaging 56%) in Pre-Professional Programs and more men (averaging 51% in the Professional
Programs). Previous charts (3.3 and 3.4) provide more perspective on how that balance varies by
school.See Graph Here

* See note to 2.3.
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4. FACULTY DATA

4.1 Faculty Totals and Gender Balance - Regular (Permanent Full-Time)

Overall, there are about 220 regular (permanent/full-time) architecture faculty members across
Canada. The number has been relatively steady for the years reported. The total number of regular
faculty members varies by program, ranging from about fifty at Toronto to ten at Manitoba. Six

of the eleven schools report decreases in the number of regular faculty between 2012 and 2019,
with a decrease of one to two members, or 10-15%; two schools remain consistent; while three
schools report increases in the number of regular faculty, ranging from marginal increases of two
members (10-15%), to a significant increase of approximately doubling in numbers in the case

of Toronto.

Of the available data*, all schools report men as the dominant gender among regular faculty - 80%
and higher at some schools in some years. This is a considerable difference compared to student
gender balance which is, overall, more equal. Gender balance varies by school. Carleton, UBC and
Waterloo report the most balanced gender ratio, with women accounting for about 40% in most years.
Calgary, Manitoba and McGill report the most imbalanced gender ratio among regular faculty, with
women accounting for about 20%, with a range from 13% to 30%. Two schools (UBC and Dalhousie)
show relative consistency in gender balance over the years; five show marginal improvement (Carleton,
TMU, Toronto, Waterloo, McGill), four show a reduction in the number of women from 2012/13

to 2018/19 (Calgary, Manitoba, Laval, Montreal). See Graph Here

* NOTE: Gender data for faculty members was not required on the AR until 2012.
4.2 Faculty Totals and Gender Balance - Other Appointments

QOverall, there are well over 250 other architecture faculty members across Canada in various
appointment types. The total number has increased considerably from about 200 in 2012-2013 to
nearly 300 (281) in 2018-2019. However, some individual schools report decreases over the same six
year period.

Of the available data*, nearly all programs report men as the dominant gender among other faculty -
80% and higher at some programs in some years. Proportions vary widely by program, ranging in the
most recent year from 82% men (Manitoba) to 71% women (UBC). See Graph Here

* See note to 4.1.

10
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4.3 Faculty Gender Balance (all faculty)

Overall, faculty gender balance is about 75% men. Most programs show a consistent gender balance
from 2012-2019, except UBC where the proportion of women faculty members grew from 29% to 70%
in 2018-2019. See Graph Here

4.4 Faculty Licensure — Regular (Full-time)

Overall, about a third of regular faculty members are licensed. Licensure among regular faculty
members varies by program. Of the available data*, licensure proportions vary from 6% to 60%.
See Graph Here

* NOTE: There are some gaps in the data, and totals may include licensure in non-Canadian jurisdictions.
4.5 Faculty Licensure — Other

Overall, about half of other faculty members are licensed. Licensure among other faculty members
varies by program, ranging from 10% to 70% according to the available data.* See Graph Here

.

n I II 5. STUDENT PERFORMANCE CRITERIA

* See note to 4.4

The matrix shows VTR outcomes of CACB visits for all programs from 2007 to 2018, with all programs having two
accreditation cycles during that time. As shown,_all programs met all conditions related to CACB "Perspectives”
from 2007 to 2018, satisfactorily responding to interests of the Academic Context, Students, Registration, the
Profession and Society (1A-E). Additionally, all programs met the following Student Performance Criteria (SPC):
Design Skills (B1), Life Safety Systems, Building Codes & Standards (B6); Structural Systems (B7); and Legal
Responsibilities (D3).

Every program has "not met" conditions in each accreditation visit. The number of "not met" conditions in a cycle
ranges from two to eleven, with the average being five to six. The SPCs most frequently "not met" are
Accessibility (B5), Comprehensive Design (C4), Cultural Diversity (A7), Program Preparation (B2), and Building
Systems Integration (C2). The Program condition most frequently “not met" is Physical Resources, with three
schools recording this as “not met" two accreditation cycles in a row. See Graph Here
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BACKGROUND

In 2017, the CACB Research Initiatives Task Force was
established to develop research in support of the CACB’s
mandate. This task force became a regular CACB
committee to oversee and undertake research programs,

to develop research questions and funding plans, and

to report to the CACB Board. In 2018, the CACB committed
$7,500 towards a successful MITACS grant application,
earning an additional $7,500 in matching funds to support
Phase Tresearch.
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2019 - RESEARCH - PHASE 1

Canadian Architectural Education, Accreditation, and
Certification trends in a Changing Environment

Led by Prof. Anne Bordeleau with a graduate student research
assistant at the University of Waterloo, Jessica Hanzelkova.

Phase 1 research focused on:

e gathering and organizing data from 2003-2019 — establishing
a solid base for future work;

* preliminarily plotting the data graphically;

e identifying significant data gaps and challenges that impact
the ability to compare and interpret the data;

» advancing understanding of certain trends and articulating

overarching questions about architectural education in changing
academic and social-cultural environment.

A Phase 1 Research Report was published in September 2021.
(1.5 page narrative - with no graphs).
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2022 - RESEARCH - PHASE 2

A second successful MITACS grant in 2022 is supporting
continued work - led by Prof. Lisa Landrum with a graduate
student research assistant at the University of Manitoba,
Eva Rodriguez.

Aims:

* to prepare and publish supplemental graphics and analysis

in support of the 2021 Phase 1 Report; (this presentation is a

draft).

* to review, incorporate and analyze additional data from

2019-2022;

* to advance qualitative assessment of available documents
and articulate further research questions and directions
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2019 - RESEARCH - PHASE 1

Canadian Architectural Education, Accreditation, and
Certification trends in a Changing Environment

Led by Prof. Anne Bordeleau with a graduate student research
assistant at the University of Waterloo, Jessica Hanzelkova.

Phase 1 research focused on:

e gathering and organizing data from 2003-2019 — establishing
a solid base for future work;

* preliminarily plotting the data graphically;

e identifying significant data gaps and challenges that impact
the ability to compare and interpret the data;

» advancing understanding of certain trends and articulating

overarching questions about architectural education in changing
academic and social-cultural environment.

A Phase 1 Research Report was published in September 2021.
(1.5 page narrative - with no graphs).
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MAP OF CACB ACCREDITED PROGRAMS
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ARs

(Annual Reports)

Submitted by June 30 every year
notwithstanding each program’s
terms of accreditation.

The AR includes narrative and
statistical sections, providing
quantitative data for students and
faculty .

DATA EXAMINED FROM:

APRs

(Architecture
Program Reports)

Submitted typically every 6 years.
The APR presents the Program'’s
identity, strengths and challenges,
with a self-assessment, previous
VTRs and ARs, and details the
curriculum and school structure.

VTRs

(Visiting Team
Reports)

The VTR conveys the Visiting
Team’s assessment of the
Program and APR as measured
by the student’s performance and
the overall learning environment.
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TOPICS EXPLORED FOR L L .
PRE-PROFESSIONAL AND PROFESSIONAL DEGREES

@ 1. Student Application Data

2. Student Enrolment Data

@ 3. Degrees Awarded

é'/ 4. Faculty Data

I/iﬁ 5. Student Performance Criteria
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NOTES ON INCONSISTENCIES

While every effort has been made to accurately convey data provided by schools in the AR
and APR documents and to normalize some differences in program structures, certain gaps
and irregularities on the original documentation have resulted in inconsistencies. In particular,
please note the following:

* ARs are not available for every year for every school.
e Some data reported in the ARs is approximate.
*There are some gaps in the data.

 For the application data, sometimes it is unclear if “Advanced Standing” students
are included in the “Total Admitted” or in addition to the “Total Admitted”.

* Numbers provided in the breakdown of student and faculty numbers do not always
add up to the totals reported.

e Some schools did not report gender balances for degrees awarded and enrollment data,
|ust totals.

* AR template changed in 2018-2019, and the data reported in 2019 for the previous
2 years does not match the data provided in the previous reports.
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of Applicants
600 BARNUE HUORENE aluy i ga % QN4 HQAN MU
Acceptance Rate %
(Range over 15 years)
27-67% 8-25% 8-11% 5-9% 20-34% 7-10% 9-19% 19-52%
|| I l
Boogoartwon Boog oonswow Bow oo s 0w Bowoaoasoow Boxoavswew Booouvswo o Bowoawusrso o Bowo oo v 0w
8SScccc5 8285555588858 55858 5 S8 S85cccE8885ccc0 828555005 88855855 838560550
of lelied ot eb o Sled ol ob qlicd el (SNalig ol o e o o S g g oo ol Bicl ol g gl o Ra DR oo g g e e g gl Qo ool Gl
gu—\r'»d\-—m-..nrxgu_nh-@w-mmhgmr%c\wmmh gml‘u.o“"’mujl"‘h&lﬁ‘i}@r-‘mmhglnhc‘f—mlghémhmr‘mmr\éml‘wﬂ\r—-f'}ﬂrx
000 = — — OO0 O === 00 Qe o= e e D00 == - 80 00 = = — — DDOWF—.F"SODDHV—‘-?‘-F—‘=DSDF‘HF"~
EGGUDDUDg._.C!._}DD_DUEOODCJDGJ QDL;C?_;C{DDECTOCIC\CIUC}I=DDC‘DOOQ oo Qoo oC o e oo oo
N oo (S R A U L I s S A SNCY S (o oI S SN o B B - RS o R o A Ao o I B T o G I I o I S AR - o B o S o N o o S o Y
Univeraity UBC Calgary Manitoba Carleton Toronto Waterloo Laval McGill Montréal | Dalhousie
Avg. Incoming Class Size 95 82 123 74 98 49 92 73
* There is no * There is no *Data not available years|  * Data not available * CACB accredited * There is no * Data not available *Data not available for | * Data not available * Data not available * Data not available
Pre-professional | Pre-professional | 2004-2005,2005-2006 | for years 2006-2007 | program on Spring 2010, Pre-professional | o yoar 2010-2011 years 2004-2005 and | for year 2011-2012 for year 2010-2011 for years 2004-2005
program program and 2008-2009 and 2010-2011 program 2005-2006 and 2006.2007

Notes:* Data Collected from ARs.

* Significant changes may be due to program changes and the program years reported.
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= 1., STUDENT APPLICATION DATA “ L L

—3 CANADIAN ARCHITECTURAL
NA- CERTIFICATION BOARD

1.3 PROFESSIONAL M.ARCH PROGRAM CERTIFICATION EN ARCHITECTURE
Total Applicants And Students Admitted
2004-2019

Back to Text

B Students Admitted

600
500 &
400 <-s : -
Total Number
of Applicants
00— HHHHH i
200 322SR S 2B SRR g -BER. | :R RE2R 2

Acceptance Rate % 10-24% 24-48% 12-83% 11-53% 7-23% 17-41% 15-98% 40-71% 9-53% 32-67% 50-71%

Range over 15 years **
(Rang years) ool LLLLILILILINELY 1) IS ERRRND) — || | _________________________ -
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Be oo ocswom Boowo oo Bowmo oo Bo oo o 0 o \ocr)uc\::r\c;ou“@wgmwmm“‘\owomwlumiﬂomowwom"‘mmnmwam‘“@moww\owg\oooowcru:oc
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S co oo @B ocoocoooc B0 oo oD o @CCcooOCQ o CJDDDDDDaGDDDCJDQ=DDOC}C:DD=C}ODDOOD=DDGUODG=DDDDDDDUOODDDOD
I S R o A B o B o o R~ o R o~ R o B o I o S Y~ K o B o o IR o O Y B~ T B B o B R B S L F IR o S N A S Y L S < O O - [ S~ B R S O o S B - R o o A v SV o~ S o O o = S R A o I O S A o R~ o B I S I Vo S~ o B o N < S B S
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gggggﬁggagﬁgggggNmmmwwc\'mgwmwm&wmwmmwmmwmNNN:\INNNE\INcummr.x-wc\?wwwmwwmwc\agwr\wwmwwﬂmc\nggwmaNNNNNNNN
. . i . - &
University UBC Calgary Manitoba Carleton Toronto Waterioo Laval McGill Montréal | Dalhousie
Avg. Incoming Class Size 57 51 30 39 26 82 45 68 37 66 47
* Data not available * Data not available years | * Data not available * CACB accredited * Data not available ; Data not available * Year 2011-2012 data * Data not available > Data not available years
for]yem 06-2007 and | 2004-2005,2005-2006 | for years 2006-2007 | program on Spring 2010 for year 2010-2011 fOrd'Bar 2004-2005 and from the APR (2017) for year 2010-2011 2004-2005 ond 2006-2007
2070-2011 and 2008-2009 c:ncf?O‘l 0-2011 2005-2006 **Inconsistent Data

Notes:* Data Collected from ARs.
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&, 2. STUDENT ENROLMENT DATA CCCA

CANADIAN ARCHITECTURAL
CERTIFICATION BOARD

2.1 PRE- PROFESSIONAL PROGRAM CERTIFICATION EN ARCHITECTURE

2004-2019

Back to Text
600
5001 il
400
Total Full-Time
Equivalent Students I 1l
300
200} 1 2 1111 HENNNNENN
[ ]
100 11 3 1118 { :
O - ‘
s xga<es Eg%esﬁfeﬁg%EEzﬁé Ssgoazoo @egonzes §uaoaiooPeaonton Pegon 0w
DDDDDDD-C}C}QQOC}D-DDDDDDD WO O 0 000 Q O GDDDDDDEDDDDDDDeoﬂ(‘_‘}DC}DD OO0 0008 o
Ecl\ncymmqmwﬂmwwmmmmucl\lcﬁwmc‘\lwm NG QS NSNS N oSNy L T T o v o s R B B o S oA N < A o S o A < B o
briglaobl BoLdLlhb L duld Do Solidobl SRS hbl FELI L ob b id bbbl SELd gL
ce8cccs 8258558885885 CSSEccEp BS85555 BSS2E55505 82885855 888852 ¢: 5
University UBC Calgary Manitoha Carleton TMU Toronto Waterioo Laval McGill Montréal | Dalhousie
Avg. Number of students/year
SRl ly 253 283 409 282 209 156 245 116
* There is no * There is no * Data not available years|  * Data not available | * CACB accredited * There is no * Data not available | * Data not available | * Year 2011-2012 data e e GBI O RTSR
Pre-Professional| Pre-Professional | 2004-2005,2005-2006 for years 2006-2007 | program on Spring 2010 Pre-Professional for year 2010-2011 | for year 2004-2005 and] ~ from the APR (2017) for year 2010-2011 for years 2004-2005
program program and 20102011 program 2005-2006 and 2006.2007
Notes:* Data Collected from ARs.
*Significant changes may be due to program changes and the program years reported. 22
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2.2 PROFESSIONAL M.ARCH PROGRAM
2004-2019
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CANADIAN ARCHITECTURAL
CERTIFICATION BOARD

CONSEIL CANADIEN DE
CERTIFICATION EN ARCHITECTURE

Total Full-Time
Equivalent Students

150
100 PO B | 14 11 | 1
50 [ ] Il | | 5!- i SRESR: ] m ae8 l_l
al R e b e .‘If.-.a-,.&l..'. I’ ./I\_.b-,,l..l\-,- ;-‘,i. & 'I’l'
Bo g s ¥ @ g%%gfiEEE 58892322 38%Eﬁ322§8%92£22 Eéf!gelé:*:!é SBsaooso §889§39*£ So g2 s o gggEEXEE S g
sl i R e R R Rl R e o e B Rl R D g S e R G R R R e S R R L o L R o b R R
LSS ofrL B0 BEG -0l ZHE S DO FE LG 00 FAES 0L SR LS 0b FE LS b FRLS o b L B sd o snt RAsg o0t
58882888 REREREEER KERERIRER E%ﬁ&ﬁgﬁaaﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ Eﬁ%ﬂﬁr‘%%%ﬂﬁ §8%’=£5&888 SERESREE KREEREITR BRI & =S2828387
University UBC Calgary Manitoba Carleton TMU Toronto Waterloo Laval McGill Montréal Dalhousie
Avg. Number of students/year
in tghe program y 137 118 61 74 50 228 97 86 58 122 79
* Data not available * Data not available * Data not available | * CACB accredited * Data not available | *Datanotavailable I Year 2011-2012 data * Data not available * Data not available
for years 2006-2007 and | for years 2004-2005 and for years 2006-2007 | program on Spring 2010 for year 2010-2011 for year 2004-2005 and| from the APR (2017) for year 2010-2011 for years 2004-2005
2010-2011 2005-2006 and 2010-2011 2005-2006 and 2006-2007

Notes: *Data Collected from ARs.

* Significant changes may be due to program changes and the program years reported.

Back to Text
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2. STUDENT ENROLMENT DATA

2.3 PRE-PROFESSIONAL PROGRAM
Gender Balance

2003-2019

University UBC Calgary Manitoba Carleton TMU Toronto

Years Reporting 12/16 12/16 7/9 9/16 8/16

Gender Splits

Notes: *Data Collected from ARs.
*Not all schools reporting, gender balance was optional in the ARs from 2011-2017.
*Format of the Annual Reports from 2018-2019 started including non-binary data .

63%
58% 58.1% 58.9%
52.3%
47.6%
42
* 41.8
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o o oP

Zo -4 0.1% 0.1% Za 0.6%
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CANADIAN ARCHITECTURAL
CERTIFICATION BOARD

CONSEIL CANADIEN DE
CERTIFICATION EN ARCHITECTURE

Back to Text

B women
B Men
I Non-Binary

66%

62%

53%

McGill Montréal Dalhousie

15/16 15/16 14/16
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2. STUDENT ENROLMENT DATA

52%
48%

University UBC

Years Reporting
Gender Splits 16/16

Notes: *Data Collected from ARs.

53%

47%

Calgary

14/16

55%

45%

Manitoba

12/16

2.4 PROFESSIONAL PROGRAM
Gender Balance

2003-2019

59%
4.4
s 55% 54.4%
47% . 46%
0.2%
Carleton TMU Toronto Waterloo Laval
12/16 7/9 16/16 9/16 8/16

*Not all schools reporting, gender balance was optional in the ARs from 2011-2017.
*Format of the Annual Reports from 2018-2019 started including non-binary data .

60%

McGill

15/16

ol (Wad -
CACD
ol ol ad¥
“ e o

CANADIAN ARCHITECTURAL
CERTIFICATION BOARD

CONSEIL CANADIEN DE
CERTIFICATION EN ARCHITECTURE

Back to Text

B women
B Men
I Non-Binary

55%

Montréal
15/16

Dalhousie

14/16
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‘f"@ 2. STUDENT ENROLMENT DATA CCCA

CANADIAN ARCHITECTURAL
CERTIFICATION BOARD

2.5 STUDENT GENDER BALANCE CERTIFICATION EN ARCHITECTURE
For All Schools in Aggregate ek to Toxt

2003-2019
BACHELOR'’S MASTER’S
(Pre-Professional Degree) (Professional Degree)

Men Women Non-Binary Men Women Non-Binary
0.30% 0.10%

— 2018-2019 —
0.40%

—— 2017-2018 ———
0.30%

——— 2016-2017 ——
——— 2015-2016 ——
———— 2014-2015 ———
——— 2013-2014 ————
———— 2012-2013 ————
— 2011-2012 ——
———— 20102011 ———
— 2009-2010 ———
——— 2008-2009 ————
— 2007-2008 ——
————— 2006-2007 ————

—— 2005-2006 —————

—— 2004-2005 ———

— 2003-2004 —

Notes: *Data Collected from ARs.
*Not all schools reporting, gender balance was optional in the ARs from 2011-2017. 26
*Format of the Annual Reports from 2018-2019 started including non-binary data .



<7 3. DEGREES AWARDED

3.1 DEGREES AWARDED BY REGION FOR BOTH PROGRAMS

ol Val-
CACB
r~ e

CCCA

CANADIAN ARCHITECTURAL
CERTIFICATION BOARD

CONSEIL CANADIEN DE
CERTIFICATION EN ARCHITECTURE

2003-2019

Pre-Professional Bachelor’s Degree
University of Manitoba

Professional Master’s Degree

University of British Columbia
University of Calgary
University of Manitoba

Pre-Professional Bachelor's Degree

University of Waterloo
Toronto Metropolitan University
Carleton University

ONTARIO

Professional Master’s Degree

University of Waterloo
University of Toronto

Toronto Metropolitan University
Carleton University

Pre-Professional Bachelor's Degree

University of Montréal
McGill University
Laval University
Dalhousie University

Professional Master’s Degree

University of Montréal
McGill University
Laval University
Dalhousie University

Notes: *Data Collected from ARs.

Back to Text
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T<7 3. DEGREES AWARDED
3.2 PRE-PROFESSIONAL PROGRAM

2003-2019

Tl (W o

CACD

S~ s
" s\

CANADIAN ARCHITECTURAL
CERTIFICATION BOARD

CONSEIL CANADIEN DE
CERTIFICATION EN ARCHITECTURE

Back to Text
120
100
80
Total Number
of Degrees Awarded
60 (RIRRNNNN
40 ) (ARAagN 220 UNNRRNNNN l |
20 SEUNRANNY
o ok
goseo-os ganaaiee g Sapoixes gogcicogegonscaganenIop gRsosTe S g SREOIE R
S35 8888 ESESS8R8 a2 888 8 SEE8EREES 8 fFREREEE 8 BREES888 R FRE888 8 f988888 8
2atgtasl ggég Tob R BBEg B L ggég;n‘;ms\ Selidrad L ggég;o’”&a ggég;o’”&s\ S hlidtab L
i R il =G SRoN ® ol e =l = 240 B e Sy
8 SSS 5832 85588833 85528888 8585588832 858E8385882 8885888 8828R3c8888¢8¢88¢.
University UBC Calgary Manitoba Carleton MU Toronto Waterloo Laval McGill Montréal | Dalhousie
Avg. Degrees Awarded
per year in the program 77 65 923 60 76 46 70 58
* There is no * There is no “Data not available years *Data not available yedrs * There is no * Data not available 5 ;
3 ) ; : . ; : * Data not availabl 8 ; . ; * Data not availab
Pre- sional | pre-Professional | 200%:200/:2004-2005 19006 2007,2010.2011 | " CACBacaredited | | Pre-Professional | for year 20102011 ['o553 B559004 9605 | 1 Dotanotavailable | Data net avallable |1 "V, 5% 503 2005
program program 2008-2009 and 2018-2019 program en spring program ** Inconsistent Data and 2005-2006 or year- 2017 AryRanE: and 2006-2007
Notes: *Data Collected from ARs.
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* Significant changes may be due to program changes and the program years reported.



T<7 3. DEGREES AWARDED

3.3 PROFESSIONAL M.ARCH PROGRAM
2003-2019
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Back to Text
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Total Number &d

of Degrees Awarded

40
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2003-2004
20052006
2007-2008
2009-2010
20112012
20132014
20152016
20172018

2003-2004

2005-2006
2007-2008
20092010
20112012
20132014
20152016
20172018

2003-2004

2005-2006
2007-2008
2011-2012
2013-2014
20152016
2017-2018

2003-2004

2008-2010

2005-2006
2007-2008
2009-2010
2011-2072
2013-2014
20152016
2017-2018

University

Avg. Degrees Awarded
per year in the program

Calgary
35

*Data not available for
ears 2006-2007 and

010-2011

Manitoba
27

*Data not available years
2003-2004,2004-2005
2005-2006 and

2008-2009

Carieton
37

*Data not available Eeurs
2006-2007,2010-2011
ond 2018-2019

™U
24

* CACB accredited
program on Spring 2010

Toronto
59

Waterloo
40

* Data not available
for year 2010-2011

Laval
59

* Data not available years
2003-2004,2004-2005

and 2005-2006

McGill
33

* Data not available
for year 2011-2012

Montréal
60

* Data not available
for year 2010-2011

Dalhousie
40

* Data not available
for years 2004-2005
and 2006-2007

Notes: *Data Collected from ARs.

* Significant changes may be due to program changes and the program years reported.
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T<7 3. DEGREES AWARDED

3.4 PRE-PROFESSIONAL PROGRAM
Gender Balance

2003-2019

56%

51.5%

ol (Wad -
CACD
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CANADIAN ARCHITECTURAL
CERTIFICATION BOARD

CONSEIL CANADIEN DE
CERTIFICATION EN ARCHITECTURE

Back to Text

B women
B Men
I Non-Binary

65% 65%

59%
54%

% = =

2 i 5

e ® |2

o a o

35 i o5

oo n_s. oo

of (=14 o

=20 2o 0-3% 2o
University UBC Calgary Manitoba Carleton T™MU Toronto Waterloo Laval McGill Montréal Dalhousie
Years Reporting 11/16 7/16 3/9 14/16 7/16 14/16 15/16 13/16

Gender Splits

Notes: *Data Collected from ARs.
*Not all schools reporting, gender balance was optional in the ARs from 2011-2017.
*Format of the Annual Reports from 2018-2019 started including non-binary data .
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T<7 3. DEGREES AWARDED CCC
| /CERTIFICATION BOARD
3.5 PROFESSIONAL M.ARCH PROGRAM CERTIFICATION EN ARCHITECTURE
Gender Balance Back to Text
2003-2019
B women
B Ven
I Non-Binary
2
60% s 61% 50%
56% 58%
54% 54% 53%
46% 46%

38%

University UBC Calgary Manitoba Carleton T™MU Toronto Waterloo Laval McGill Montréal Dalhousie

Years Reporting 16/16 14/16 11/16 7/16 3/9 16/16 14/16 7/16 14/16 15/16 13/16
Gender Splits

Notes: *Data Collected from ARs.
*Not all schools reporting, gender balance was optional in the ARs from 2011-2017. 3
*Format of the Annual Reports from 2018-2019 started including non-binary data .



T<7 3. DEGREES AWARDED
3.6 STUDENT GENDER BALANCE

BACHELOR’S

(Pre-Professional Degree)

Notes: *Data Collected from ARs.

*Not all schools reporting, gender balance was optional in the ARs from 2011-2017.
*Format of the Annual Reports from 2018-2019 started including non-binary data .

2003-2019

Non-Binary
0.20%

2018-2019

2017-2018

2016-2017

2015-2016

2014-2015

2013-2014

2012-2013

2011-2012

2010-2011

2009-2010

2008-2009

2007-2008

2006-2007
2005-2006
2004-2005

2003-2004

For All Schools in Aggregate

MASTER'’S

i \PB
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r* e~ f~ A
o Vo o

CANADIAN ARCHITECTURAL
CERTIFICATION BOARD
CONSEIL CANADIEN DE
CERTIFICATION EN ARCHITECTURE
Back to Text

(Professional Degree)
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CACB

é,/ 4. FACULTY DATA CCCEA

CANADIAN ARCHITECTURAL
CERTIFICATION BOARD

4.1 FACULTY TOTALS AND GENDER BALANCE CERTIFICATION EN ARCHITECTURE
Regular Faculty (Full Time)

Back to Text

20 lI 2'20 lI 9 W Men - Regular Faculty

Total Reg. Total Req. Total Reg.
Faculty Faculty Faculty

17 27 27

B Women - Regular Faculty
Overall Total Faculty and

Faculty
13

Total Req.
Faculty
2012-2013 ‘6

Total Reg, Total Reg. ﬂ Reg. ﬂ Req. Total Reg. *I Feg.
m“.z“'lﬁ Faculty Faculty Faculty Faculty Faculty Faculty
(7 13 28 57 21 20 14

Total Req. Tatal Reg,
Faculty Faculty
20 48

|
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
|
|
I
I
I
I
|
I
|
I
I
l
|
|
f
I
I
I
I
I
|
|
|

Fts Tc::tal FIlJeg
2‘“5-2“'" o aculty
14
2018-2019 t‘;"ﬁ? iy ‘ el "f"“.:;?
29 12 15
University UBC Calgary Manitoba Carleton TMU Toronto Waterloo Laval McGill Montréal  Dalhousie
Notes: *Data Collected from ARs. 33

*Gender data for faculty members required on ARs as of 2012.



é,/ 4. FACULTY DATA

4.2 FACULTY TOTALS AND GENDER BALANCE

Other Faculty
2012-2019

Overall Total Faculty and

&

,'b Pr
L R ‘\.B
ol ol ad¥
o \.,

CANADIAN ARCHITECTURAL
CERTIFICATION BOARD

CONSEIL CANADIEN DE
CERTIFICATION EN ARCHITECTURE

Back to Text
% Men - Other Faculty
W Women - Other Faculty

| | | I
| | | |
No | otal Othe ! | otal Other No |
Data | Faculty | | Faculty Faculty Data |
2012-2013 Available I 17 | | 27 24 Available |
I | | |
I | | |
| | | |
| | | I
| | | |
otal Other | atal Othe [ No ! No No I otal Other
2014-2015 Facuity | Facully | Data | Data Data | Facilty
12 | 27 | Available | Available Available | 57
| | | |
| | | |
I ! | |
| | | |
| | | |
243 ,‘m’f : : : Afﬁ” ||
2016-2017 - | | | e |
| | | |
| | | |
! | - |
I | | |
| | I |
| | l | '
2018-2019 | | | | T
| | | | 11
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
University UBC Calgary Manitobha Carleton T™U Toronto Waterloo Laval McGill Montréal Dalhousie
Notes: *Data Collected from ARs. 34

*Gender data for faculty members required on ARs as of 2012.
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® / 4. FACULTY DATA

1

2004 - 2005 Total Faculty Total Faculty Data not
1 7 1 0 Available
59% 70%
44%
2010 - 2011 Total Faculty Data not Total Faculty
1 8 Available 1 6
56% 75%
ﬂ - 30%
2018-2019 Total Faculty Total Faculty Total Faculty
14 15 10
53%
79%
University UBC Calgary Manitoba

Notes: *Data Collected from ARs.

4.4 FACULTY LICENSURE
Regular Faculty (Full Time)
2004-2005, 2010-2011, 2018-2019

18%
Total Faculty Accreditation sl Total Faculty Total Faculty
1 2 since 2010 1 6 56% 1 7
82%
35%
Data not " Total Faculty Total Faculty Data not
Available Available
27 s6% 26

18%

Total Faculty

16
94%

38%

Total Faculty
29

Total Faculty Total Faculty

44 20
82%

Waterloo

B
A

CANADIAN ARCHITECTURAL

CERTIFICATION BOARD

CONSEIL CANADIEN DE
CERTIFICATION EN ARCHITECTURE

ol
D>
3

Back to Text

B Licensed Faculty Members

Data not Total Faculty Total Faculty Data not
Available 12  50% 16 50% Available
48 % 2
Total Faculty Total Faculty Data not Total Faculty
21 52% 1 4 64% Available 1 8 67%
! Total Faculty Total Faculty 48% Total Faculty Total Faculty 47%
20 28 12 75% 21  52% 15

Laval McGill Montréal

36



10%

2004 - 2005 Total Faculty
19
90%
Total Faculty
2010-201 22
100%

2018-2019 / Total Faculty
21
University UBC

Notes: *Data Collected from ARs.

52%

éV/ 4. FACULTY DATA

4.5 FACULTY LICENSURE
Other Faculty
2004-2005, 2010-2011, 2018-2019

Information Data not Total Faculty

Accreditation Information Total Faculty . Data not
Provided Available since 2010 Provided Available
Not Clear 1 7 Not Clear 22
64%
100%
Data not Total Faculty Data not f Faculty Total Faculty Data not Total Faculty
Available 1 7 Available 39 28 i Available 2 6
77%
100% 71%
| 27%
32%
Total Faculty Total Faculty Total Faculty Total Faculty Total Faculty Total Faculty Total Faculty
19 47% 11 32 A 26 5 34 34
73%
100% 82%
Calgary Manitoba Carleton Toronto Waterloo Laval

Data not
Available

Total Faculty

66

r> rer
| A \\..[3
Yl ol o \
\'\ﬁ\f
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B Licensed Faculty Members

Data not
Available
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34
56%

32%
Total Faculty

22

30%

Montréal Dalhousie
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5.1 Analysis of Unmet Conditions and Accreditation saci o rex:
2007-2018: Two Accreditation Cycles by School

I 5. STUDENT PERFORMANCE CRITERIA
1

Met
® ot Met

1T D
M N
D D

Program Response to the CACB Perspectives

Most SPCS
not met

o W2

e
LS »

™ A B
M a) N
© ®

NS D WD AN D A b o
Years P D P S A o LSS n®

Architecture Education & Academic Context
Architecture Education & Students
Architecture Education & Regisfration
Architecture Education & the Profession
Architecture Education & Society

. Program Self-Assessment

. Public Information

- o oo O o

. Social Equity

Human Resources
. Human Resource Development

. Physical Resources

Information Resources & Information Tech.

W W N Bw oMY OwW P>

. Financial Resources

W oW — U P

Administrative Structure

—_
o

11.
A. Critical Thinking & Communication
A1 Critical Thinking Skills

A2 Research Skills

A3 Graphic Skills

Ad Verbal & Written Skills

A5 Collaborative Skills

A6 Human Behavior

A7
AB
A9
B.
B1
B2
B3

B4
B5

B6
B7
B8

B9
B10

BN
B12

C.
1
c2
C3
C4

Professional Degrees & Curriculum

Cultural Diversity

History & Theory

Precedents

Design & Technical Skills
Design Skills

Program Preparation

— wad 3 W —

Lae]

Site Design

@
- =

Sustainable Design
Accessibility

%iif:n%laa{?cps’ Systems, Building Codes,

Structural Systems

0000
{1

o

@

—

=

Environmental Systems

Building Envelopes

Building Service Systems

Building Materials & Assemblies
Building Economies & Cost Control

o= oo o

Comprehensive Design
Detailed Design Development
Building Systems Integration

Technical Documentation

0w -

Comprehensive Design

D.
D1
D2
D3

D4
D5

Leadership & Practice
Leadership & Advocacy

Ethics & Professional Judgment
Legal Responsibilities
Project Delivery

Practice Organization

D6

Notes: *Data collected from Visit Reports in two Accreditation Cycles .

Professional Internship

Totalnotmet 6 8

University

] 9

S

11 9

[ \
@*“&

&

W = g W
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5.2 Analysis of Unmet Conditions and Accreditation soc o Tex:
2007-2018: Two Accreditation Cycles-Chronological

Years

Architecture Education & Academic Context
Architecture Education & Students
Architecture Education & Registration
Architecture Education & the Profession
Architecture Education & Society

. Program Self-Assessment

. Public Information

. Social Equity

Human Resources

Human Resource Development

. Physical Resources

Information Resources & Information Tech.

WL o kW PomMmO O @ PR -

—_
o -

Financial Resources
_ Administrative Structure
1.
A.
A1 Critical Thinking Skills
A2 Research Skills
A3 Graphic Skills
A4 Verbal & Written Skills
AS Collaborative Skills
A6 Human Behavior
A7 Cultural Diversity
A8 History & Theary
AQ Precedents
B. Design & Technical Skills
B1 Design Skills
B2 Program Preparation
B3

B4
B5

B6
B7
B8

B9
B10

BN
B12

C.
1
c2
C3
C4

Professional Degrees & Curriculum

Site Design
Sustainable Design
Accessibility

Iéiif:n%aaf?cpsr Systems, Building Codes,

Structural Systems

Environmental Systems

Building Envelopes

Building Service Systems

Building Materials & Assemblies
Building Economies & Cost Control

Comprehensive Design
Detailed Design Development
Building Systems Integration
Technical Documentation
Comprehensive Design

D.
D1
D2
D3

D4
D5

D6

Leadership & Practice
Leadership & Advocacy

Ethics & Professional Judgment
Legal Responsibilities

Project Delivery

Practice Organization

Professional Internship

Total not met

University

Notes: *Data collected from Visit Reports in two Accreditation Cycles .

2007

Program Response to the CACB Perspectives
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