_ATCS
- - CANADIAN ARCHITECTURAL CERTIFICATION BOARD

L™

L
"~ . \..pL\ CONSEIL CANADIEN DE CERTIFICATION EN ARCHITECTURE

L’Accord de Canberra en un clin d’'cell

https://canberraaccord.org/
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Since 2008

Le CCCA a été I'un des membres fondateurs et un signataire de

I'’Accord de Canberra, reconnaissant que les systemes
d'accréditation en architecture sont substantiellement équivalents

entre les organisations participantes..




_ATCS
- - CANADIAN ARCHITECTURAL CERTIFICATION BOARD

L™

L
"~ . \..pL\ CONSEIL CANADIEN DE CERTIFICATION EN ARCHITECTURE

Objectif de I'Accord

L'Accord a pour objectif de favoriser la mobilité internationale des
dipldbmés en architecture et de contribuer a I'amélioration de la qualité
de I'enseignement architectural par la mise en ceuvre de références
comparatives
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Les Signataires del’Accord en 2025

Acreditadora Nacional de Programas de Arquitectura y Disciplinas del Espacio Habitable(ANPADEH)-MEXIQUE

The Canadian Architectural Certification Board/ e Conseil canadien de certification en architecture (CACB-CCCA)-CANADA
The Hong Kong Institute of Architects (HKIA)-HONG KONG

Institute of Engineering Education Taiwan (IEET)-TAIWAN

JABEE (Accreditation organization of Japan)-JAPON

Korea Architectural Accrediting Board (KAAB)-COREE DU SUD

National Architectural Accrediting Board (NAAB)-EUA
National Board of Architectural Accreditation (NBAA)-CHINE

YV VYV VvV VvV V VYV VYV VY V

South African Council for the Architectural Profession (SACAP)-AFRIQUE DU SUD
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Equivalence substentielle

Le terme « équivalence substantielle » désigne un programme ou
un dipléme dont les résultats éducatifs sont comparables dans
tous les aspects essentiels et qui offre une expérience
d'apprentissage conforme aux normes acceptables, méme si sa
structure ou ses méthodes pédagogiques peuvent différer.
L'équivalence substantielle ne constitue ni un agrément ni une

validation.




_ATCS
- - CANADIAN ARCHITECTURAL CERTIFICATION BOARD

L™

L
"~ . \..pL\ CONSEIL CANADIEN DE CERTIFICATION EN ARCHITECTURE

Equivalence substentielle

Interim Meeting
Canberra Accord 26-27 May 2022

on Architectural Education Zoom

Analyse Comparative

L'analyse comparative de la conformité de tous les
signataires avec les Regles et Procédures
opérationnelles (R+P) de I’Accord de Canberra sur Action Sought: Information
I'enseignement de I'architecture de 2020, section 7 —
Caractéristiques, principes et criteres requis pour

}t\genda Item #06: Report from Comparative Analysis Task Force

Speaker(s) at Meeting: Radl Rivera-Ortiz, Task Force Chair

Outcome: Presentation and discussion.

devenir signataire. Background: During the Canberra Accord General Meeting, held in June 2021, a task force was
inci A / 'S Ffi i formed to update the comparative analysis on compliance of all signatonies with the 2020

l:J,n p.rlnC|pe clé de ACFOFd est| affln:n_atlon de . Canberra Accord on Architectural Education Operational Rules and Procedures (R+Ps), Section

I’équivalence substantielle des conditions, critéres et T—Required Characteristics, Principles, and Criteria to Become a Signatory.

procédures appliqués par tous les signataires. A key principle of the Accord is the assertion of the substantial equivalency of the

conditions/criteria and procedures used by all signatories. A side-by-side comparison of the core
documents that support each signatory’s accreditation activities is critical to determining the
relative equivalency of the criteria and procedures. The last comparative analysis was completed
in 2006—07, and most signatory systems have revised or updated their documents since then.

Attached: 2021 Comparative Analysis Task Force report
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Equivalence substentielle

CA CITERIA FOR ACCREDITATION

. 5|8 g
Analyse Comparative HEPIRHEEEEE
R+Ps REF | CRITERIA HEHEHHEHEEEE
73a A suitable environment to deliver the program.
. ~ N ~ 73b Adequate leadership for the progrmam.
U ne com pa raison COte a COte T3c A suitable team of qualified people teaching in the program
deS dOCU ments de re’fe’ rence 73d ::c:i:i:f.llum providing broad preparation for architecture
encad ra nt IeS aCt|V|téS T3ie Appropriate entry, progression, and exit standards.
y , . ' 73f Adequate human, physical, financial, and information
d’agrément de chaque signataire resources o support the program. B
H T3Eg Pericdic reevaluation to maintain acoreditation status.
eSt essentle"e pour mesurer 73h A pericd of academic study at, or in assodiation with, a
|’équ ivalence relative des critéeres university/tertiary-level institution sufficient to demanstrate
, skills, abilities, attitudes, and knowledge at a defined standard
et des proced ures. adequate for initial entry to the architecture profession. In

order to gain the balanced acguisition of subjects and
capabilities, this peried of academic study should normally be
not less than the eguivalent of five years of full-time studies.

P g 75p Training in research techmigues as an inherent part of
Crlteres (CondltlonS) architectural leaming, for both students and teadhers.

Legend of Compliance with Criteria:
NO

MNOT YET

YES
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Equivalence substentielle

ca STUDENT PERFORMANCE REVIEW

HISTORY & THEORY

75h Adwgueate ewlndgs of the Walony nd theores of
" ! £ = architecture ard e relaled art, techneleghe, and human
H oo REF | CRITERIA ! g HEIE cimee.
Ana yse ompa ratlve - AT Encwledges of the Nee @fts i an inlleehae onthe guality of
archilmcbsral decign.
P 15e Uiz vsla g of e relalonstip bebver ceocle and

T5a Akdlity o creats architectonal desing that sty both H Eubding. and between bubngs and el erdronment, awd of

B P ADEH
(CACBOOCR
W T

Ak
LA

awthelc ad techrkal reguirements

relate buldings and the speces beteen them 1o

Une Comparaison Céte é Céte T5¢ Enswdadge of the Nee &018 i aninfleence on e gualicy of 1 annd s,
archilectural denign. TEI Ewatetmn el f mporsis b toward Taman, socal, colural,
d d t d Ve f Ve 15d m:ﬁlhﬁmﬂ:li::::—nt-'"h-"i'l’ru Lo abiby witent, architectral, asd ereirosmentel values, i well s
i it Lair.
eS OCumen S e re erenCe T5a U vl il of T falath iabilp bebwees peogle and = e
Ty bulldings, and between bulldings and thelr emdronment, and of PROFESSIONAL FRACTICE
encad rant IeS aCthlteS ‘-L'I:n':l':‘.‘-:_"'""“”"“"'-"-"' Wpicas batursan Cham 1o FTT] Urser-tarling of e profesiken of srchibeches s th ol of
d’agrément de chaque signataire T30 Uiy o e tiadec egeton e propesei o o o o,
ol L Bied Tor a dedign project 758 ) o
H TS| Do g sdlhi smcesiary 1o et buikling s’ eguirements Ederysate bewirdpe of prome lisaecng, oo et
eSt essentle”e pour mesu rer ij:!llr'—'-ﬂll-li'h i poiand By coit Tacters and bullding managemenl, cos? contiol, ard method of gre e delbeiy,
y s . . s rupulation. Tha
I'équivalence relative des criteres e gostn kncodgn o pofac nanchg, poject
d , d — EH::&LJ — — S agernen, cos control, and method of preje delivery.
T L L= i o wEkory ared Theorss 7
et eS proce ureS' architecture afd e relaied ans, technelogies, and human Ta Bddwgeate ewledge of projec Trancing, pro ject
sberrn managemenl, cost oomiral, asd rerthods of preject defvery.
T5h Jreder staredig of S strecturl deslin, consyucton, and 58 T ey e e T Sy e———
erginmering probbems avecated with bulkling desiin managemenl, cost contol, ard method of gropect delvery.
TEI Sy e Mroadigs o praloal Fociieta il Sarhreioghel
ired of the farction of buikling s a6 o provide thars with TEk Edegaate brswledge of the bdulbes, ogancaborm,
||.I.|I:| corditiens of comiom and probection against the Pepalation, nd ':_';"dl.j ol in I;;ml_l‘.i" mklu
Tl corroepl inlo Sulkdings and islagrating i lo overa
T&5m Edwguale ousbedg ol e means of adieving ewhogically
sustainable deskin and emdcoamental conservation asd ETHICS
PN cohalslitation 751 Bowa L3 i i 12 d , weinchal, culural,
Crlteres de performance de T5n Devakeprmen of & caithm cemp < i Euliding technigues, ’ .|5-I:|.:1-\I_:;n:::-l-.:-d-nrvi-::\n.r:-u:-‘vtlllu:::w:lll::.-
| ¢ H founded of a comprebensiv uhderslasding of the dhcdpline bl sl P R,
I etUdlant i conginection methodi felited 1o e chitecture. = =
Legesd of Compliance with Criteria:
]
MOT YET
'FES
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Equivalence substentielle

CA ACCREDITATION PROCEDURES

741 Has= criteria or standards and procedures that take into

Analyse Comparative

account follow-up mechaniszms.
g 1 § 74dm Specifies the way in which criteria will be applied and the

A+Ps REJ CRITERIA types of evidence nesded to demonstrate that they sre met.

7.2 b.c |The process must be transparent and consistent, conducted in

ANP ADEH
CACE/CCCA

IEET-AAL

CAA
HElA
JABEE
HAAR

. ~ N ~ relation to individual programs in confidence and with firmby 4o Has published documents, which clearly state what it expects
U ne Com a ralson COte a COte established procedures snd conditions. from HEls, in the form of quality criteria or standands and
P
Ly P4 ey Those involved in the sccreditation process must be procedures for self-assessment and external review.
d eS d OCU me nts d e refe re n Ce knowledgeable and competent in matters related to
Y4 architecture sccreditation, educstion, and practice. 7dp Has an external review process that is carried out by teams of
encad ra nt IeS aCtIVIteS 72m Accreditation is of individual programs, academic awards, or experts consistent with the characteristics of the institution or
) z H H qualifications and not of institutions. program being reviewed. Experts can provide input from
d agrement de Chaque Slgnatalre T2f Evsluations of specified academic programs ane conducted by various perspectives, including those of institutions,

academics, students, employers or professional practitioners.

est essentie"e pour mesurer peer reviewers and must include review of the program’s seif-

evaluation documents, a site visit. and inspection of student

|’équiva|ence relative des CritéreS work. T4g Provides HEls with an opportunity to correct any factual emrors

Tlg The standard of students’ work should be the main criterion in that may appear in the external review report.
et deS prOCéd u reS determining accreditation. Jar Makes public itz policies and decisions about institutions and
- T3 Periodic reevaluation to maintain acoreditation status. programs, discloses the decisions about its own performance
74b Has sdeguate mechanisms to prevent conflict of interest in and disseminates reports on outcomes of quality assurance
the decisions it makes. processes.
74i Recognizes that quality is primarily the responsibility of the Tds Hzs policies and procedures in place that ensure 3 fair and
HEls themselves, and supports this principle in its criteria and independent decision-making process in the final review of
procedures. the institution or the program. It provides effective
TAj has oriteria and procedures that promote imtemal guality procecures to ceal with appeals and complaints.
assurance and provice HEls with clear guidance on the Tat Makes decisions about an institution or program that take
requirements for self-assessment and external review into consideration both the institution's self-zssessment
T4k Has standards and eriteria that have been subject to process snd the external review.
rezsonable consultation with stzkeholders and are revised 2t
regular intervals to ensure relevance to needs. Legend of Compliance with Criteria:
KO
HOT YET
YES
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Examens périodiques des signataires

Les signataires font périodiquement |'objet d'un examen pour
assurer la conformité aux regles et procédures de I'’Accord qui
contrélent leur équivalence substantielle

Depuis 2008, le CCCA a fait I'objet de trois examens périodiques qui
ont donné lieu chacun a I'octroi d'un mandat complet de six ans,
reconnaissant ainsi la pleine conformité aux regles et procédures de
I'Accord. La derniéere visite a eu lieu en mars 2024 et la prochaine est
prévue pour 2030.
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Mobilité des diplomés de I’Accord de Canberra

Le CCCA a créé un mode d'évaluation de la certification
académique spécifique pour les diplédmés visés par I'Accord
de Canberra depuis 2012.
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Canberra Accord Graduates Mobility

The CACB has developed a specific Academic Certification
Assessment Stream for Canberra graduates since 2012.
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Processus d'évaluation académique des diplomés dans le cadre de I’Accord de Canberra %’canberral

Accord
1

Demande en Réception et vérification de I'exhaustivité

ligne 2| l
Confirmation de la liste des diplomes/degrés des
signataires de I’Accord de Canberra

Examen détaillé

CANDIDAT 4 [ ]

Evaluation et préparation du
dossier par le/la coordinateur-rice

Examen et décision du

comité d’évaluation

| 1
v v
Conformité a la Norme Carences dans des

canadienne de formation (NCF) df’"_‘f"_‘i"es (:;étll‘dﬁél:
spécifiques de la
\/

[ Certification Provisoire ]

(18 mois)

\

Certification
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DEMANDES RECUES

L &

30 -
26
25 -
22
20 - 19
18
16
15 - 14
12 12 12
11
10 -
5
5 - 4
3

. :
0 T . T - T T T T T T T T T T T

2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 as of

Oct. 31

Total Applications received per year Grand Total =176 applications as of October 31, 2025
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ANPADEH (Mexico)

CAA (Commonwealth Association of Architects)
HKIA (Hong Kong)

IEET (Taiwan)

KAAB (South Korea)

NBAA (China)

RAIA (Australia)

SACAP (South Africa)

15 20 25 30 35 40

36

38

30

13

39

10
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MAA, 1, 0%
NWTAA, 1, 1%

NSAA, 1, 1%

AIBC, 76, 43%

OAA, 64, 36%

SAA 1, 1%

Demandes recues selon le signataire

Demandes recues selon I'ordre d'architectes désiré
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DEMANDES CCCA

Diplomés canadiens a I'AC

3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

o
[
N

University of British Columbia

University of Calgary

Carleton University

McGill University

University of Manitoba

Toronto Metropolitan University

University of Toronto

University of Waterloo

=

Not Traceable

B NBAA (China) B IEET (Taiwan) HKIA (Hong Kong)

Demandes canadiennes aux signataires de I'accord Canberra (hors USA)-(2018-2024)
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CACB APPLICATIONS
Demandes des diplomés canadiens par année
12
10
8
6 8
3
4
1
2 4
3 1
2 2

2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024

NBAA IEET-AAC HKIA

Demandes canadiennes aux signataires de I'accord Canberra (hors USA)-(2018-2024)
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