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LEAVING OUR 
LAURELS BEHIND
When I sat down to write the President Remark for the 
December 2020 issue of Berita Akitek, I thought that was the last 
time I needed to address the pandemic. My original intention 
was to charge into the new year at full speed. Less than two 
weeks into the new year however, we hit a bump and a U-turn.

The MCO 2.0 as it is called, is expected to end very soon. The 
media statement released by MITI spoke of a battered economy 
and a public healthcare system that has been stretched to its 
limits.  It does not sound as if we could endure another extension 
of the MCO despite the high number of new cases. Although the 
government put an end to the MCO, the implied message is that 
we should self-regulate our movements to prevent further 
infections.

Having said that, members should exercise sound judgement 
and caution when deciding to re-open your offices once the MCO 
is lifted. Do work from home and utilise online meeting platforms 
as much as you can. As for PAM, I am mulling the idea of offering 
an extended work-from-home option to staff. I believe it is an 
efficient and future-forward way of working that would help 
achieve better work-life balance. The same goes for us 
professionals too.

At the moment, we are at an important crossroads that would 
determine our way forward. Disruptive elements have brought 
our role in the industry under scrutiny. Are we not after all, the 
industry’s leader? We should use this moment as an opportunity 
to re-evaluate our practices in order to adapt. To do so, we have 
to be absolutely clear on where we stand. We should leave our 
laurels behind and find out what our clients think of us and in 
which area they feel that we should improve.

For this purpose, PAM has prepared a survey targeted at our 
clients and agencies. This is one way to quantify the satisfactory 
level of clients and third parties who have worked with us. More 
importantly, the result would enable us to know where we should 
buck up in order to meet expectations. One of the questions in 
the survey asks respondents on their reasons for engaging 
foreign architects, if they had done so. I believe many among us 
look forward to knowing the outcome of this particular question. 

By the publication of this issue of Berita Akitek, the survey would 
have been sent out to Government agencies, public listed 
development companies, Real Estate and Housing Developers' 
Association (REHDA) and Master Builders Association Malaysia 
(MBAM). PAM will be sending out the survey to members too, 
and would appreciate members to forward the survey to their 
respective clients. The survey will close on 15 March 2021, at the 
conclusion of which the result will assist us to formulate our 
strategy going forward.

The future is complex and we need to be adaptable. A case in 
point is the unforeseen challenges that the pandemic has 
brought to our industry. Members are welcomed to share any 
suggestion on how PAM can help to facilitate of our members 
under the current pandemic and economic pressing situation. 

PAM will represent members’ views and focus on the issues that 
matter most to the profession. 

As we have announced in the previous issue that PAM has now 
reduced the membership subscription fee by 50% this year to 
reduce the burden of our members who are affected by 
COVID-19 pandemic. We hope members will take this 
opportunity to renew their membership subscription at the 
discounted rate, and suspended members who has outstanding 
subscription for previous years will take this opportunity to 
clear the lapse subscriptions payment at 50% reduction rate 
too.

PAM will support members with networking, resources and 
work opportunities through design competitions and members 
firms’ exposure through our websites and social media. By 
becoming a PAM member, you can help PAM to do more for the 
profession. As a member you will have access to a range of 
benefits and programmes prepared throughout the year.

As part of broader concerns relating to our practice, we are 
working closely with the Government in finding practical 
solutions to ease the burdens of our members and to reduce 
unnecessary red tapes in our practice. The problem with 
unnecessary regulatory burden in construction industry has 
long been a bane to our industry. The journey is painstaking 
but to remove these hurdles, we need to collectively stand firm 
and work within the written rules. 

I wish to remind members to be well versed with relevant Acts, 
regulations and building by-laws when providing our services, 
especially, in our roles as Principal Submitting Persons. If we 
work within the law, it would be easier for us to fight against 
these unnecessary regulations. As long as we do not rest on 
our laurels and keep the pressure in the right direction, I am 
positive that we will eventually prevail. 

Before I sign off, I would like to take this opportunity to wish 
Happy Chinese New Year to our members who will be 
celebrating the occasion very soon. The celebrations this year 
will surely be toned down due to the circumstances but 
nevertheless I hope that it is still a joyful one with your close 
family. Do be mindful of the SOP and have a safe and joyous 
celebration. 

Datuk Ar. Ezumi Harzani Ismail
President, 
Pertubuhan Akitek Malaysia
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PAM ARCHITECTURE SCHOOL LIAISON PANEL MEETING
The PAM School Liaison Panel Meeting 2020 was held on 28 December 2020 via Zoom Online Meeting attended by the Head of Architecture 
Programmes, Lecturers and Student representatives from various architecture schools. The meeting was chaired by Ar Adrianta Aziz, 
Chairman of PAM Education Committee, to discuss activities, issues and future planning by universities and institutions. 

It was discussed in the meeting that COVID-19 pandemic has significant impacts on higher education institutions, mainly on the delivery of 
architectural education. Architectural schools acknowledge that they must be able to reprogramme the academic teaching methodology 
under COVID-19 pandemic. 

Last year, the 32nd Architectural Student Workshop 2020 scheduled to be hosted by Universiti Putra Malaysia (UPM) with the theme ZONE 
was postponed due to COVID-19 pandemic. Therefore, UPM will continue to be the host for the Architectural Student Workshop 2021 which 
is planned to be held in August 2021, subject to the situation of COVID-19 pandemic. The next host for year 2022 will be University College 
of Technology Sarawak (UCTS).

The previous host for the workshop was Infrastructure University Kuala Lumpur (IUKL) with the theme NYALA. Among the programmes 
conducted at the workshop are the Bina Nyala Installation, Initiation Night, Networking Modules, Performance Night, Architectural Talk, 
Sharing Session including the PAM Travel Scholarship Award 2018, Box Modules, Parabellum Modules and various integrated platform with 
the parallel event in conjunction with Built Environment Infrastructure Exposition (BEIX2019). 

The workshop provides students with exposure to creative skills and thinking activities such as pavilion installation and exhibition, 
performance night, networking modules, architectural talk, sharing session by eminent architects and many other programmes in parallel with 
PAM’s events such as PAM International Architectural Education Conference (PIAEC) and forums. 

The 2nd PAM International Conference in Architectural Education (PIAEC2019) hosted conducted in IUKL was participated by practitioners 
and academia from Malaysia, United States of America, Iran, Iraq, Morocco, Maldives, India and Bangladesh. PIAEC2019 with the theme 
“Sustainable Built Environment for Liveable Cities" was a successful sequel of the 1st PAM International Architectural Education Conference 
which was first initiated by PAM in the 2018.

A liaison meeting has traditionally been held during the workshop as a platform for updating the progress of each school participating. It is 
however no excuse to avoid the tradition practiced in these difficult times. This is the time to be informed and updated about our progress 
and challenges in our day-to-day teaching and learning activities.

Among the universities and institutions that joined the meeting are: 
• Universiti Sains Malaysia 
• Universiti Malaya
• Universiti Kebangsaan Malaysia 
• Universiti Putra Malaysia
• Universiti Malaysia Sarawak 
• Universiti Teknologi Malaysia, Kuala Lumpur
• Universiti Tunku Abdul Rahman
• University College of Technology Sarawak
• Universiti Tun Hussein Onn Malaysia 
• Taylor’s University

PAM would like to thanks all universities and institutions for their supports and fruitful meeting. 

• UCSI University
• City University 
• Infrastructure University Kuala Lumpur 
• Tunku Abdul Rahman University College 
• SEGi University & Colleges 
• USM KPM (PPD) 
• Politeknik Sultan Idris Shah
• Politeknik Sultan Haji Ahmad Shah 
• Kolej Yayasan Pelajaran Johor
• Malaysia Association Students Alliance



B A  J A N U A R Y  2 0 2 105

REPORT OF PAM REPRESENTATIVES
ON GOVERNMENT STANDING COMMITTEES,
COUNCILS AND BOARDS

7. Important matters or issues discussed at the meeting that are of interest to PAM:
 It was suggested for service apartment sprinkler to be based on building height of 90m to 120m, however no confirmation on the 

matter, unless captured in the UBBL 2020 amendment.
 
 PAM opined the requirement is too demanding for residential project, unlike, commercial projects where it should be applied. The 

matter pending for JBPM HQ direction.
 

Issue on FFAL and wet rising system is still pending for further discussion.

 PAM highlighted that the cladding on any building must comply with MS8414. It should be made up of non-combustible material, 
however, on existing buildings in Kuala Lumpur cladding (in 90’s era) installed with Polyethylene core. JBPM to discuss this 
internally on next course of action.

 PAM suggested to have separate discussion or workshop to discuss details on fire insulation shutter requirement.

 PAM mentioned that currently only on supplier with MS certification for insulation. PAM added projects approved previously & 
on-going at the construction stage should not be penalized with requirement for insulation.

 JBPM KL emphasized there must be a clear guideline on UBBL 2020 & its new requirement policy. This is highly depending on the 
detail’s discussion between the professionals (i.e. Architects, Engineers etc.) and JBPM Headquarters.

 JBPM shared the rate of rejection among consultant, rejection at architectural plans stage is 51% and at CCC stage is 25%.
 

Some points have been discussed and as follows:
 • PAM would like to share the data with PAM members.
 • JBPM KL open to suggestions on ways to improve the submission performance.
 • JBPM KL reiterated that the attendance of PSP is compulsory for project meetings.
 • A proposal for PSP/SP training and upskilling, but no update from JBPM HQ yet.

 JBPM KL clarified that for old-buildings without CCC/CFC, only as-built plan is acceptable for inspection, thus, to obtain FC.

 PAM informed that upon approval of UBBL 2020, JBPM HQ with professionals will be developing a new version of Red Book.

 Meeting adjourned.

Submitted by : Ar. Husam Abdul Fatah Haron, Ar. Chee Soo Teng
Date  : 11st January 2021

1. Title or Nature of Meeting/Seminar/workshop attended

2. Name of Government 
 Standing Committees, Council or Board

3. Name of PAM Representative (s)

4. Date, Time and Venue of Meeting

5. Chairman of Meeting

6. Other Key People/Parties/Institution represented at 
 meeting

: JBPM Dialogue with Professional

: Jabatan Bomba dan Penyelamat (JBPM), KL

: Ar. Husam Abdul Fatah Haron
 Ar. Chee Soo Teng
 Ar. Terenze Tee

: 30 December 2020
 Bilik Mesyuarat Nilam, JBPM, KL

: Tuan Nordin Pauzi, JBPM KL
 
: LAM, PAM, IEM, ACEM, IFEM, REHDA and JBPM KL
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PAM PRACTICE NOTE 1/2021:
ENGAGEMENT OF ARCHITECTS IN COMPLIANCE 
WITH ARCHITECTS RULES 1996
This practice note is prepared as a reminder to PAM members to always abide by the Architects Act 1967 [Act 117] and Architects Rules made under 
the Act which requires Architects providing architectural consultancy services to be engaged using Lembaga Arkitek Malaysia (LAM) standard 
Conditions of Engagement.

It is mandatory under the Act for the appointment of an Architect to be made in accordance with the Third Schedule of the Architects Rules 1996 – 
Conditions of Engagement of an Architect. No other condition of engagement is allowed to be used without prior permission of LAM. This is to ensure 
that Architects are properly engaged to deliver an acceptable standard of architectural consultancy services for the safety and health of the public.

This practice note also serves as a reminder to prevent actions which could bring the architectural profession to disrepute and compromises the safety 
and health of the public due to building failures. It is important to address irregular terms and unhealthy practices imposed by some developers and 
project owners in their Architects’ appointments that is detrimental to the services provided by Architects. Members are advised to inform their clients 
that they need to obtain approval from LAM before imposing conditions or schedule of fee payments that deviate from LAM standard Conditions of 
Engagement.

Architect Rules 1996
“Conditions of Engagement: Rule 29. (1) Except with the prior approval of the Board given for special reasons, an Architect shall only enter into an 
agreement for architectural consultancy services according to the Architects (Scale of Minimum Fees) Rules 2010, the Conditions of Engagement in 
Part One of the Third Schedule and the Memorandum of Agreement in the Part One of the Fourth Schedule.“

Architect Rules 2010
“Rule 27. Payment of fees for Basic Services:
(1) The fees payable to the architectural consultancy practice for Basic Services shall be made as follows –
 Upon completion of each phase       Percentage of total fee payable:
 - Schematic Design Phase   15%
 - Design Development Phase   30%
 - Contract Documentation Phase  25%
 - Contract Implementation and Management Phase  25%
 - Final Completion Phase   5%

(2) The architectural consultancy practice shall be entitled to monthly payments or at intervals to be mutually agreed upon by the architectural 
consultancy practice and the client in proportion to the Basic Services rendered so that the total fees paid at the completion of each of the phases 
of Basic Services rendered shall be equal to the percentage as set out in subrule (1).

(3) Notwithstanding subrules (1) and (2), where the architectural consultancy practice is engaged only for the purpose of the Contract 
Implementation and Management Phase and  Final Completion Phase, the architectural consultancy practice's fee shall be increased by 30% of 
the fee payable for these phases and shall be paid by installments based on the value of works as certified from time to time.”

PAM members should refer to LAM General Circular No 1/2017 that it is mandatory for architectural consultancy practices to charge their professional 
fees according to Architects (Scale of Minimum Fees) Rules 2010.

Any deviation from the stipulated Conditions of Engagement and Memorandum of Agreement shall not be accepted without obtaining LAM’s approval. 
Architect’s appointment with condition that stipulates 'Payment only after Launch of Project' contravenes Architect Rules 2010, Rule 27 - Payment of 
Fees for Basic Services.

In some housing developments, the Architect will be paid only after the downpayment from purchasers is collected. The Architect would have 
completed schematic design and design development phases at this point allowing the client to obtain AP/DL prior to launch. By accepting such 
conditions, the architect is exposed to the risk of not being paid if the project does not proceed due to unforeseen circumstances.

Architects may agree to monthly or any mutually agreed interval payments as stipulated in Rule 27(2) in proportion to the phases of services. If the 
payment schedule is not in proportion to the phase of services, members are likely to be exposed to the following risks and consequences:
i. Fees payment will be spread on monthly interval only after the launch of sales until the end of the Defect Liability Period. The Architect may have 

to bear the overhead cost of the services rendered prior to the launch of sales;

ii. At some point, the amount of the Architect’s fee retained by the client can be as high as 20% of their fees, despite the project has completed the 
construction works;

iii. By accepting deferment of fee payment, an Architect has to partially bear the commercial risks of the development. If the project fails, the 
Architect risks not being paid despite having completed several phases of his services;

iv. As a Principal Submitting Person (PSP), the Architect bears perpetual professional liability and financial risk of the project after submitting the plans 
to the Local Authority regardless if the client pays the Architect’s fee or not.

Conclusion
In conclusion, Architects should carefully consider the terms of their appointment to avoid placing their practices in grave financial risk and to avoid 
situations which could potentially put them in the situation where they are unable to perform their professional duties and fulfill their obligations as 
Architects.

We wish to receive feedback from members in relation to the challenges faced by members due to unfair terms of appointment for architectural 
consultancy services. You may contact PAM Professional Fees Working Group at fees@pam.org.my for us to follow up and act upon it in our efforts 
to improve the quality of our profession and services to the industry.



PRESERVING THE KUALA LANGAT NORTH FOREST 
RESERVE: CONSERVING SELANGOR'S ASSETS 
FOR THE FUTURE

Introduction
The Selangor Forestry Department placed a notice of de-gazettement of approximately 
930 hectares Kuala Langat North Forest Reserve or KLNFR, on 5 February 2020 inviting 
stakeholders in the district to send in their feedback and objections to the proposal within 
a 30-day time frame. The notice includes seven villages gazetted in the KLNFR, namely 
Kampung Orang Asli Pulau Kempas, Bukit Cheeding, Bukit Kecil, Bukit Perah, Busut Baru, 
Tanjong Rabok, and Bukit Kamandol. The villages are in the Tanjung 12 district. The 
KLNFR is part of a larger tract of land of about 8,000 hectares that has been gazetted as 
customary land since 1927. However, 90% of this has been taken away for development. 
The state government's reasons, saying the quality of trees in the Kuala Langat forest 
reserve that is a peat forest, had eroded due to fire and posed a continual fire hazard to 
surrounding areas with 40% of the area has become hutan rosot (degraded forests) due 
to fires and damage, and the area no longer has elements of the virgin forest it used to 
be. Therefore the State wants to change this area to make it more appropriate with its 
surrounding areas. This de-gazettement is also to prevent forest fires, a problem that 
threatened the ecosystem here a while ago. Apart from this, the de-gazettement is also 
being done to give way to the ECRL, which will stimulate new economies and galvanise 
new industries in Selangor.
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PAM Support
Pertubuhan Akitek Malaysia supports continued preservation of the Kuala Langat North Forest Reserve and proposes alternative 
solutions.

Rationale of Upholding Forest Reserve Status
•  The intrinsic value of the forest reserve that makes up of the people and culture transcends beyond the actual tangible value of 

the land as it has the spirit of the place.
•  This people, place and positioning or 3Ps are the very criteria of success of sustainable development as outlined by the UN Habitat 

Sustainable Development Goals
•  This green heritage of forest reserve is an invaluable asset of the State as well as to the country as we are one of many inland 

peat forests.
•  It is a unique place that acts as the carbon sink for the State especially nearby areas of Cyberjaya and beyond.
•  The forest may have degraded over the years due to fire, neglect and encroachment, however, instead of de-gazetting and 

deforestation, Selangor should carry out reforestation and improved management to restore its viability.
•  Many places of the world even our neighbours are moving towards afforestation or nurturing of forest on the same forest land.
•  This area that forms part of the larger forest reserve is part of the natural eco-system of urban sponge as many of the surrounding 

areas are already urbanised that absorbs most of the excess rainwater in high volume occurrences.
•  This will assist tremendously to reduce the occurrence of flooding and ponding as it is part of a natural low lying land or basin.

Reasons to Uphold the Forest Reserve Status
•  The state of Selangor needs to look at development differently and Selangor being a developed state must set an example in a 

different notion by respecting and reinvigorating nature in its quest towards sustainable and resilient development.
•  Forest reserves must be valued as an irreplaceable and invaluable asset that would create a greater multiplier effect to the 

surrounding real estates, directly, as well as to the State indirectly through its environmental, social and corporate governance 
mechanisms or ESG as world standards.

•  Making sure the intactness of this forest reserve would ensure the liveability of the surrounding developments to match with the 
best in the world.

•  This forest reserve accounts for the creation as well as multiplying existing biodiversity as it forms the natural green eco bridge 
from the sea to the hinterland where no other place in the world has it.

•  To address the fear of the imminent rise of seawater level, this tract of forest reserve land of this scale forms the larger piece that 
will act as the best ecological buffer that no money and technology can replicate or pay for the State of Selangor.

•  It will form part of the world example towards a sustainable defence of climate change and would save resources and also 
enhances the liveability of the State of Selangor to a higher echelon.

Significance of Preserving the Forest Reserve Status
•  Forest reserve in an area is akin to a rose among the thorns that would make the usual development look more beautiful and sets 

it apart from the rest.
•  Its presence creates the sustainability and resilience of place against any harsh climate change that affects the environment, now 

and the future, economically.
•  The preservation and nurturing of this forest reserve would ensure the survivability and robustness of the State of Selangor in the 

advent of climate change crisis as well as brings huge economic benefits far exceeds the investments proposed to be made.
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BUILDING INDUSTRY ENGAGEMENT SESSION 
WITH MINISTRY OF WORKS 
On 25 January 2021, PAM was invited as one of the industry representatives in an engagement session with the Ministry of Works 
(MOW). The main objective of the meeting which was organised by CIDB and chaired by the Minister of Works, Dato’ Sri Fadillah 
Yusof, was to gather feedback from the industry on how to control Covid-19 infection among construction site workers despite 
constraints in the public healthcare system.

PAM was represented by Datuk Ar. Ezumi Harzani bin Ismail, Datuk Ar. Tan Pei Ing, Ar. Abu Zarim Abu Bakar, Ar. Alvin Lim, Ar. Husam 
Abdul Fatah Haron and Ar. Yeoh Chen Lim. Other organisations represented were PERKOBF, PKMM, MBAM, ACEM and REHDA. 

The meeting started off with a briefing by Dato’ Sri Fadillah on the current situation especially on the limitations of our public health 
care facilities that are already utilised to full capacity. Industry players are requested to strictly adhere to the SOP to prevent further 
infections. The Minister advised contractors and consultants to focus on three main areas namely:
• The accommodation of workers;
• Enforcement of SOP at the construction workplace; and
• Transportation of workers between the work sites and their accommodations.

Dato’ Sri Fadillah informed that there are a total of 71 construction clusters with 10,670 infections, with 8,790 (82%) cases are foreign 
workers and 1,880 local Malaysian. Total Covid-19 cases as of the meeting date was approximately 184,000 cases. From the total of 
71 clusters, 39 are in Kuala Lumpur, 12 in Selangor, 14 in Sabah, whereas Negeri Sembilan, Johor and Melaka make up the rest of 
the number.

On the matter of accommodation at work site, the meeting was informed that the Ministry or Works together with the Ministry of 
Housing and Local Government (MOHLG) had agreed to allow for temporary workers accommodation to be built within the 
construction site with temporary approval and this is to be self-regulated by the PSP. 

MBAM had proposed an update of the Covid-19 Act to include cost sharing by Contractor and Employer on the matter of cost affected 
by the pandemic. The Minister had requested the proposal to be submitted on this suggestion to elevate this to the Attorney General.

Several representatives from contractors associations highlighted the expensive cost of doing multiple testing for foreign workers due 
to inability to contain the workers movement outside of the site after working hours. The control method discussed include usage of 
wrist band tracker and minimal movement outside of working site in addition to building on-site accommodation. Transportation of 
workers who are staying outside working sites need to be made available to reduce exposure to the public.

It was also agreed that workers accommodation need to include a dedicated isolation quarters for those who have been tested 
positive or their close contacts. Daily drill to remind workers about SOP adherence need to be implemented and once vaccine is 
available, REHDA recommended vaccination of workers to be done as this will be more cost efficient than having to undergo multiple 
testing.



PAM MEET MYCC ON SCALE OF FEE ISSUES 
26 JANUARY 2021
26 January 2021 – A special meeting was held between PAM and Malaysia Competition Commission (MyCC). The meeting was 
initiated to get better understanding and clarification and update on the Competition Act 2010 and its effect to the Architects Act & 
Rules, especially with regards to the Architects fees. 

The meeting was attended by Datuk Ar. Ezumi Harzani Ismail, Ar. Lillian Tay, Tan Sri Ar. Esa Mohamed, Datuk Ar. Tan Pei Ing, Ar. Almaz 
Salma, Ar. Azim Abdul Aziz, Ar. Norzakiah Arshad and Ar. Zamri Ismail from PAM. MyCC was represented by Mr. Iskandar Ismail (CEO), 
Puan Noor Azila Ahmad, Puan Siti Salwa Ja’afar, Encik Ahmad Rafdi Endut, Encik Zairan Ishak and Encik Mohd Farhan Afiq Harun.

The issue of architect’s fee came out due to a statement by Deputy Minister of Works that the Government does not need to follow 
the professional boards scale of fees. In some projects, professionals’ scopes of services were reduced due to cost-cutting measure. 
For instance, Architects’ scopes of services are limited to design only without supervision at site. PAM is of the opinion that the 
competition in architecture services should not be based on the price, instead, it must be competitive in the quality of the design and 
services offered.

MyCC informed that the Scale of Minimum Fee under the Architects Act is allowed under the law and the Board of Architects as the 
regulatory body, has the authority to enforce its application. MyCC also agreed that the scale of fees is important to safeguard the 
public interest as well as Architect’s integrity in delivering their services, however, it should not be used as a tool to promote cartel 
like activities. 

MyCC said if PAM is concerned on the quality of architecture services and compromise of building safety due to low professional fee 
payment, then PAM needs to work together with the Board of Architects to regulate the SOMF. The principle of Competition Act is to 
allow the protection of the process of competition. In relation to the industry players, its objective is to achieve innovation, 
continuation of entrepreneurship and better efficiency, subsequently, lead to the growth of economy. “There shall be no price fixing 
in group of competitors”. 
 
Tan Sri Ar. Esa said the Competition Act in Malaysia was introduced following the trend that was practiced in developed countries. In 
Singapore, scale of fees has been abolished and open competition has been practiced similar to most European countries.

MyCC emphasised that as long as the fees is regulated under the Act of parliament, it is allowable for the Board to enforce it and it 
does not contravene the Competition Act. However, MyCC will investigate if they found any group of architects who set their own fees 
scale. 
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PAM AWARDS 2020

B A  J A N U A R Y  2 0 2 113

The Award Ceremony was held on Wednesday, 6 January 2021 at PAM Centre. These Awards give recognition to Malaysian Architects 
who pursue excellence in design, to promote the advancement of quality built environment that creates a positive impact - whether 
socially, physically or culturally - in Malaysia, as well as to highlight the diversity of Malaysian architecture. 

A Master Jury comprising of five esteemed members - 
PAM President: Ar Lillian Tay
Malaysian architect: Ar Prof Laurence Loh
Malaysian Architectural Educator:  Assoc. Prof Dr Zalina Shari
Eminet Foreign Architect: Ar Abu Sayeed M. Ahmad
Malaysian Creative Personality: Assoc. Prof Jalaini Abu Hassan.
Convener: Ar Sacha Noordin 
Co-Convener: Ar Ng Chee Hin 

The Awards this year saw a total of 136 valid submissions 
14 categories: 
1
2
3
4
5
6
7

- Single Residential
- Multiple Residential (Low Rise)
- Multiple Residential (High Rise)
- Commercial (Low Rise)
- Commercail (High Rise)
- Commercial (Mixed Development)
- Education

8
9
10
11
12
13
14

- Industrial
- Adaptive Re-Use
- Interior Design
- SDG
- Special Category
- Hospitality
- Collaboration

GOLD SILVER

WINNERS

COMMENDATION
CATEGORY

Category 1: 
Single Residential & 
Building of the Year

Planter Box House - 
Formzero Cyel Architecture

House 68 -
Design Collective Architects

N/A

Category 2: 
Multiple Residential Low Rise

Karak Park Homes - 
GM Ling Architect

N/A N/A

Category 3: 
Multiple Residential High Rise

N/A Skyluxe on the Park at Bukit 
Jalil - Archimatrix Sdn Bhd

N/A

Category 4: Education N/A Precinct 14 Nursery -  
GDP Architects Sdn Bhd

N/A

Category 5: Industrial N/A Penang Island Waste 
Transfer Station - KH Architect

Federal Oats Mills Factory - 
Atelier Alan Teh Architect

Category 6: Adaptive Re-USe Harmony Centre Penang - 
Beu Tan Architect

N/A Butterworth Digital Library - 
Zon Design Rekabina Sdn Bhd

Category 7: Interior Design N/A N/A Penang Digital Library-Phase 2 
- Beu Tan Architect

Category 8: 
Commercial Low Rise

N/A N/A Galasa Event Place - 
Kuee Architect

Category 9: 
Commercial High Rise

Suasana PJH - 
T.R Hamzah & Yeang Sdn Bhd

N/A N/A

Category 11: Sustainable 
Development (Goal 3)

N/A N/A N/A

Category 14: 
Special Category

N/A N/A N/A

Category 13: Collaboration N/A N/A Blue Box - EDI Architects Sdn Bhd 
with Essential Design Integrated 

Sdn Bhd

Category 12: Hospitality Kloe Hotel - Masyerin M.N 
Arhitect

Movenpick Hotel & 
Convention Center – Hijjas 
Kasturi Associates Sdn Bhd

N/A

Category 10: Commercial 
Mixed Development

N/A N/A N/A

Building of the Year: Planter Box House
Architect: Formzero Cyel Architecture
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PAM STUDENT AWARDS 2020: SILVER AND BRONZE MEDAL
PAM Student Awards 2020: Silver and Bronze Medal final judging was successfully held on Monday, 21 September 2020 2019 at PAM 
Centre. There were 8 shortlisted entries for Silver Medal and 5 shortlisted entries for Bronze Medal category. The Awards Presentation 
Ceremony was held on Wednesday, 6 January 2021 at Dewan Presiden, PAM Centre, Jalan Tandok before the MCO was again 
imposed. However, the numbers on that day according to Covid-19 measures.

This year was the third year cycle of the PAM Student Awards is provided by generous support from principal benefactor, Tan Sri Dato’ 
Sri Ar Hj Esa Hj Mohamed.

Panel of Jurors for final judging as follows:
1. Ar Lillian Tay, PAM President 2019/2020
2. Prof Dr Ar Jimmy Lim, PAM Gold Medalist 2019
3. Tan Sri Ar Chan Sau Lai, PEF Board Member
4. Ar Adrianta Aziz, PAM Education Committee Chair
5. IDr Mohd Faisal Ghazali, MIID President 2018-2020 
6. Tony Liew Voon Fun, Academician / PAM Council Member 2019/2020 
7. Mr Fairuz Bin Abdul Aziz, PAM-Tan Sri Ar Chan Sau Lai 
 Architecture Awards Winner 2014

Convenor: Ar Amzar Ahmad
Co-Convenor: Ar Ng Chee Hin

SHORLISTED PARTICIPANTS RESULTNO

Lee Jin Ting, National University of Singapore
Clay Settlement

Muhamad Fariz Mohd Azahar, University of Greenwich
Living Monument: Sentient City for a Post-Socialist Proletariat

Wilson Tan Xern Ee, Universiti Teknologi Malaysia
Paradox: Reimagining Factory in the City

Chan Lee Kang, Tsinghua University, China
Rewrite the No Name

Izzati Hazmira Md Razi, Oxford Brookes University
Small Homes, Big Kitchen: Reinventing Small Kitchens in the Time of Millennial

Ngew Kah Sheng, Universiti Teknologi Malaysia
A Self - Sustained Community Elderly Housing

Ooi Wei Keat, University of Malaya
Center for Heritage and Cultural in Georgetown, Penang

Yeow Yann Herng, National University of Singapore
The Feeding Border: Reimagining Straits of Johor as Cross-Border Urban Commons

Winner

Joint First Runner-up

Joint First Runner-up

Finalist

Finalist

Finalist

Finalist

Finalist

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

LIST OF WINNER - SILVER MEDAL

SHORLISTED PARTICIPANTS RESULTNO

Tan Chee Kin, Taylor's University
Social Cultural Hub, JB

Kalvin Bong Jia Ying, Taylor's University
The Dematerialized Threshold

Ooi Ee Ling, Universiti Sains Malaysia
Ipoh Gateway, The Dulang

Tan Jie Xiang, Universiti Tunku Abdul Rahman
In-Between

Tien Jun Xiang, UCSI University
Revival of Hope

Winner

Finalist

Finalist

Finalist

Finalist

1

2

3

4

5

LIST OF WINNER – BRONZE MEDAL

Silver Awards Winners Bronze Awards Winner
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No. INQUIRY RESPONSE FROM TEAMCATEGORY

1. Submission Date: 
15 January 2021

“I have been operating as an sole 
proprietor since Mac 2017.  I have been 
collaborating with different business 
partners and they are mostly Part II 
architects who are bringing jobs in. 

My enquiry is: 
To grow the practice further, is it 
advisable to register a Sdn Bhd with a 
business partner (who is currently still a 
Part II architect registered with PAM and 
LAM, I don’t think he is going to get 
registered as Part III) with a 60/40 
shareholding?

We have plan to grow the company with 
more partners (there will be part II and 
part III architects joining in).

What are the areas i need to be aware of 
in general, to safeguard myself as the 
only registered architect in the 
company?”

With reference to your recent query, please find our response as follows: 

“The Architects Act 1967 [Act 117] does not prevent your collaboration 
with other professional Architects or registered persons in other fields. 
You may collaborate with Architects, Engineers, Interior Designers, 
Planners etc who are registered overseas as well. Working with other 
person/s who are not registered by any professional regulating 
body/bodies does not translate into collaboration. The person/s may also 
serve your practice as an employee or a person engaged with an 
employment under contract on a specific project basis. If the person is 
not a registered person with any professional regulating body, you may 
be responsible and liable for the whole works delivered by your practice 
including the works by the unregistered person as your contract 
employee.

As to your query on growing a practice, it does not necessarily mean that 
the only option is for your practice to be registered as a body corporate 
(Sdn Bhd). You may want to consider other options more suitable to your 
intended growth path. There are sole proprietorships and partnerships 
that undertake big projects as well. The structure of these practices can 
be established in many ways, and more importantly, the capacity of the 
practice needs to be set up proportionately to serve the nature and 
requirements of the projects you have been engaged. 

If you plan to register your practice as a body corporate (Sdn Bhd); 
accordingly, as a director of a body corporate, the conduct of the 
business and the running of the company will need to be governed under 
the Companies Act as well as comply with Section 7A(3) of the Architects 
Act and Rules 30A and 30B of Architects Rules 1996, which requires the 
following:
 
i.  Board of Directors - at least two third of its members are Architects. 

Day to day affair management team / managing director must be 
registered Architect/s. Decision on Architectural Consultancy Services 
can only be made by the Directors who are Architects.

ii.  Shareholding - Minimum paid up capital of RM50,000 and at least 
70% of the share to be held by Architects. The remaining 30% can 
be owned by any other person. Do note that your intended 60/40 
option will not comply. 

To safeguard your practice when partnering with others, please refer to 
the Architects Rules 1996, Rule 28(1) Code of Conduct for Architects. 

CATEGORY A:
Architect 
Practice

2. Submission Date: 
8 January 2021

Our company is writing in reference to 
the subject above which we would like to 
inquire. 

Further to the attached "Guidelines on 
the Third Schedule [Clause 4(1)] of the 
Standard Sale and Purchase Agreement 
For Land and Building (SCHEDULE G) 
and Sub-divided Building (SCHEDULE 
H)" of the following item with the 
description of construction work that 
must be/need not completed for 
certification:

SCHEDULE G: 2(c) The walls of the 
said Building with door and window 
frames placed in position

SCHEDULE H: 2(c) The walls of the 
said Parcel with door and window 
frames placed in position

We refer to your email query on 8 Jan 2021 on the above.

Please note our response as follows:

1) The guideline from LAM you rightfully referred to and attached in 
your email is the predominant and current guideline for stage 
certification. Rightfully, the guidelines and party who will be 
responsible to mitigate  the circumstances of the certificate will be 
LAM. Our response here is to represent PAM's view on the matter and 
we hope this will help in your decision making. It would be prudent 
for you to seek clarification with LAM for a consistent view.

2) Definition of metal frames: The definition for the material deemed as 
metal would generally be referred to any material which is malleable, 
fusible and hard. For the purposes of definition used in the 
construction practice, this would generally mean steel, aluminium, 
iron and so forth which is used to manufacture these frames. The 
frames referred in the LAM guidelines are the frames attached to the 
walls which will define the edge of the opening, which will then be 
attached to another element, be it a window panel ( fixed or 
operable) or a door panel or any other item.

CATEGORY A: 
Architect 
Practice

MEMBERS’ QUERIES - JANUARY 2021
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MEMBERS’ QUERIES - JANUARY 2021
No. INQUIRY RESPONSE FROM TEAMCATEGORY

and the statement of below:
For stage 2(c), the Architect shall ensure that 
the openings are properly formed to receive the 
metal frames and completed with lintols (where 
applicable) before this is certified.

Scenario:
a. 2-Storey Landed Terrace - Using aluminium system 

formwork with aluminium door and window frame 
without sub-frames. 

b. 30-Storey Serviced Apartment - Using aluminium 
system formwork with aluminium door and window 
frame without sub-frames. 

Given the above two scenario, we hope that you could 
answer our question below:
1. Definition of metal frame. 
2. Could Architect certified the Stage 2(c) upon 

completion of all non-structural walls, all party walls 
inclusive of wall stiffeners, with no aluminium 
window and door frame being installed within the 
said Building/Parcel?

3) LAM guideline clearly spells out that metal frames 
need not be completed for stage 2(c) certification. 
This has been amplified again in the supplementary 
notes which highlighted that openings are to be 
properly formed to receive these metal frames 
before certification of this stage. The underlying 
principle is that, if the walls can be completely erected 
and the subsequent frames can be installed without 
destruction to the certified walls with the opening 
intact, then said frames need not be installed for 
certification. However, if the construction details of 
metal subframes are those which are embedded/ 
keyed into walls via fishtail attachment or V shaped 
wires, these will need to be completed with the wall 
as a seamless process to complete the opening. 

4)  The same interpretation of the guideline applies to 
both Schedule G and Schedule H certification.

We hope that this clarifies your query.

3. Submission Date: 
28 December 2020

I would like to enquire whether changing of Principal 
Submitting Person (PSP) is allowed halfway through the 
project duration for a Body Corporate Architectural 
Practice:- 

Scenario 1: BP approved under PSP A. During project 
implementation, signing person for correspondence to 
Local Authorities, Form G and Form F for CCC changed 
to PSP B. 

Scenario 2: BP approved under PSP A. During project 
implementation, signing person for Certificates, 
Certification of Work Completion, Architect's 
Instructions, and correspondences related to the 
Contract changed to PSP B. Kindly advise whether the 
above can be allowed and any conditions imposed.

We refer to your query as received on the 28 Dec 2020 
and reply as follows:

For your Scenario 1, please be advised that Part II of the 
Building By-laws allow for the change of the Principal 
Submitting Person (PSP) subject to the local authority's 
agreement. 

We would advise that you check with the local authority 
on any of the conditions they may set before agreeing to 
such a change. 

For your Scenario 2, it is difficult to advise you accordingly 
as we have not been advised of the Form of Contract nor 
the Conditions of Contract used. 
We would advise that you refer to these Conditions of 
Contract for guidance. 

Nevertheless, should you be using either the PAM 2006 or 
2018 Forms of Contract, please note the following: 
a. The term “PSP” is only recognised under the Building 

By-laws. The PAM Forms make no reference to a PSP. 
b. The “Architect” may either be a “named” person or 

“any other form of practice registered under the 
Architects Act 1967”.

c. The change of the Architect is allowed for and we 
would advise that you refer to Articles 3 and 7 of the 
above-mentioned PAM Forms of Contract. 

CATEGORY A: 
Architect 
Practice

4. Submission Date: 
24 December 2020

RE: Borang G1 (Earthworks) – Overall earthworks 
versus Phasing earthworks 

Engineer ‘A’ appointed as overall earthwork engineer 
who has submitted and obtained overall Earthworks 
approval from local council in KM stage. Overall earth-
works consist of 220 acres site with 5 plots of land for 
different phases housing development projects 
(approx. 40 acres each phase). The overall earthwork 
approval drawings indicate general platform levels (cut 
& fill) and external main road levels. Overall Earthworks 
was carried out and completed. 

We refer to your query regarding the Form G1 as received 
on the 28th December 2020 and write to note the 
following:

1) You are advised to refer to the relevant Building 
Bye-laws for the requirements of the various G Forms 
with respect to the issuance of the CCC.

2) This Form G1 (Stage Certification : Earthworks) is the 
certification from the Earthworks Contractor and 
Submitting Engineer that they have supervised the 
earthworks and that to the best of their knowledge, 
the earthworks is in accordance with the Approved 
Earthworks Plans.  

CATEGORY A: 
Architect 
Practice
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Subsequently, Engineer ‘B’ appointed as Phase 
Engineer to develop one of the phase (Phase 1 in 40 
acres) for housing project. Engineer ‘B’ has designed 
unit platform levels in specific levels according to the 
Architect’s planning layout. The design platform is quite 
detail and more terranes compare with the original 
overall earthwork drawing by Engineer ‘A’ earlier. No 
Earthwork submission has been done by Engineer ‘B’ to 
the local council. Construction for Phase 1 has been 
completed based on Engineer ‘B’ s design platform 
levels. 

During stage of CCC, the Architect is compiling all 21 
Borang Gs including Borang G1 – Earthworks from 
consultants and contractors before issuance of CCC. In 
this scenario, which are the below Borang G should the 
architect attach for the compliance with CCC issuance:- 
1)  Borang G1 from Engineer ‘A’ base on previous 

overall earthworks approval and completed works, 
or 

2)  Borang G1 from Engineer ‘B’ based on Phase 1 
actual completed earthworks (Drawing number in 
the Borang G1 will state the construction drawing 
number issued by Engineer ‘B’ since no authority 
submission has been done earlier), or 

3)  Both Borang G1(s) above from Engineer ‘A’ & ‘B’. 

3) Under the Street, Drainage and Building Act, the only 
party empowered to approve any plan shall be the 
local authority. 

4) Based on the above, the Person (other than the 
Earthworks contractor) who shall be required to sign 
the Form G1 should be the Registered Engineer 
responsible for:

 a. submitting the earthworks plans to the local 
authority for approval and 

 b. supervising the execution of the aforesaid 
earthworks to ensure that it was in accordance 
with the Approved Earthworks Plan. 

Please be reminded that it is an offence:
i. if the Principal Submitting Person (PSP) fails to submit 

the set of "G" Forms in the time frame as set out 
within the by-laws and if

ii. the works on site deviate from any plan approved by 
the local authority without the prior written 
permission of the local authority.

No. INQUIRY RESPONSE FROM TEAMCATEGORY

Submission Date: 
18 January 2021
                                                  
RE: Query Loss & Expense Claim
My name is Suraya Ahmad Ramdzan, working in a 
property investment company. 

Due to the MCO and other events, we are facing a lot of 
claims by the contractor. Most of the claims are quite 
justifiable to be processed. However, we are not very 
familiar with the Loss & Expense claim. Our consultants 
do not have experience handling such claim either. Can 
you recommend anyone / any party that we can seek 
advise from?

Your email query on 18 January 2021 is referred.
As the issues pertaining to loss and expense claims 
require complex considerations, a simple reply will not be 
justifiable nor appropriate.

You may wish to contact and consider engaging PAM's 
architectural service centre, Architect Centre,  to provide 
you the advisory services you may need. 

Please contact Puan Raja Selamah of Architect Centre via 
email at rajaselamah@architectcentre.com.my or via 
telephone at +60173033768.

We hope that this is helpful. 

1. CATEGORY G:
Contract 
Administration

Submission Date: 
4 January 2021

RE: Inquiry on requirement for collaboration between 
Interior Designers

We would like to inquire and seek a written 
confirmation from your good office, on behalf of our 
client who owns an Interior Designer firm, on the 
following:-
1. Whether it is permissible under the Architects Act 

1967 and/or the Architects Rules 1996 for our client 
to collaborate with another Interior Designer 
(Individual) by way of a collaboration agreement for 
each project (not a partnership). 

2. If a collaboration is permissible, we are grateful if 
you can confirm and state any specific requirements 
and/or regulations for parties to adhere, observe 
and comply with.

In response to your query on 4th January 2021, please 
note the following:

1)  The Architects Act 1967 and Rules do not limit the 
collaboration of Architects with other parties, as the 
Act is to provide for the registration of Architects, 
Registered Building Draughtsmen and Interior 
Designer and matters connected therein. 

 As you are enquiring on behalf of an Interior Designer, 
and in particular collaboration with another Interior 
Designer, perhaps it would be more appropriate to 
direct your queries to the Malaysian Institute of 
Interior Designers (MIID) for advice.

2)  The statutory body tasked with setting the rules for 
the profession and its regulation is Lembaga Arkitek 
Malaysia.

2. CATEGORY A:
Architect 
Practice
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Council approved the new membership applications for December 2020 of 1 Corporate Member, 
128 Student members, 1 Overseas member, 7 Reduced Fee for Ordinary Above 65 Years Old members, 
2 Reinstatements for Corporate members and 1 Reinstatement for Graduate member.

PAM Sarawak Chapter (PAMSC) made a Courtesy Call to the Chief Minister of Sarawak on 22 
December 2020 to brief YAB on PAMSC’s involvement with the relevant ministries as follows:

1. E-Submission for Building Permits which involves one-stop online platform dealing with Building 
Plans, checking and approval, construction permits and notices, Occupation Permits and 
registration of Qualified Submitting Person (QSP).

2. PAMSC highlighted to YAB on the possibility of BDA and Dewan Bandaraya Kuching Utara to be 
included in the Submission system currently developed by SIANS. The system (eLA2) will be 
ready for implementation in January 2021 to all city councils under MLGH followed by municipal 
councils later on in the year.

Alternative Dispute Resolution Committee (ADR) reported that The RICS - AIAC Mediation 
Training Programme will be held on 18 – 27 January 2021.

Community and Social Responsibility Committee (CSR) reported that PAM had initiated passing 
of the baton from ARCASIA COVID-19 Taskforce i.e. ARCASIA Committee for Social Responsibility 
(ACSR) and ARCASIA Emergency Architect (AEA) to PAM as the custodian for localising the 13 
guidelines for local use. To date, the committee is still canvasing interest within and beyond PAM to set 
several committees to decipher the 13 guidelines to action plans within the seven months 
self-scheduled deadlines.

Continuing Professional Development Committee (CPD) has decided to postpone 
cpdUNLIMITED 2021 from 9th January 2021 to 27th February 2021 (Saturday). The decision was made 
due to the concern received from Members and Speakers on the increased number of COVID-19 cases. 
All PAM Committees to inform their speakers on the change of date.

Gender Equity Committee (GEC) had sent out an invitation to the Chapters’ and subsidiaries’ 
Chairmen to nominate a representative to join and attend the Gender Equity Committee monthly online 
meeting to discuss and to update on PAM Chapters and subsidiaries’ implementation of the policy. The 
Committee received positive response from PAM Chapters and PAM Subsidiaries. The Committee will be 
having a meeting in January 2021. 

Heritage and Conservation Committee (HCC) is still working on the drafting of Bomba Guidelines 
on Heritage Building in Malaysia.

International Affairs Committee (IAC) reported that there is no clear indication whether the UIA 
27th World Congress of Architects, Rio de Janeiro, Brazil will proceed in July 2021 as planned due to 
the current COVID-19 pandemic situation. UIA is still deliberating on this matter. 

New Corporate Members January 2021
1. Tan Saw Kun
2. Nik Aizam bin Salleh
3. Lau Yin Hon
4. Mohd Izwan bin Mohd Hizan
5. Meor Naim bin Meor Kamarul Zaman
6. Ong Khai Lim
7. Ng Shi Qi
8. Hue Kar Ken
9. Chin Zhen Xun
10. Goh Kheng Oon
11. Shiak Kai Loui
12. Liang Chen Chin
13. Tan Chew Yee
14. Too Yin Yee

New Associate Graduate Members January 2021
1. Diyana Binti Othman

New Academic Members January 2021
1. Nurdiyana binti Zainal Abidin
2. Megat Ariff Shah Bin Megat Omar

New Student Members January 2021
1. Khoo Iu Wan
2. Alya Nayli binti Anuar
3. Chen Hong Liang
4. Chung Jun Kit
5. Izzah Aida binti BAdrul Azmi
6. Liew Mei Hang
7. Moh Guo Yi
8. Regina Ang Li
9. Thang Wen Kang
10. Ethan Lai Kai-xian
11. Foo Swee Choo
12. Ng Jia Xun
13. Raes Ares bin Suhaimi
14. Teoh Jing Rou
15. Ricky Chong
16. Tan Zi Ling
17. Hew Wooi Kean

New Graduate Members January 2021
1. Martin Richard Haeger
2. Inessa Farhana binti Jamil
3. Mohd Ismadi bin Mohd Radzi
4. Ahmad Fahmi bin Zainazlan
5. Tan Jiunn Wen 
6. Sim Li Wei
7. Norhanna binti Ahmad Zakiiulfuad
8. Teo Voon Jane
9. Poh Teck Kang
10. Danni Iylia Bin Dato' Noor Dahlan
11. Low Bee Teng
12. Anisah a/p Chandran
13. Eric Yong Yih Yeong
14. Chuah Say Yin 
15.  Imran Leon Ismael Bin Mishal Leo
16. Wong Kai Yi
17. Vicky Lee Wei Kee
18. Ng Kok Ong

18. Foo Shuet Yee
19. Aimi Izyan binti Ramlee
20. Branda Wee
21. Soong Chee Hin
22. Liew Ying Jie
23. Sim Li Mei
24. Sweta Solai A/P Lakshumanan Sanker
25. Kong Zhi Hoe
26. Thee Hock Wei
27. Chin Jia Wen
28. Go Xze Shean Andrea
29. Daryl Goon Kin Kit
30. See Wan Qi
31. Lim Hui Yi
32. Kelvin Tan Chun Ming
33. Ng Kai Nee
34. Arman Safian bin Abdullah

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY OF THE MINUTES OF THE 
FIFTH MEETING OF PAM COUNCIL 2020 – 2021 
HELD ON 29 DECEMBER 2020 VIA ZOOM MEETING
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