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As an authority whose remit and knowledge spans 
from the accreditation of courses, to the registration of 
architects and oversight of their continuing professional 
development, we have a unique role – and we think, 
a responsibility – in developing a learning loop in the 
profession, one that brings focus on the present, and 
looks intelligently to the future. 

That’s why we aim to be a leading resource on 
documenting shifts in education and practice, starting 
with the stardards that impact fundamentally on those 
activities. This primer is the second in a series of ongoing 
discussions that we invite you to be a part of.

Prepared by Byron Kinnaird
Research & Policy Officer
The NSW Architects Registration Board

Level 2, 156 Gloucester St 
SYDNEY 
T. +61 2 9241 4033
E. mail@architects.nsw.gov.au
@ArchInsights

While its primary purpose is 
regulatory, the accreditation 
process also supports and 
promotes the exchange of 
views and information between 
regulators, the profession and 
universities.
- ANZ APAP DeveloPmeNt GRouP, 2017 -
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a second iteration of the review to its owners detailing 69 
recommendations in June 2017 (link to the report here). 

As could be expected in the review of such an important 
procedure, a range of interests and views were brought 
to bear. In this case the Australian Institute of Architects 
– co-owners of the Procedure – withdrew their support of 
the Development Group during the consultation period, 
saying they no longer had confidence in the process of the 
review. They do however maintain their key stakeholder 
status as a member of a newly formed Accreditation Man-
agement Comittee.

The revised Procedure calls for a more transparent, 
accountable and streamlined system, with an explicit 
emphasis on the relevant Performance Criteria outlined in 
the Standard.

While the previous iteration of the Procedure included a 
requirement to map evidence of the relevant Performance 
Criteria against programs, it was principally organized 
around seven Subject Areas: Design Studies and Design 
Integration; Documentation and Technical Studies; History 
and Theory Studies; Practice and Project Management, 
Implementation and User Studies; Environmental Studies; 
and Elective Studies.

This layered reporting gave accreditation a wide scope for 
quality assurance and feedback from accrediting panels, 
but it lacked specific cross-referencing to the other bench-
marks it aspired to, such as international recognition, uni-
versity standards (such as the Australian Qualifications 
Framework and the Threshold Learning Outcomes); AIA 
Tertiary Education Policy; and regulatory requirements – 
some Architects Regulations also specified subject areas.

Given this wide range of quality assurance measures, and 
accreditation’s tacit responsibility for them, it’s not sur-
prising that accreditation has been onerous for faculties, 
which raises fair questions about what the regulatory 
function and scope of accreditation actually is.

When it comes down to it, for the Boards, accreditation 
is a function of the pathway to registration as an archi-
tect. To streamline the procedure as the review has rec-
ommended, it seems sensible to tie accreditation more 
explicitly to the Performance Criteria that Boards examine 
architects by, while also clarifying the responsibilities and 
management of the process for schools and regulators. 
Does this mean accreditation is just going to be a check-
list? Fortunately not.

Reframing accreditation
Early drafts of the new Procedure reveal anything but a 
check-list of 37 Performance Criteria. Rather, it reflects an 
attempt to cleverly harmonise those competencies with 
other standards that universities must comply with. This 
includes the AQF’s Capability Categories, the Thresh-
old Learning Outcomes for architecture, the Knowledge 
Domains within the NSCA, and the provision of Evidence 
Guidelines for programs. Drawing on the fascinating work 
of the Australian Architectural Education and Competency 
Framework, the new Accreditation Procedure ambitiously 
aims to simplify accreditation by finding the succinct 
nexus of all these standards – and dispatches any excess.

Another important change will be in the management and 
governance of Accreditation. Though the Institute was a 
founding member of the Accreditation Council along with 
the Registration Boards, they withdrew their membership 
in 1996, but have always provided substantial Secretariat 
support and facilitation of the Accreditation Procedure. 
Unusually, this relationship has never been formalised, so 
it was deemed prudent to shift the Secretariat wholly to 

Accrediting architecture education
In our first Primer we discussed the National Standard of 
Competency for Architects, so now we shift our focus to 
education and the Architecture Program Accreditation 
Procedure for Australian and New Zealand which is the 
first exposure to standards that most future architects get.

The context for architectural education has changed in 
recent years, with the introduction of the Higher Educa-
tion Standards Framework, and a body to monitor the 
overall quality of higher education, namely the Tertiary 
Education Quality and Standards Agency. Of particu-
lar interest to regulated professions is the new require-
ment that, where graduates must be licensed to practice, 
courses must maintain professional accreditation with the 
relevant accrediting body - in architecture - the Architect 
Registration Boards.

When there isn’t much discussion about standards, it’s 
easy for things like the Accreditation Procedure to be 
misunderstood. How does accreditation actually work? 
What role does the Architects Accreditation Council of 
Australia play? And doesn’t the Institute organise it? And 
Universities can accredit themselves, can’t they? The truth 
is all these stakeholders play an active role in accrediting 
architecture programs, but it is the Architects Registration 
Boards who are the accrediting authorities in Australia. 
They are given the statutory authority under the Archi-
tects Acts and Architects Regulations of each State and 
Territory to accredit programs as a function of regulat-
ing architects. This also gives some clues about what its 
scope and purpose might be.

The Accreditation Procedure is designed to provide a 
robust system of evaluation for architecture programs in 
Australia so that the Registration Boards have advice on 
which to base their statutory decisions about the accredi-
tation of programs in their jurisdictions.

The Accreditation Procedure currently measures pro-
grams against 37 relevant Performance Criteria (of the 
70 in the Standard), so that graduates of that program 
are eligible to continue their pathway to registration as an 
architect in Australia. It is not the only standard applied to 
programs, but it is the one the profession tends to look to 
with great expectations.

Each successive review of the Procedure has critically 
reflected on how accreditation would mediate the diverse 
expectations of University management, federal agencies, 
regulators, frontline teachers, architectural practices, and 
students themselves. Accreditation means different things 
to different communities, and sometimes those expecta-
tions deviate from the regulatory purpose, scope, and 
aspiration of the Accreditation Procedure.

Rethinking accreditation
The recent review of the Accreditation Procedure occurred 
at a time of considerable changes in policy, practice and 
regulation. In New South Wales alone, a fifth architecture 
program is in development, and another looks like it’s 
about to change quite a bit; there’s a new Architects Reg-
ulation for NSW and as we know, the Higher Education 
Standards (Threshold Learning Standards) 2015 came into 
effect this year. It should go without saying that architec-
tural education is operating in a shifting and increasingly 
regulated environment, so what did the review look at? 
And what were the outcomes?

The review had two phases, the first was undertaken by a 
Review Group – who developed preliminary recommen-
dations and distributed their report to its stakeholders in 
mid-2016. This was taken up by a Development Group – 
who undertook consultations in early 2017, and delivered 

https://www.aaca.org.au/wp-content/uploads/ANZAPAP-Review_Final-Report_28June2017.pdf


the Accreditation Council – who are the national voice for 
the accrediting authorities – and establish a Management 
Committee that would comprise members from key stake-
holder organisations, namely the Institute, the Boards, 
the Accreditation Council and the universities (through 
ADBED and AASA).

As well as the ongoing responsibility for the quality assur-
ance of the Accreditation Procedure, the Committee 
would be responsible for maintaining the Standing Panel 
and approving the Accreditation Review Panels under new 
criteria that would no longer emphasise stakeholder rep-
resentation, but instead focus on qualification, diversity, 
and balance.

The costs of accreditation have also been considerably 
restructured to more accurately reflect the governance 
of accreditation, with expenses being shared between the 
AACA (on behalf of the Boards) and the Providers. This 
allocation of financial responsibility also reflects a grow-
ing interest that the Boards have in shaping the future of 
accreditation, and by extension, futures of architecture 
education.

While we transition to a new Accreditation Procedure – 
to be implemented in 2018, we see two important trajec-
tories going ahead. The first is to promote the new Pro-
cedure and its value by engaging and informing those it 
serves: the public, students, educators and professionals. 
The second, as we see it, is to look ahead at the future 
of accreditation, which is our way of thinking about the 
future of the programs we accredit, the graduates we edu-
cate, and the future of practice they embody.

Can we regulate to innovate?
For the Boards – or anyone else for that matter, education 
doesn’t stop at graduation. Our investment in nurturing 
cultures of learning at schools is transparently an attempt 
to instill urgent and effective cultures of learning in the 
profession.

We see accreditation as the first opportunity we have to 
introduce competencies that will prepare young practi-
tioners to not only get registered – but enable them to 
enter – and transform – the practice of architecture in 
ways that we can’t necessarily predict.

That’s why we’re also invested in enabling a culture of 
learning that matures through registration and in ongoing 
professional. To develop discipline-wide approaches to 
education and learning, we think and act beyond dichot-
omies of education and practice – our regulatory scope 
insists that we do. That’s why we aim to engage, learn, and 
share our findings with you.

Being the lead learner
We think standards like the Accreditation Procedure are 
missing from our national discourse, at a time when seri-
ous questions are being put to the future of education, 
practice and the regulation of places. By creating spaces 
for these questions to be heard, challenged, and refined, 
our aim is to better understand the drivers of emerging 
regulation so that we continue to serve the public interest 
and build a capacity for transformation among architects.

more information
This primer shouldn’t be read in isolation, in fact there are 
a number of important documents and articles that con-
tribute to this conversation. If you are interested in joining 
the conversation, these are a good place to start:

ANZ APAP Final Report. ANZ APAP Development Group 
(2017)

Primer on Standards: National Competency Standards for 
Architects. NSW Architects Registration Board (2017)

Australian Architectural Education and Competency 
Framework, Report on Consultation process November 
2015 - February 2016. Kirsten Orr (2016)

Learning and Academic Standards Statement: Architec-
ture. Susan Savage. Australian Learning and Teaching 
Council (2011)

Higher Education Standards Framework (Threshold Stan-
dards) 2015. Tertiary Education Quality and Standards 
Agency (TEQSA) (commenced 2017)

Pathways and gateways: the structure and regulation 
of architectural education. UK Architectural Education 
Review Group (2013)
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Salon on Standards: Accreditation
September 28, 2017

To develop this conversation, we have invited three expert 
voices to the table, who bring considerable experience 
from their profesional, educational and regulatory 
backgrounds.

Professor Susan Savage is the Director of Learning Futures 
(QUT), Australian Discipline Scholar for Architecture, 
Registered Architect and Chairperson of the Board of 
Architects Queensland

Professor Gerard Reinmuth is Practice Professor (UTS), 
a Registered Architect and Director of TERROIR, and 
Academic Member on the NSW Architects Registration 
Board.

Kathlyn loseby is the Chief Operating Officer of Crone 
Architects, a Registered Architect, AIA NSW Chapter 
Councillor and Examiner for the APE.

This discussion will be documented, and a podcast of the 
Salon will be available shortly after the event. If you’d like 
to join the discussion, you can reach out to us HeRe.

Standing Panel members must be either 
experienced practitioners with an under-
standing of architectural education and 
registration requirements, or experienced 
architectural educators with an under-
standing of architectural practice and reg-
istration requirements.

- ANZ APAP DeveloPmeNt GRouP, 2017 -
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