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Recently when the Malaysian Competition Commission 
(MyCC) announced in the local dailies that PAM has 
dismantled “PAM’s Scale of Fees” a lot of our members 
expressed their shocks and disbeliefs. I received a few 
calls and text messages from PAM members asking for 
confirmation as well as what PAM was going to do about 
it. Many members later were relieved when PAM issued a 
press statement to explain that it was the “arbitrators 
scale of fees” which was abolished under the demand of 
the MyCC, while the Architects Scale of Minimum Fees 
which is under the purview of the Board of Architects was 
not affected. 

The Architects Scale of Minimum Fees (SOMF) is part of 
the Architects Act 1967 which was gazetted by              
Parliament, hence it’s the law. Inside the SOMF, the basic 
architectural services to be provided is outlined so that 
the Clients are informed of the duties and responsibilities 
of the architect. The Architects Act 1967 ensures that the 
public is protected from sub standard services from the 
architect and at the same time upholds the integrity of 
the profession.

All architects would like to be paid according to the 
SOMF, however some architecture firms, either small or 
big at times have succumbed to commercial pressures 
and have accepted lower than SOMF. The implication of 
this to the profession is that more and more architects 
have found themselves in situations whereby they either 
accept to be appointed at a lower fee, or lose the job to 
another architect who is willing to accept the lower fee. 
The implications to the industry would be whether the 
architect who accepts the lower fee can actually fulfill the 
expectations of his clients, with his resources fully 
stretched to the limit, especially under the current post 
GST economic conditions.

Our neighbor Singapore has for many years abolished 
their mandatory Scale of fees, and only use it as a guide. 
In Europe, having a scale of fees is considered illegal as 
it prevents competitive fee bidding. In the UK where the 
scale of fees had also been abolished, some professional 
architects lamented over the loss of the scale of fees. 
According to them the highly competitive fees has 
become so impractical that many architecture firms are 
finding it difficult to maintain their firms’ profitability. In 
the U.S where professional architecture fees is quoted 
based on the estimated cost for the firm to carry out the 
project, many architects are grumbling about how 
difficult it is to operate and maintain their firms with the 
“market rate” fee.
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So where do we stand, and which route do we want to 
take? Maintain the scale of fees or abolish the scale of 
fees like in those more developed countries and           
economies? What would be the implications of not 
having the SOMF? Does the SOMF really matter, since the 
clients do not want to follow it anyway? Every architect 
need to remember that the original SOMF was drafted 
based on actual practitioners feedbacks on the surveys 
conducted by PAM, for the actual cost for doing a project. 
The average of the cost of the doing the project by the 
architecture firms of various sizes who participated in the 
survey were then formulated to become the SOMF which 
was the predecessor of the current one.

Personally my view is that, in the interest of the public 
and the profession, not only must we protect the scale of 
fees, but we must also ensure that it is adhered to by our 
members and enforced by Lembaga Arkitek Malaysia 
(LAM). Without going into the details, suffice to say that 
accepting lower than SOMF will be detrimental to the 
project and the end user will be the one mostly affected. 
To send a clear message to the profession regarding the 
law to apply the SOMF for all projects, we must play our 
part and report any breaches of the SOMF to LAM for 
them to take action against the culprits. As a deterrent to 
all architects, LAM should impose a substantial amount of 
fine or suspend the license of any architects who accept 
lower than the SOMF. All this is to ensure that architects 
have the necessary resources to provide the kind or 
services as architects to meet their Clients expectations. 
For those architects who are bold enough to accept lower 
than SOMF, they should realize that they are still required 
to perform all the services as outlined in the SOMF        
document. There are no short cuts, even if they find that 
their resources are fully stretched to the limit, and     
breaking at the seams.

There is no valid excuses for us to accept fees lower than 
the SOMF. We must insist on fees according to the SOMF 
for all our projects. By abiding the SOMF, we will protect 
the integrity of the profession and at the same time we 
will protect the public’s safety and health with quality 
design, creating comfortable and pleasant living and 
working environments both indoor and outdoor. But we 
need to work together, help each other and hold the 
same convictions, to achieve our objectives. Let us 
together take the first step, towards a fair business 
climate for all.

Ar.Mohd Zulhemlee An
President 
2015-2016

Scale of 
Minimum Fees 



The enquirer would like to have the 
clarification on the validity of the CCC 
issued by the Architect for the following 
reasons : -

1. The failure by the Developer to 
insert in the SPA the building plans 
which has been endorsement by  
the architect, to signify that it’s 
approved by the Authorities as 
mandatorily required under Clause 
13 of the Schedule H SPA; 

2. Failure to ensure that the Developer 
has built the common property in 
accordance with the approved 
building plans ;

3. Failure to ensure the electrical 
points and bib taps provided is in 
accordance with the nos stated in 
the Building Specifications; 

4. Failure to ensure that the common 
facilities are ready to be used and 
enjoyed by the residents ie the 
gymnasium and the Bin Centre at 
the time of delivery of vacant 
possession ; and 

5. To ensure whether the approval of 
all the relevant departments have 
been duly obtained for the issuance 
of CCC. For example, TM was never 
called to do testing and the cable 
room is not in accordance with TM’s 
requirement. Insufficient plug 
points and not air-conditioner for 
ventilation and to prevent           
overheating. After my numerous 
complaints, TM finally went on site 
to do the testing on 25-05-2015 to 
issue the relevant Certification on 
testing approval. 

Some residents have not even been 
given a copy of the CCC despite having 
requested for it for the last 6 months. 
Some have event requested documenta-
ry evidence of the approval of all the 
mandatory government agencies for the 
issuance of the CCC to be provided to 
them but again to no avail.

The residents are thus concerned if 
indeed the building and the common 
property is fit for occupancy seeing      
the many defects, shortcomings and 
promises not delivered by the Developer. 
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Complaints & Queries
Nature of 
Complaint/ Queries Complaint / Query Reply / Action to be taken

Issuance of CCC The Committee reply is as follows:

We would also note the following :
a.  We confirm that completion of the building works in 

accordance with the approved building plan is a   
requirement, prior to the issuance of the Certificate of 
Completion and Compliance (CCC) by the Architect. 

b. Issuance of the CCC by the Architect to the developer is 
also a requirement prior to the delivery of vacant 
possession to a purchaser. 

c. Schedule H if the Housing Development (Control and 
Licensing) Regulations (the standard sale and Purchase 
Agreement) does allow for the delivery of common 
facilities after vacant possession of a sub-divided unit. 
We hasten to add though, that the Developer is also, 
still set a time frame to deliver these common facilities. 

d.  PAM, as a private association, can initiate investigations 
into the conduct of any of its members upon receipt of 
a formal complaint. Our empowerment to investigate 
though is restricted purely to our members and does not 
extend to registered architects whom are not our    
members, nor any other government departments, 
statutory bodies nor private developers.

e.  We would as such, suggest that you follow up with your 
complaints by approaching the Ministry of Housing with 
a request that they call for a meeting with the developer, 
Architect, relevant authorities and the apartment 
purchasers to resolve their/your complaints. 

We can still open investigations into the conduct of the 
Architect upon receipt of your formal complaint but would 
advise you consider the following :

1.  In accordance with our Constitution, PAM is only 
empowered to act against Architects whom are        
members of the institute and any action against any 
member guilty of misconduct is restricted to either 
dismissal or suspension of their membership. 

2.  The statutory body empowered to regulate the conduct 
of ALL registered Architects is the Board of Architects 
(Lembaga Arkitek Malaysia) and their powers by 
statute, extend to the de-registration, suspension, 
reprimanding and the imposition of fines on any          
registered Architect 

3.  Based on the grounds of double jeopardy, PAM is unable 
to investigate any case which is also being looked into 
by LAM and vice-versa. 

Should you still wish to lodge an official complaint, we would 
advise that you consider carefully, the body with whom you 
wish to lodge your complaint with. 

You may contact the Board at the following address:         
Lembaga Arkitek Malaysia, Tingkat 17, Bangunan JKR, Jln 
Sultan Salahuddin, KL.



PRESS STATEMENT IMMEDIATE RELEASE

Malaysian Institute of Architects (PAM) in collaboration 
with MERCY Malaysia had organised the Help Nepal Fund 
Raising Drive which was launched on 28 April 2015. All 
contribution has been channelled to victims of           
earthquake Nepal through MERCY Malaysia. 
 
The Second Secretary of the Embassy of Nepal, 
Mr. Uttam Kumar Shahi attended the ceremony and 
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witnessed the official Handing Over Ceremony and Mock 
Cheque Presentation to MERCY Malaysia which was    
held at PAM Centre on 9 June 2015. The total amount 
collected is RM 31,750. 

PAM wishes to thank all donors on their noble               
contribution towards the victims of earthquake Nepal. 

5 June 2015
 
PAM RECOMMENDED REVISIT STRUCTURAL 
REQUIREMENTS IN CRITICAL AREAS IN SABAH

A magnitude 6.1 earthquake is taken seriously in many 
countries. For example the Seismic Design Codes    
(Building Standard Law Revision 2000) for Japan states 
that buildings should be designed to withstand a 5.0 
magnitude earthquake.

As a precaution and to prevent losses to properties and 
potential dangers to life, PAM wishes to  recommend an 
audit of the buildings in the affected areas, be               
carried out, to ensure that the structural integrity of the 

buildings remain intact for the safety of the occupants 
and the public. 

PAM is of the view that it is timely to revisit the structural 
design and requirements of buildings located in areas 
subject to seismic activities in Sabah and other parts of 
Malaysia to prevent any untoward incident in the future. 
PAM is willing to discuss and work together with the 
Association of Consulting Engineers (ACEM) and other 
professional bodies to study the issues and to propose 
our recommendations to the Government, relevant local 
authorities and related Government agencies.

Ar Mohd Zulhemlee An
President, PAM

HELP NEPAL FUND 
RAISING DRIVE

From left: Ar. Mustapha Kamal Zulkarnain, Ar. Mohd Zulhemlee An, 
Mr. Uttam Kumar Shahi, Ar. Mohamad Ayof Bajuri and Ar. Mel Soong Press Conference of Help Nepal Fund Raising Handing Over Ceremony

Ar. Mohd Zulhemlee An giving press statement at the Press Conference Astro Awani is interviewing the PAM President, Ar. Mohd Zulhemlee An
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Tanduk Project

Bubble deck installation at ground floor level Loading of bubble deck using Al-Ambia crane over the TNB cable

Fair face finishing concrete at the lift surrounding area Shear wall concretefinishing at lower ground level to 
ground level facing NSTP multi carpark building

Lower ground floor fair face concrete finishing Bubble deck props to supporting structure

Top view of the bubble deck system at ground level Site preparation to receive concrete from Lafarge

Pouring concrete mix the bubble deck Levelling concrete mix ready for Zacklim flooring

SUMMARY PROGRESS REPORT ON PAM CENTRE AS AT 30TH JUNE 2015

Construction commenced:                        24th March 2015
Construction scheduled to complete:    23rd May 2016
As reported by Al-Ambia: 4.10% completion versus projected 18.06%. Al-Ambia is 13.96% behind time.
As reported by Al-AmBia they are 59 days behind schedule.

Construction progress :
•   Al-Ambia has started to install bubble deck on the ground floor.
•   The shear wall is now at level 1.
•   The lift shaft is now at level 1.
•   Columns are erected to level 3 and protected.
•   M&E is currently in progress now at level 1 bubble deck.

Amount certified to date RM1,972,800.00.



PAM has made a courtesy visit to the MATRADE on Wednesday, 17 
June 2015. PAM was represented by Ar. Mohd Zulhemlee An,         
Ar. Haji Saifuddin Ahmad, and Ar David Teh Teik Lim.

While, MATRADE was led by YBhg. Dato’ Dzulkifli, Chief Executive 
Officer and Encik Raja Badrulnizam, Director.

The items discusses are as follows:

1. MATRADE to organise a special marketing mission for PAM 
Members and Architects unlike the current practice of            
following contractors or developers. 

2. Government should provide better incentives and grants to 
promote and encourage Malaysian architectural practices to 
export their services and compete globally.

3. MATRADE to organise special programmes, incentives and 
grants for Malaysia Architects to promote their services 
overseas, just like UK Trade Investment (UKTI) which work
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 closely with RIBA and has short term and long term plans to 
promote British Architects at overseas. MATRADE could also 
assist Malaysia architects firm to set up offices overseas.

4. MATRADE to assist PAM Members to export services and to 
coordinate meeting with relevant authorities on identify up 
business overseas.

5. MATRADE to work together with PAM to identify architects 
that are ready to export services and MATRADE to work 
together with the Malaysian Embassy to get potential client 
and architects for overseas collaborations.

6. To promote architects with expertise in certain projects.

7. To identify how PAM could assist MATRADE to disseminate 
correct information to Architects.

8. PAM to work closely with MATRADE to identify the facilities 
assistance required for architects to export services.

9. MATRADE to organise business briefing for architects on the 
areas and projects in potential countries.

10. MATRADE to undertake market intelligence/study in potential 
countries for architects to export services.

11. MATRADE and PAM to continue to support each other on 
MATRADE overseas mission.

12. PAM to provide a list of exhibitions and missions that PAM 
would like to participate with MATRADE taking the lead.

MATRADE expresses their appreciation to PAM for PAM’s interest in 
working together with MATRADE to promote the export of             
architecture services.

PAM has made a courtesy visit to the Malaysia Investment Develop-
ment Authority (MIDA) on Tuesday, 7 July 2015 was represented by 
Ar. Mohd Zulhemlee An, Ar Lillian Tay Wai Fun, Ar. Sarizal Yusman 
Yusoff, Ar Ahmad Ridha Abdul Razak and Ar Erdayu Os’hara Omar.  
Ar Mohd Zulhemlee did a presentation on PAM’s background.

While, MIDA was led by Puan Noor Eida Ahmad, Director of R & D 
and Business Services and attended by few other Officers.

PAM highlighted that PAM as the Institute and even the                   
architecture firms were not aware of some incentives or grants 
offered by the government agencies. PAM explained that most of 
architecture firms in Malaysia are based on sole proprietorship and 
they may not eligible to apply for the incentives or grants as most 
are only registered with its professional regulatory body.

PAM was briefed on the Divisions in MIDA and particularly the 
functions of R & D and Business Services Division that focusing on 

how to bring in investment into the country in the services sector.

The items discussed are as follows:
1. PAM proposed that architecture to be grouped under creative 

industry.

2. PAM proposed to work with MIDA to encourage PAM Members 
to export services.

3. PAM suggested special tax rebate or tax discount or reducing 
tax rate to all Malaysian architectural consultancy fees for 
overseas job.

4. PAM suggested that MIDA could give PAM a space at all MIDA 
foreign offices for PAM to set up an info centre.

5. PAM is also concerned on the opening up the Malaysian 
market to foreign architects.  PAM hope that the government 
and GLC companies could look into join collaboration with 
Malaysian Architects rather than directly appointing foreign 
architects. MIDA responded that MIDA has Foreign                
Investment Coordination Division with their functions are to 
promote foreign investments in Malaysia’s manufacturing and 
services sectors and assists foreign investors on investment 
related matters.

6. PAM suggested MIDA to propose to the government that there 
must be transfer of knowledge in the collaboration between 
the local Architects.

7. MIDA informed that currently they are doing some study on 
the effect of liberalisation to the services industry.

8. MIDA has agreed to add an information and link to PAM 
website in their Architectural Consultancy Services booklet.

PAM COURTESY VISIT TO THE MALAYSIAN INVESTMENT DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY (MIDA)
TUESDAY 7 JULY 2015

PAM COURTESY VISIT TO THE MALAYSIA EXTERNAL TRADE DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION
(MATRADE) ON WEDNESDAY, 17 JUNE 2015 AT MATRADE’S OFFICE



ARBITRATION PROCEEDINGS
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PREAMBLE

Having been the Founding Chairman of PAM Arbitration Panel in 1978 and having presided over 70 local and overseas 
arbitration cases to my credit, I am perhaps qualified to share with my fellow colleagues on the above subject              
reasonably close to my heart.

Further, I am appointed the First Panel Arbitrator of KLRCA with which I have been associated since the days of the late 
HE PG Lim; I had been offered a Fellow membership by the Chartered Institute of Arbitrators, London.

My write-up herewith is expressly confined to  the PAM Standard Form which had hitherto been used for all building 
projects by architects being registrants of both PAM and LAM.

From time immoral, arbitration is not precisely law. It is expressly a resolution process for building disputes by             
appointed arbitrators to establish, through the investigating process, the facts and evidence connected therewith 
gauged against the due practice and compliance with the provisions of PAM Standard Form of Contract. 

An arbitrator needs only know the basics of the Rules of the High Court 1980 and the Evidence Act 1950 for conducting 
arbitration. Legal procedures specifically practised and adopted by any court of law is not strictly  required for conduct-
ing arbitration proceedings, as otherwise the true aims and objectives of arbitration would be unfortunately defeated. 

ESSENCE OF ARBITRATION

A skillful and experienced arbitrator being an architect by profession should be able to assess independently without 
influence by perusing the submitted documentations connected with the project administration in dispute. In addition, 
this is complemented by a properly conducted hearing process which evidence adduced by the accredited witnesses 
can be evaluated on weighty basis to reach the required decision for award vis-à-vis the applicable contract conditions 
prescribed by the PAM Standard Form of Contract.

In fact, examination of witnesses represented by actual persons gives additional benefits to the presiding arbitrator to 
detect truthfully the required evidence compared to standard Witness Statements prepared by representative legal 
counsels with a tint of manipulation of the truth. Only experienced arbitrators can readily detect this irregularity.

ARBITRATION POORLY AFFECTED BY LEGAL REPRESENTATIONS

Due to the mammoth inordinate delays suffered by courts at large the judiciary had recent years introduced a KPI 
assessment to rate judges’ performance in order to expedite clearing of outstanding court cases in delays. 

The pros and cons of the aforesaid are that in the case of the former it had shortened court proceedings in terms of 
time but the cons thereof had unfortunately resulted in many defective judgments being landed in the Court of Appeal, 
especially in the Construction Court who are admittedly not fully conversant with the modus operandi and practice of 
the PAM Standard Form thus often handing down unsatisfactory judgments.

At the aforesaid court hearing, the evidence adduced by the witness concerned is not truly representative of his 
evidence but one contained in his Witness Statement prepared and preempted by his representative legal counsel.

Truly speaking, when a witness reading out his Witness Statement prepared by others contradicts the Evidence Act 
1950 as the evidence given is not voluntarily save that it is being dictated by his legal counsels. This gives rise to  
disparity in judgment not truly reflective of the common disputed issues  such as those pertaining to Clause 2.4; 30.4; 
23.8; 15.4 etc. 

The legal counsel treating arbitration as if it is simply a civil or criminal case in courts is irrelevant and is is wrong.

Prof Dato’ Ar W Y Chin
P Arch; B Arch(Syd); M TCP(Syd) A CI Arb(Lond); FPAM; FRAIA; FMIP; ARIBA; MRTPI; MRAPI.

Chartered Architect  +  Chartered Town Planner  +   Chartered Arbitrator
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LEGAL PROCESS  NOT PROMOTING ARBITRATION PROCEEDINGS

In fact, both the Arbitration Act 1952 (Revised 72) and the Arbitration Act 2005 have no citing of legal counsel             
representation requirements for arbitration. Lately, however, legal representation requirement in arbitration has 
become a norm rather than an exception. 

This is man-made misconception rather than a prerequisite especially misrepresented building contractors who are illy 
advised that the requirements of legal representation in arbitration is mandatory. This is not true because legal counsels 
are not conversant with the modus operandi of the PAM Standard Form save to substitute it as if it is law.

Fortunately, nowadays larger construction firms are well equipped with multiple in-house consultants to assist them to 
avoid arbitration proceedings Being changed overnight to one like a civil court proceeding in lieu of arbitration.

The presiding arbitrator ought to maintain his autonomy and control over the conduct of the arbitration proceedings 
rather than be overly dictated by representative legal counsels. His prime objective is to get to the bottom of the facts 
by whatever his means and not being dictated by legal representation for his decision-making.

As a matter of fact, anyone conversant with the general knowledge of arbitration with minimum legal knowledge and 
the professional practice governed by the PAM Standard Form of Contract would serve a better reference to pioneer an 
arbitration proceeding than any outsider legal counsel because it is reiterated that arbitration does not overly involve in 
the element of law. 

Even practising architects themselves many hereof are not fully conversant with the PAM Standard Form least to say 
the same are not applicable to legal practitioners, many thereof behave as if they are acting in LA Law.

In ancient days, witnesses are expected to adduce evidence entirely on their own accord, prohibiting external influence 
or guidance; to-day, they are often represented by legal counsels who misguide evidence despite the fact that no     
leading questions are allowed to be asked.

Court procedures of to-day insist that witnesses must submit their respective Witness Statements, so drafted and 
prepared not by themselves but by reflected views of their representative legal counsels. 

Without the witness’s self-produced evidence, this is, strictly speaking, contradictory to the Evidence Act 1950, apart 
from, of course, the cause of natural justice.

EXAMINATION OF WITNESSES

In other words, the examination-in-chief entirely based on the Witness Statement is not a true reflection of the witness’ 
own evidence and it could be quite misleading intended to influence the presiding arbitrator. It is to be reminded     
herewith that arbitration hearing is not a court hearing like that of  a civil or criminal case.
 
Of late, to make matter worst, the examination-in-chief has been totally dispensed with, thus allowing the Respondent’s 
legal counsel to jump straight into cross-examination, thus depriving the benefit of the witness an opportunity to      
elaborate the facts contained in his Witness Statement.

Presiding arbitrators should not allow this to happen when the presiding hearing is under his control. If allowed, it 
prohibits the witness concerned to adduce his evidence which is in breach of the law of natural justice and discredits 
his role as a presiding arbitrator.  

Admittedly, the above short cut measures saves time but time saving is not the criterion in evidence dissemination. 
Sadly, if the presiding arbitrator allows this to happen thus sacrificing his autonomy over the control of arbitration 
proceedings, this will invariably defeat the aims and objects of hearing which the arbitrator if condoned is not fair to 
the position he is holding to discharge his duties. Why must he needs to condone and sacrifice his autonomy just 
because it is adopted by court proceedings?

At cross-examination, the Respondent’s legal counsel obviously prefer to select and pick on those salient points 
contained in the Witness Statement to exploit in his favour by cross-examining questions that disallow the witness to 
elaborate further his answers save to confine them to “Yes or No’ answers. Is this fair, a role in which the presiding 
arbitrator cannot condone injustice in his judicial role save to expose his own weakness. 
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In fact, the presiding arbitrator can deemed to have erred in his duty and responsibility wanting to search for the truth 
which is the basic principle of arbitration. He has thus failed in his duty because he wanted to follow court procedures 
which it is reiterated herewith that arbitration is not law and nowhere in the Arbitration Act 2005 had cited legal      
counsels are specifically required in arbitration proceedings!.

Written Submission is like essay writing, quoting the facts and evidence in reference to support his winning case. You 
really do not need citing extensively case precedents in support. And you likewise really do not need a lawyer to prepare 
and write your Written Submission. In fact, if lawyers rely on “yes or no” answers recorded in the Notes of Evidence, 
this is equally meaningless if not misleading. Arbitrators only need to know the facts and you do not need a lawyer to 
present this!

CONCLUSION

This brief write-up is intended to provoke food for thought to improve PAM arbitration which during the last decade it 
has remained in the doldrums.  Perhaps due to over-complacency rather than to capitalize on its monopolized product, 
the PAM Standard Form of Contract, for further advancement. 

In fact, PAM arbitration instead of reinforcing its own authority has instead been eroded by the dictate of the legal 
profession. Hence, PAM cannot remain indifferent must be vigilant to improve and to stay on top with quality                 
arbitrators.

Over recent years, dispute settlement by arbitration has become very expensive.  Because of  the prevailing Clause 34 
of PAM Standard Form and Rule 24 of the Architects’ Code, PAM arbitration remains relatively commanding. This is 
because all building projects implemented in Malaysia are undertaken by architects who are both LAM and PAM         
registrants.

Albeit KLRICA and MIDB each has its own Standard Form, they cannot match PAM’s as far as building contracts are 
concerned; the monopolized product of PAM Standard Form belongs expressly to PAM and overly supported by PAM 
Architects. 

In all fairness, PAM must come forth with an updated and simpler set of guidelines for the conduct of arbitration 
proceedings, as otherwise it will lag behind in the long run unconsciously.

Under the Arbitration Act 2005, no legal counsel is specifically required as long as its proceedings are conducted in due 
compliance with the Arbitration Act 2005. There is no specified requirement for Witness Statements; in fact,  a simple 
synopsis with a parallel schedule of substantiated claims or counterclaim should suffice. You do not need Queen’s 
language. Mediation in simplified procedures can be incorporated with a Summary write-up that can take over the place 
of Written Submission.

In all the above arbitral procedures, the disputing parties can act for themselves without legal representations. Since 
arbitration is not law; cutting down all superfluous will certainly reduce the overall arbitration cost. If one were care to 
look closely on recorded notes of evidence from hearing proceedings, one would realize only a little percentage thereof 
can de practically used for adoption? There is mammoth wastage, which with such savings they are favorable to all.

PAM cannot remain a close-shop affair; in Singapore, they do not adopt the long drawn project specifications; they had 
introduced a short form project specifications for implementation with only the application of the specified item are on 
BQ and they move on with a speedier implementation.

My family owns a chain of 12 Japanese restaurants; the first thereof opened 5 years ago is now demolished for total 
refurbishment. It is such renewal policy for business to move on.

Likewise, PAM must be prepared to change for the better; otherwise to remain dormant without changes. It will be 
overtaken by rivalries which by then we will cry over split milk! 

Professor Dato’ Ar WY Chin  D.S.P.N
Vice President, Limkokwing University of Creative Technology
Cyberjaya;   Kuala Lumpur;  London;   Beijing;   Botswana;   Lesotho; 
Swaziland; Kuching; Jakarta; Bali; Phnom Penh; Yemen ; Sera Lorne 

5.5.2015 (Completely Revised on 15.5.2015)





Council approved the new membership applications of 1 Corporate Member,           
35 Graduate Members, 4 Associate Graduate Members, 1 International Member,             
1 Non-Resident Corporate Member, 157 Student Members, 3 Reinstatements of           
Corporate Member, 2 Reinstatements of Associate Graduate and 1 Resignation.

PAM Sabah Chapter reported that PAM Seismic Design Guidelines and Code is          
applicable to the whole of Malaysia. 

ADR committee reported that the 1st inaugural committee meeting was held on          
8 June 2015. There were a few key areas that the Committee targeted for 2015:

i. Adjudication course
ii. Promotion of arbitration to young Members
iii. Expertise Determination 

PAM had a discussion with CIDB to conduct a joint training Bootcamp on BIM. CIDB 
had agreed to collaborate with PAM and to provide training facilities and refreshment 
throughout the Bootcamp. It will be held on 23 - 30 August 2015 with the target of 20 
participants. It will be an intensive training on pre-requisite and familiarity of BIM 
software.

The Professional Practice Committee is pursuing the Professional Practice Course 
(PPC) programme for those sitting for the Part III Professional Examination 2015.        
40 – 50 participants had been attending the course. The Committee will also conduct 
intensive workshops in Kuala Lumpur, Sarawak and Johor.

The mission statement of the Liberalisation and Professional Development   
Committee is ‘Overseeing Professional Competitiveness’ and, the key areas to be 
focused during this Council term are as follows:

a) Advocacy of Architects to Government Bodies and Foreign Embassies;
b)   Control of Activities of Foreign Architects/Design Firms;
c)   Amendments to Architects Act and Liberalisation

The Membership, Constitution and Youth Committee’s mission now is to unite all 
Architects. The strategy to achieve the mission will be as follows:

i. Create loyalty and attachment to PAM
ii. Increase number of young Members
iii. Informative and accessible
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