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Starred Questions
Ministry of Housing & Urban Affairs

CIRET AR
AT T AL w0 WA

1. Whether the .Hon’ble Minister of Housing and Urban Affairs is aware that
undex.' the .Archltects Act, 1972 enacted by the Parliament, the title of
Architect is protected and not the practice of Architect?

wmﬁwwgﬁa@mﬁsﬁmwﬁméﬁwwmaﬁﬁuﬁﬂwﬁﬁw
TR, 1972 % st e 1 SqRr aeher &, 7 F aregfag (srfhewe) A i

2. Wl}ether the Hon’ble Minister is seized of the problem of unqualified
individuals engaged in architectural practice, in view of the facts given in the
Contextual Note?

wmﬁwﬁmﬁwﬁﬁqwmﬁaﬁmﬁﬁwﬂ@wmﬁmg%
A Ry aregEeT T AR TR R 2

3. Whether such complexes like the New Parliament Building and the Supreme Court
Building could also have been designed by unqualified individuals or Engineers, as they
have been engaged in architectural practice across the country? Since Engineers—
whose curriculum does not contain even an iota of architectural design—and other
unqualified individuals, who do not possess the professional or technical qualifications

required under Article 19(6) of the Constitution of India for practicing any profession,
are being granted licences by local authorities throughout India to practice

architecture?
wmmmsﬁtwﬁgmwﬁwmﬁﬁmmwﬁmﬁm
gﬁﬁvﬁméﬁwmmmm,ﬁ%&méﬁmﬁmaﬁm
m@g?mﬁ%—%wﬁmmmwsﬂmmﬁg—w
I Y =, ﬁ%m%ﬁm%mww)%m%ﬁ%ﬁ&ﬁmawm
mﬁ%qaﬁmmmamﬁﬁﬁwmﬁﬁﬁ,a%hm%w
mﬂwﬁmmaﬁmm%ﬁmaﬁﬁﬂWmmgu

4. Whether the Government would take up the requisite amendment in a

larger public interest and safety to protect the practice of architect in a
similar way as that of the Advocate Act or IMA Act to protect these

professions?
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5. Whether the Hon’ble Minister would give an assurance for the requisite amendment to protect
the practice of architect in the Architects Act, 1972 within a fixed time frame, as otherwise the
sole objective of enactment of the Act is being defeated?

ey T st SR SRR, 1072 3 weter i AT & ST A G & T
sy ¥ RffT 8

et qar-gaT F e STaeae ATy T ATETEA a9 ST
1 o Ieed § Fde g T |

CONTEXTUAL NOTE

hitects Act, 1972 was that a large variety of buildings with

many extreme complexities and magnitudes were being constructed. With the increase in

building activities, many unqualified persons calling themselves architects were undertaking
and quite frequently unsafe, thus

the construction of buildings which were uneconomical
disrepute. There was a need for statutory regulation

bringing the profession of architects into
to protect the general public from unqualified individuals working as architects. Thus, the
Architects Act, 1972 was enacted by Parliament.

The objective to enact the Arc

r 0 77 I297 T AT i AT e Y s stfewr
sirc a2 STy & wae! w7 i gy =T AT sy Fmtor srfafafert # gfe % T, 5wy
wﬁﬁmaﬁaﬁéﬁwmﬁmﬁﬁwvﬂeﬁ,ﬁ%wmﬁﬁaﬁt
ﬁg@%é’r,ﬁﬂ@raﬁwﬁﬁﬁmwﬁﬁ@@vﬁl TR, FAAT Y AT
mﬁﬁﬁ%wﬁ%ﬁqﬁrwﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂmﬁm&wﬁlaﬁﬁw%w%m

sfafagw, 1972 srftrfaafae

ear 2020, the Supreme Court of India gave a decision that Section 37 of the Architects
le of Architect but not the practice of architecture like the Advocate

Act where the practice of Advocates and Doctors is

s arfarAaw, 1972 &1 9]

Inthey
Act, 1972 protects the tit
Act or Indian Medical Association

protected.

T 2020 ¥, T ¥ atyg = & fufe fRar f srfohergn srfafaam, 1972 i e 37
Srrer TR Y IUTIY it T FRAT &, 7 aregwar it Afdew F—s=i srfga<
SRR ST ST FRrfareaT @ srfafaae.® srfdaserst ofx steey & srvamw & fAfds
AT WET T T ]

This has opened the plethora where individuals not having requisite qualifications in the

archit'ecture stream have been giving architectural design and submitting building plans for
sanction to various local authorities, as the local authorities throughout India are giving
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1ic<'ans.es. In the quineering curriculum, there is not an iota of architectural design of
buxl'dmgs, but taking note of the decision of the Courts, the unqualified individuals and
engineers are engaged in architectural practice.

mmmm@ﬁ%aﬁméﬁﬁmmmwmﬁaﬁwﬁﬁm
Wm@%ﬁﬁﬁammﬁﬁmmﬂaﬁﬁﬁmﬁﬁﬁ
mﬁ%m%wﬁvmiﬁwﬁmﬁﬁmmﬁmtﬁlﬁﬁﬁwﬁﬂmi
Wmmﬁﬁiﬁ#ﬂaﬁe‘mﬁﬂﬁm%ﬁﬁwmwmﬂm
1 &l SR aregEe it e FE

Article 19(6) of the Constitution of India empowers the State to make laws relating to the
professional or technical qualifications necessary for practicing any profession. Though the
Architects Act, 1972 isa Central Act, all the States follow it, and while giving licenses to
professionals like Architects, Town Planners, Engineers, Structural Engineers, Supervisors,
and Draftsmen etc., the State Governments do not follow the constitutional obligation &an
simply copy and paste, without applying mind, the suggestive guidelines from the National
Building Code which is not legally binding. Itis a voluntary Code for reference only. The
Jand and building is a State subject and within the exclusive legislative and executive
jurisdiction of the State. Hence, buildings and matters like norms as well as other aspects
covered in NBC are within the exclusive legislative and executive jurisdiction of the States.

m%ﬁﬁmmﬁ%&?w(@mﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁmméﬁaﬁWsﬁﬁm
mﬁ%mmmmﬁ%maﬁﬁm%ﬁﬁamwﬁlwﬁ
arfeTed Afeman, 197zﬁwmé,ﬁmmwm§,m
mﬁ?a’rﬁw?fwmmmmﬁ%ﬁ@ﬂﬁmm#ﬁﬁr@gl F =
ﬁmmmﬁmﬁ%ﬂmﬁmmﬁmmﬁg,mmc
ﬁ%m%m&wﬁaﬁgaﬁtmwg@@éﬁrﬁmgl ffy si e TF AT
%@ﬁtzﬂ%aﬁﬁma‘mmcﬁq&qﬁﬁwﬁmm ‘
arfereTe 8 ¥ A B

» Amendment in Architects Act, 1972: Needed

In the absence of clear provisions in the Architects Act, 1972 to protect the practice of

architect, like in the Advocate Act or IMA Act, it is of utmost importance in the larger
public interest to amend the Act to protect the practice of architect; otherwise, the

very objective of enacting the Act is being defeated and violated.
L ICIERU 1972ﬁmqﬁ€ﬁ§ﬁzﬁﬁwwﬁmﬁmmﬁ%

mﬁ-ﬁm%a@m@ﬁvqmmﬁmwaﬁrﬁwﬁg_zgaém
i ‘%mmﬁ#@w%mm,ma%ﬁw%ﬁﬁa@%m
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Ea;tem Book' companv. The text of this:verslon of
the; Supreme Couitin. Emlam Baok f:ompnny A ‘D B.

(2020) 16{SupremeCourt Cases: W46

/ DRD. HANDRACHUD: f'i,_(.DAJAY RA,STOGI T &

COUNCIL: OF: ARCHITEQTURE v Appelfaity
| Wbsis ”
MUKESH:GOYAL. AND OT,HERS ‘ : ‘ i Respﬂmdﬂm&
'i%‘ di v ﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂ
L ‘Hel

‘architei
possesslng 1)
apply for reglstrntion as; s-an “architect” =" ‘ X
i . :osswsin certain: minimumzeducatl i | ngay

: "§p£ alised knowles & assoclated with: sarchitects: —-aWDl‘dB xnd Phrnses‘.—- :
“Arehiteet”

B. Architects Act; ‘Policys
chltect,\ '

2005 —Holding po : te »
SeniorAuhitectbymd:vMualsnm stered with Council of AT e, 0

Impcrmisslbllity
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registered tmdet the: 19

qualifications: and: speciahsed Ko ciat
Holdlng post: aing, term “Architect” has roal- )
referred 1088 AR urchitect ‘whichiis'not .matter of\.mere ‘nomenulatm:e

1 v&dual who does not: possess»degmc in‘Architectm‘e to;postiusing .
tagchitcct" would violate| prohibitionon Lusaoftieof “m:chiteqt"i

_— Onfaqts"helu. thoiigh power: .of Noida:Authorify toichoose titleito: Var;tous~
posts: underits upervision and: to: provide and: ‘modify, minimum: eligibility:-
criteria for promiotion: s acknowledged it it caniot b .etmmed io.‘«;pro mote
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this judgment s protected by tha law declared by the Suprama CourtIn Eastam Book Gompanyy, D.B.

Modak, (2008) 1 SCC 1 pares 61, 62463,

COUNCIL OR ARCHITECTURE V. MUKESH GOYAL 447
C. Axchitects Act, 1972 =85, 35,737, 2(a), 14,15, 17 and 23 —Individuals

not registered under the Architects Act:<— Whether can practise actlvities
|a undertaken by architects; including design, supervision and construction
| of buildihgs — Held) S. 37 creates légal prohibition on use of “title: and
style of architect” and not practice — “Fitle -and 'style ‘are distinct from

prictice — Wiile prohibition on use of title merely réstricts individual from
attaching said title ito their name, prohibition: on practice creates bar on
. mctust undertaking of specific actions < Architects:Act:does not prohibit -
|b  untegistered tndividuals from practising activiiles undertalien by architects
" — Besides; profession of architecture involves wide range of actlyities carried
out by ‘architects in concért with other actord Including draughtapersons,
builders, engineers and designers — Position contrasted with that-0bialuing
under the Medical Counell Act and the Advocates Act; respectively
A — If absolute iprohibition is. imposed. against unregistered Andividuals
& from “practising architectuze® it would lead to:confusion as to:what activites
' form practice of architecture and whatmot, which may result in host:of other
Iegitimate professionals being barred — Varied professions form:essential cogs
in overall machinery. of construction;, ‘and design; supervision, construction
cannot be:done by:architects alone.— Advouates: Act; 1961-—8,29 — Indian
Miedical Couneil Act, 1956, 8..15(2) .

Drinterpistation of Statutes —Basic Rules — Determinationof leglsiative
intent/Object of Jegislation — Held, Intention of legistatiire is best evidenced
by ‘text of statute itself.— However; whereplain readiug of statutéleads to
absurd or untessonable meaning, text of statute must be constiwed in light.of
 object and purpose for which statute wag exacted
|e — Statetnent of ‘Objécts: and! Reasons of Architects Act makes dt
1 evident that legislature/was undoubtedly-concerned with risk jof unqualified

persons yndertaking constriiction of buildings leading to costly:and dangerous

buildings — To: guard: against that. risk ‘minimum standard -of statutorily
- recognised qualifications were'stipulated before aniindividual was designated
| as “architect” ~ However, legislature.did not intend ta create:prohibitionon
|f  practice.of architecture and associated activities by unregistered individuals

— Af opposed to case of physiclans. or strgeons wader the Medical
Council Act or advocates under the Advocates: Act, legislature conscicusly
chose to employ less stringent measure in.case of architects, merely prohibiting
unregistered’ individuals.-from using; “title and :style” of architect ~- Court
lg cannot . delve intoreasons fof legislaturels choice ~= Aschitects ‘Act, 1972~
1% 8s. 35,37;.2(a); 14; 15;:17 and 23 — Advocates Act, 1961 ~— §. 29 < Indian
| Medical Council Aet, 1956;8:15(2) -

__E.Administrative Law==Subordinate/Delegated Legislation — Primacy
of Parent: Statute/Primary:Statutes~— Reiterated ‘that del P o
; :Statute/Erimary Siatutes = teilerated that delegated legisiation
is susceptible to.invalidity-on:ground:of being unltra-vires:not only its parent

%

{h  legislation bt also:other primary legislation
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e T SUREME COURTCASES @m0 i6scC
{itlo a post that includes fndividuals Who T gisired archtocts UBdSE 2
Associate ArC 14 result in 4 violation of

the Architects-Act as “Associate Architect” WOWIG AT (ol o0 of Gauliati
Section 37 of the--.Archi'tec‘ts,Ac't".'-iiﬁ-;fT’ulJ"a:-szgo‘iQathczHi}%!i‘fC‘?uﬁ?éfrﬁa‘!hm"

expressly ‘yh,el_dia_that- t_he'.."i‘-‘dliibit‘ibnsfgn»\thc“;use:ofﬁﬁtle.n.a gLyle oL Bl
contained.inSc.ctiqn"37‘Qi.f-ﬂiQ_AiChi_téC'liéf?fAc_tiﬂii}ilie?'"‘,.t@h@ih’i?ﬂ"“‘e"?d,i‘:’i‘.i.‘fals
and govcrnment‘*employecéa ‘The reasoning of the High Court on this issue
commends itself for our acceptauce. The textof Section37 makesnodistnetion
between ‘gove;_'rn‘r_n"ésx_xt-e‘mp‘,l_tr'xyez‘_c".s‘:;nni:l‘ii‘,1’1"!.3‘—'5 individpals. g

35. The U.P. Industal Ares Development Act provides Noida with the
power to make rules for the yignagement of :itéfi!immal' affaics. In:exe,”ise
of this power, Noida formulated the 1981 Service Regulations. ;-\Reg’qlaﬁgn\ 16
of the Service: Regulations sets: out the of Reqru%tm‘cm” - for posts
under Noida’s‘.aumorily;,vBy'-clause".(ii_f,)f gulation 16, Noida has the pOWer
to modify: the ssources of recruitment for p;b,stsfiltld‘?ff-'i.tls':";suPc"V-ism‘.’h dt is

in exercise »o'ﬁ-_this;powef?lthgr'-Nbida-,.form'ulated,.the 2
pislation

which sets out the: souirces and: quail ( S Vil
departments. It is well established that. delegated le 18 'susc‘eptible
to invalidity on the grounds..of being ultra vires its-parent legislation but
also ultra vires other primary legislaton. Where the provisions of a primary
lepislation (the Architects Act) are contradictory o ‘the -provisions of a
dclegutcdlegislution( Pror olicy), the provisions of the primary
legislation must prevail. This principle is well established and has received

ions, In Indian Express Newspapers

articulation by this Court On geveral occas
(Bombay) (P) Ltd- . Union of India'® Venkataramiah, J. speaking for a three-

Judge Bench of this Court stated: (SCC p 689, para 75)

uzs, A piece of subordinate legislation does pot carry the same
degree of immunity which is enjoyed by a statute passed by-a competent
legislature. Subordinate legislation may be ‘questioned on ‘any of the
grounds on which plenary legislation is questioned. In addition, it may also
be questioned on the ground that it does not conform to the statute under
which it is made: It may further be questioned an the ground that it is
contrary to some other statute. This 1 because subordinate legislationmus! f

__weld to plenary legislation. [t may also be questioned on the ground that it

is unreasonable, unreasonuble not in the sense of not being reasonable, but

in the sense that it is manifestly arbitrary.” (enfphusis supp{icd)

The distinction made by the Allahabad High Court, tt
_ , that the 2005 Py |
Policy was passed under 8 State legislation, namely, the U.P. Ix?zlsu:;ttg;{lcxirzz
Development Act, and thus did not need to comport with the terms of tt g
Architects Act as a Central legislation is incorrect. LRI
5@. For the reasons stated above, inrespons

. ¢ ’ ponse o the firs g s af 2

the decision of the High Court of Allahabad and hold tllla(tluse;éit(i):nw;7a$r$e

6 Tulya Gogol v. Assn. of Architects, 1999 SCC
12 (1985) 1 SCC 641 ; 1985 SCC (Tax) 121 DN a
2 Mukesh Goyal v. State of U.P, 2014 SCC OnLine All 2638
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this judgment Is protactad by tha lew doclared by the Sup ot c,om’puny. i emidonry 44
Modak, (2008) 1 SCC 1 paras 01, 828 68 T oo Couin Bastam Bock Compny v, DE:

COUNCIL OF ARCHITECTURE v, INDIAN INSTITUTE OF ARCHITECTS 475

Architects ACt' does‘niot prohibit individyals not registered under the Architects
~ Act from undertaking the practice of architecture and its copnate activities. In
|4 response to the second question we disapprove of the yiéw of the High Court
of Allghabad and hold that Noida cannot promote or recruit individuals whodo
,not:hc)ld»a,degrec,:;in}archiLecture;’.recdguﬁed;hwthe,rAtchitcPw»Ac,t toa’postthat
uses the titlo or style’of “architect”., However, the authority 1s free to, change
the nomenclature: of the post to any aliernative as long as’it does not violate
the provisions of the Architects Aot by using the style and ttle of “orchitect’
dnits name,

1% 87. The appeals are partly allowed in‘the above: termAs./'lercvshz‘le be no
‘order as to costs. Pending application(s), if any, shall stand disposed of.

|e [CONNECTED ORDER(D)]

(2020) 16 Supreme Court Cases 475 _
(‘Bp.powz’;D'szKjMIsuA,'CLJ'; 'AND A.M. KHANWILKAR ’ '

~ ANDDRD.Y. CHANDRACHUD; 1J5) ’

| COUNCIL OF ARCHITECTURE .. Appeliant;

o Vorsus:

mmmrmsmmr’mopARCHITECT'S AND OTHERS "+. Respondents.
Civil Appeil No. 12649 of 20177, Order dated September 11, 2017

Architecis ‘Ac.fg 1972 — Ss. 15, 25 and 37 — Relterated, person not
registered as architect under. the Architects: Act, 1972 can practise as an
le architect — [Ed.: Thoughas clarified in Mukesh Goyal, (2020) 16 SCC 446, the
name and style of “Architect”.can be used only by persons registered under
the Architects Act.] - , (Para 3)

Councll of Architectare v. Manohar Krishniaji Ranade, (2020) 16 SCC 476, qffirmad
Manohar Krishnaji Ranade V. Pune’ Municipal’ Corpn., WP No. 1830 of 19

dated 29-11-2004 (Bom), cited ' ? S S
f DIG4303/3
Advacates who appeared jn thiscases

Naveen R, Nath (Advocate-on-Record) and Ms' Lalit Mohini Bhat, Advocates, for the

Appellant; carm o o

Tushar Mehta. Additional Solicitor General (Saket Sikri and Ms Ranjeeta Rohatgi,

-Advocates), for'the Respondents.

Chronological list.of cases vited ' ‘art page(s)
1" (2030) 16 SCC 436, Gouncil of Architecture™s. Manohar Krishnafi Ranade 4765
2. ‘WP No. 1830 of 1988, ordar;dated 29-11-2004 (Bomy, Manohar

Krishnaji-Ranade . Pune Municipal Corpn. 476b-¢

+ Arising outof SLP.(C) No. 24267 0f 2017. Arising from the Final Judgment and Orderin Mai
Krishnaji-Ranade N, Pane Municipal Corpn. (Bombay High Court, WP No: 18 Fridenanas
e el e : y High WPNo: 1830 of 1988, order
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COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF SUBJECTS & CONTACT HOURS OF
B.Arch. & B.E. (Civil) ON THE SUBJECT OF ARCHITECTURE COURSES

...... by Prof. R. Ramaraju.
...... as per INDIAN INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY, IIf KHARAGPUR Programmes — March 2018
Architecture Civil Englnesering
Programme Programme Romarks / Comments
s Subjocts / No. of Hours No. of Hours
No. Courses - Be| =p
[ E % 2 g 5 E g 3|3 § Architecture Clvll Enginearing
o | - & | e
~ .~
c Dosign & A speclal Subject of Croatlvity & Deslign
Baslc Design
1 15 | 45 60 = = - [Study on Deslign Princlples &
VisUmIRESS Tralning on Visual Perceptions. Not a Subject at all.
A special Subject of Creatlvity & Deslgn
Exercises to stimulate Expresslon of
2. Workshop & Model - 90 90 E . - | Thoughts & Creative Visualisation to
Making dovelop the Deslign and Not a Subject at all.
Craftsmanshlp better by handling /
using variety of materials.
An excluslve Subjoct of Architecture
From Pre-historical, Vodic pariod to
current level on Peoplo's Life-atyle,
evaluation of culture and thelr neods
s (Mmool s | - [ 1385138 - | v | - |including Materise Tochnologlcal
Culture Principlos & Systoms on Bulidings, | Not a Subject at all.
Villagos & Towns and about Famous
Architacts, thalr Phllosophles and
Stylas evolved throughout the World
from anclent imes.
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& L1y Gytisiin ButivA o pronibariire |
4, | Theory & Princlples E?I:{l?d “”2‘5’ . . [ Congatan b reailt] 4 a4 | §
SHCLNRPEES petvens s s0d s pamarara | ot s Gubjectatall.
eMeards, whin aganizdng BuUsF TR, |
Eaereris sri OyaTs, | —
4 pasl; Bublest of Teshnolog] ?
6. :uslldlnq Matorials g0 | 45 | 106 | 45 | 45 90 [Trrroign warsregs A 8l BAGTHG [ Cravaantass B Manas ':
ciericas Vanras ard Ve ApULALTR in {reseg taaving elr |
Bulldings & alas Teating 1 | wirgnigtn | Gralty
' | 1. eyl Bubject of Buclal BLlencd
¢. | Environmental 45 . 45 | 0 | - 30 [Foanttiom simrersss, rACAUGER | popn trom pumre AL o
Studlos gf:‘:{’“;;ﬁ’;f vt Ao%:rwa 68 | o protierra of polisions i |
nw ) ( | &~ 4 L o {
dovslopmentia | soars st g
4 apmecial Bubject of Climats & BultEnvironmernt
T on effects of Gansral & Ko {
7. | Climatology and 45 | - | 45 | - - £ oons i ,
‘ Clmatas W Sosrarg L |
Bulltforms o Orarsation of BAGIGS & TR iNota Sutject zt all.
CLATIIGE W VLT G LRI | |
vass Gublect of Bits Ctudy
. 45 45 g0 | Aitypas of Buruys erd ravuments | ALty of Burewys KOG
8. 8ito Surveying 48 45 15 rreare Wogra A wiss \o Lt | Tetz! Bizton, GPE 4 Eztslite
2 Plan of a particular Bt o ; o fgaaiors, o o lotats
Lecaton. | poins & places.
A special Bubject of Bltg Study
poan from Erg Burvef i) b |
g, | Bite Analysis & 16 - 16 - . o | cperion of d2'a on 2l Benalitve {
Planning Facturs of Boa | Latin 860G Wi Mot a 8ubject at all.
presalog partiais & protioms wen
retnrencs \o speclt DUYLA. |

(% scanned with OKEN Scanner



A common Subject of Drawing Technlques

10 Architectural
* | Graphlcs & 16 | 45 60 16 | 45 60
Drawings Same Syllabus.
Fundamentals of Drawings. Architectural / Technical Representations.
A common Subject of Drafting by Computer
11. | Computer Alded .
Vlsugllzatlon 18 48 60 48 45 Comprehensively dealt with Drafting & Basic drafting of Building
Visual effects Including Walk-through. | Drawings
Purely an exclusive Subjoct of Architecture
Nearly about 14 to 24 Assignmants
on Land & Bullding Deyelopment
Projects - Deslgn Solutions done
after detalled study of various Human
12 Architoctural 106 | 676 | 780 | - . _ | activities, functions & behaviours with
* | Design space requirements for both Physical
Assignmonts Mental Comforts for each an Not a Subject at all.
every actlviiy and after completion of
thorough Case-studies on existing
similar performing Projects. Daslgh
Assignments are mostly done
indlvidually.
An important Subject of Bullding Construction
Bulldin i
13. COnstrgctlon 60 | 225 | 285 180 | 180 IEiiansivaly coverad all construction Mimadioovarate
Technology detalls including Clvil Syllabus. ge.
A common and Important Subject of Structural Engineering
Same content of Civll Syllabus. Except
Soll Mechanics, all basic Structural
El?jmunt: of Bulldings are covered
Structural . and the Principles of Special All basic Matarials &
14. | Mochanlics, Designs 225 80 315 | 330 330 structures such as Domas, Arches, | Mambsrs of Structures, but
& Systems Vaults, Folded Slabs, etc. as well aa | not Special and Large
tha Implementations of Systems like | Structures.

Pre-tenaila / stressad, Large Span &
Tensile Structuras are also studled
at the tima ef Incarporation in Desian,
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15. | Bullding Services & i A Common Subject of Bulldings
Equlpment 180 180 | 60 | 60 | 120 Not addressed
Fully covered, comprehensively as In
Architecture.
18 gpaclﬂcatlon, 90 90 A Common Subject of Bulldings
‘ stimation & = - 45 45 Almost same but squeezed to
Valuation Simost same but moro IMportant on | includo the mattors of
P ¥ Contracts, Tendars, otc.
17. 30 . 30 ; i} A general Subject of Architecture
Landscape Design ) Outdoor Desl
gning of Spaces
functionally and aesthetically. Not a Subject at all.
18 Human Settloments | 45 ) 45 An exclusive Subject of Architecture
" | Plannin ) i " | Morphology of Settlements and thelr
d generating forces and characteristics. Not a Subject at all.
An exclusive Subject of Architecture
19. g{banl Da:l}?n 8} 45 - 45 . . = | Study of Urban forms & components
anning Thoorles and thelr theorias, complex Issues and | Not a Subject at all.
solutions.
An exclugive Subjoct of Architecture
20. | Urban Housing & 90 16 105 - o . Study on Houslng Standards, Scclo- ' o
Humanities economic aspects, Slums, Houslng Not a Subject at all.
Concopts, Typologlos and Pollicles.
An exclugive Subjoct of Architocturo
Professlonal Study on Practice of Architecture, Role
21 P:actlco & Ethics 90 - 90 - - B olf Amxil"t?cu & their Code of Ethics
’ Bye- along Professional Laws &
rarwssulldlnn ye Bullding Rulos, Construction Not a Subject at all.
Managomaent & Contracts with current
Trends.
22. | gjoctivo Subjects 240 - 240 | 240 - 240 Subjects Intending towards thelr respoctive speclalisation
aroas
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under a ‘Practicing
Architect' Reglstered with
CoA holding Minimum &
years' experlence.

8
O
Aﬂl,?{t‘::‘m:ﬂ.d: wsfl ;;L:re Listed only Engineering
Tachnological subjocts, Subjects.
?;i:l'?mgm 8ubject towards Core Matters
23, = Complete
Study & Design ' 270 | 270 - 300 | 300 [ Thorough study & research on the A specific Item or matter fully or
Solutlons on a Project, Individually to come out with a | partly with or without a Solution
Project. Design Solution as being done by may be taken by an Individual
Professlonals, or a group of Students.
gﬂﬁ 90 | 4 20/ Tralning towards Core Aroas
24, Practlcal Training / . Day week -
Seme 24 | systomizod Tralning exactly at the
Internship ster 8 8 Days | place of Profasslonal Flold as a part L'gﬁégsg'p during summer
of Curriculum, ye.
8 Yrs =10 Semastors. B. Arch. - Architecture Is all about the matters of Land and
» 3916 Contact Hours 4Yrs—8 Bulldings in & around with reference to Human actlvitios &
* One full Semester - | * % Yr8—8 Semesters. | 451 a0 ds from Micro-Villages to Macro-Clitles.
25 Total Min. 90 days * 3240 Contact Hours
’ ug- g: :“’)“’j’r‘;/ Mandatory Tralning * 30 - 38 days Training | B, E. — Clvil Englneering Is about the matters of Materlals &

Exposure during Summer
Holldays.

Members In Structures used In the constructions of Bulldings, Bridges,
Rallways, Highways, Dams and other Imigation-Structures, etc. with
roforencoe to tholr strength & quality.

Basic Questions:

When not even a single exercise of ‘Planning and Designing of any Bullding' Is done, s It not foolish to designate the Civil Englneers as competent
Building Professlonals?

When more than 50%
Architects?

When not even a single word ‘Planning’ in any of its Subject in the Curriculum, how does the Civil En
Planners / Planning Engineers at the Government Offices of Town and Country Planning & Municipality Administrations?
The Factor ‘Making of Structure’ alone s not constituting the entire Bullding and Architecture. There
could be the Civil Engineers termed as ‘Master-Professionals of development of Land & Bulldings In the place of Architects?

of Architecture Core Subjects not being known and leamt, on what ground can the Civil Engineers become capable to replace

gineers bacome ellgible to get appointed as
are many other Important factors, While 80, how

+.by Prof. R, Ramaraju.
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