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				The Professional Conduct Committee (PCC) is the disciplinary tribunal constituted under the Architects Act 1997 to hear allegations of unacceptable professional conduct and serious professional incompetence against architects.  These are the two “offences” under which an architect can be found guilty.  The Committee has the power to issue reprimands, levy fines, and suspend or erase an architect’s name from the Register.

Section 15(4) of the Act requires the PCC to publish the name and offence of those architects who have been found guilty of unacceptable professional conduct or serious professional incompetence.

The Act is silent on the length of time that an architect’s name and offence should remain in the public domain, but the Board’s view is that it is against the principles of natural justice for cases to be publicised indefinitely.  It has therefore adopted a policy whereby findings and penalties resulting from PCC hearings should be publicised for no more than the following periods:


	Penalty	Publication period
	Reprimand/No Order	One year
	Fine	Two years
	Suspension	For the duration of the suspension + two years after its expiry
	Erasure	Five years




Ultimately, however, the decision as to the period of publicity lies with the PCC.

The following tables contain a list of all cases heard by the PCC since 1997.  However, in line with the Board’s policy, the second table lists only the date, nature of offence and penalty imposed.  The name of the architect is withheld.
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				A list of all cases heard by the PCC since 1997 showing the date, architect, nature of offence and penalty imposed.

Key: UPC: Unacceptable professional conduct, SPI: Serious professional incompetence



Date: 1 March 2024 
Architect: Professor Alan Francis Phillips 
Address: Alan Phillips Architects, 31 Montefiore Road, Hove, East Sussex, BN3 1RD
Nature of offence: (1.1) The Registered Person failed to provide an adequate terms of engagement document in compliance with standard 4.4; (1.2) The Registered Person failed to carry out his duties as CA appropriately and/or failed to adequately advise his client on the key requirement to have a CA in place for a JCT MW form of contract; (1.3) The Registered Person failed to advise his client on the appropriate form of contract and/or complete the JCT MW 11 form of contract adequately; (2.1) The Registered Person did not provide adequate terms of engagement to the Referrer contrary to standard 4.4 of the architects code
Penalty: £2,500 penalty order 



Date: 22 December 2023
Architect: Mr Sandip Singh Chudha 
Address: 55 Green Street, First Floor, Gillingham, Kent, England ME7 1AE
Nature of offence: UPC: 1) In respect of Project A: a. the Registered Person failed to issue the client with adequate terms of engagement, contrary to Standard 4.4 of the Code; b. the Registered Person failed to adequately communicate with the client regarding the work completed on her behalf; c. the Registered Person failed to deal with a dispute and/or complaint appropriately. 2) In respect of Project B: a. the Registered Person failed to issue the client with adequate terms of engagement, contrary to Standard 4.4 of the Code; b. the Registered Person failed to deal with a dispute and/or complaint appropriately. 3) In respect of Project C: a. the Registered Person failed to issue the client with adequate terms of engagement, contrary to Standard 4.4 of the Code; b. the Registered Person failed to: i. complete work without undue delay and/or within an agreed timescale; ii. keep the client adequately informed about the work completed on his behalf; c. The Registered Person failed to deal with a complaint appropriately. 4) In respect of Project D: a. the Registered Person failed to issue the client adequate terms of engagement, contrary to Standard 4.4 of the Code; b. the Registered Person failed to: i. complete work without undue delay; ii. keep the client adequately informed about the work completed on her behalf; c. the Registered Person failed to deal with a dispute and/or complaint appropriately. 5) In respect of Project E: a. the Registered Person failed to issue adequate terms of engagement, contrary to Standard 4.4 of the Code; b. the Registered Person failed to: i. complete work without undue delay; ii. keep the client adequately informed about the work completed on his behalf; c. the Registered Person failed to return the “as existing” drawings that were lent to him, contrary to Standard 4.6 of the Code; d. the Registered Person failed to adequately and/or appropriately deal with a complaint, contrary to Standard 10 of the Code. 6) The Registered Person failed to correspond in a manner befitting a regulated professional; 7) Contrary to Standard 8.4, the Registered Person failed to provide evidence that he had appropriate Professional Indemnity Insurance (PII) by 10 August 2022 as requested by the ARB; 8) Contrary to Standard 9.2, the Registered Person did not notify ARB that a company or companies he was a director of were wound up; 9) Contrary to Standard 11.1, the Registered Person failed to co‐operate with regulatory requirements and investigations fully, promptly and within a specified timescale.
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 11-15 December 2023
Architect: Mr John McCarrick  
Address: JTM Architecture Limited, ‘The Basement’, 16 Derby Road, Douglas, Isle of Man IM2 3ET
Nature of offence: UPC: failed to provide adequate terms covering the full scope of their engagement, contrary to Standard 4.4 of the Code; failed to adequately assess whether payment was due to the Contractor in relation to the invoice dated 1 February 2020;failed to adequately advise on the building contract provisions and/or to recommend an appropriate form of contract for the type and scale of project.
Penalty: 12 month suspension order



Date: 16 November 2023
Architect: Mr Philip John Bintliff   
Address: Mr Philip Bintliff, Linden Mill, Linden Road, Hebden Bridge, West Yorkshire, HX7 7DP
Nature of offence: (1) The Architect failed to provide their client with adequate written terms of engagement contrary to Standard 4.4 of the Architects Code. (2) The Architect failed to adequately advise the client on costs, in that he: i) Did not provide adequate advice on the initial construction costs for the project;  ii) Did not provide the client with an adequate method of tracking costs against the original budget as the project progressed; (3) The Architect failed to manage a conflict of interest adequately in that he: i) Failed to disclose to the client in writing that by acting as both architect and contractor his advice would not be impartial; and ii) Failed to obtain written consent from the client that he should continue to act in the circumstances; (4) The Architect failed to act with due skill and care in his role as Architect and/or Contract Administrator in that he: i) Failed to advise the client, adequately or at all, of their duties under the CDM Regulations 2015; ii) Failed to prepare and/or ensure the Health and Safety Information was put in place before work started on site; iii) Failed to notify the client in a timely manner of the requirement to pay the Community Infrastructure Levy payment; iv) Failed to adequately advise the client on the merits of using a standard building contract; v) Failed to issue interim payment certificates in a timely manner and/or at all;  vi) Failed to provide a complete set of working drawings for the construction phase of the project; vii) Failed to adequately discharge planning consent pre-conditions on the project; (5) The Architect failed to safeguard the client’s money, in that he failed to obtain the client’s consent in relation to three payments totalling £15,000 to an intermediary broker; (6) The Architect failed to ensure the construction was carried out in compliance with Planning and/or Building Regulations requirements; (8) The Architect’s actions at particulars 3 and 5 lacked integrity; (9) The Architect’s actions at particular 5 were dishonest.
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 25 – 29 September 2023
Architect: Mr David Karl Seddon   
Address: Howard & Seddon, 64 Washway Road, Sale, Cheshire M33 7RE
Nature of offence: UPC: did not provide adequate terms of engagement, contrary to Standard 4.4 of the Architects Code; issued an invoice on 12 January 2022 for additional fees of £500 for work that had not been previously discussed with and/or agreed by the client; did not provide the client in a timely manner with evidence of expenses, to which they were entitled; his actions at particular 2 lacked integrity
Penalty: £2,500 Penalty Order



Date: 25 September 2023
Architect: Mr Christopher Richard Chapman 
Address: Christopher Chapman Associates Ltd., Foxley Manor, Forest Green Road, Holyport, Maidenhead, Berkshire, SL6 2NW
Nature of offence: (1) He has been convicted of a criminal offence other than an offence which has no material relevance to his fitness to practise as an architect, in that he was convicted on 9 August 2022 of: (i) Arson, contrary to Criminal Damage Act 1971; (ii) Possess a Weapon for the discharge of a noxious liquid/gas/electrical incapacitation device/thing, contrary to Firearms Act 1968; (iii) Intimidate witness in Civil Proceedings, contrary to Criminal Justice and Police Act 2001; and (iv) Possess a Weapon for the discharge of a noxious liquid/gas/ electrical incapacitation device/thing, Contrary to Firearms Act 1968.
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 12 September 2023
Architect: Mrs Paula Butterfield-Groves 
Address: Butterfield Architecture, 102 Roseneath Road, Urmston, Manchester, Lancashire, M41 5AZ
Nature of offence: (1) The Registered Person sought to enter into an agreement which was intended to prevent the Referrer from submitting and/or proceeding with a complaint to the ARB; (2)The Registered Person’s actions at 1 lacked integrity.
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 10 September 2023
Architect: Mr Charles Johan Louwerse
Address: Charles Lowerse Architect, 67a Cheap Street, Sherborne, Dorset, DT9 3BA
Nature of offence: (1) The Architect failed to adequately advise his clients regarding Listed Building Consent; (3)The Architect failed to deal with the complaint within the timeframes as outlined in Standard 10 of the Architects Code; (4)The Architect failed to provide adequate terms of engagement contrary to 4.4 of the Architects Code.
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 15 June 2023
Architect: Mr Paul Gerard O’Kane
Address: 14 Pegg’s Wood Lane, Crossgar, County Down, Northern Ireland, BT30 9GR
Nature of offence: (1) The Registered Person issued a Professional Consultants Certificate dated 26 May 2014 stating that he had inspected the property from commencement of the construction to completion, when in fact: (1b) he first inspected the property upon completion in 2009. (2) The Registered Person issued a Professional Consultants Certificate dated 18 November 2016 stating that he had inspected the property from commencement of the construction to completion, when in fact: (2b) he first inspected the property upon completion in 2009. The Registered Person’s actions at particular 1 (b) and 2(b), (a) Were misleading; (b) Lacked integrity; and (c) Were dishonest.
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 7 June 2023
Architect: Mrs Annabelle Helen Hargreaves Tugby
Address: Annabelle Tugby Architects, Bradford House Farm, Bradford Lane, Nether Alderley, Macclesfield, Cheshire, SK10 4TR
Nature of offence: The Registered Person (1a) failed to provide the client with adequate and/or timely advice in relation to copyright and/or any assignment costs; (1b) In respect of 1a), did so in the knowledge that the site was to be sold following the obtaining of planning approval; (2) The Registered Person did not deal with a complaint and/or dispute appropriately; (3) The Registered Person failed to ensure the client’s confidential information was protected and/or safeguarded; (4) The Registered Person’s actions at particular 1(a) and/or 1(b) lacked integrity.
Penalty: Six month suspension



Date: 2 June 2023
Architect: Mr Sean Francis McKay
Address: MK Architects, Apartment 4, 51 South Promenade, Newcastle, Co Down, Northern Ireland, BT33 0EY
Nature of offence: (1) He has been convicted of a criminal offence other than an offence which has no material relevance to his fitness to practise as an architect in that he was convicted on 26 November 2021 of fraud by false representation contrary to section 1 Fraud Act 2006; and, (2) He is guilty of Unacceptable Professional Conduct (“UPC”) in that The Registered Person failed to inform the ARB of the criminal conviction as set out in particular 1 within 28 days of conviction, in contravention of Standard 9.2 of the 2017 Code of Conduct
Penalty: Two year suspension



Date: 25 May 2023
Architect: Mr George De Sousa 
Address: Page Architects, Crahamel House, 1-3 Duhamel Place, St. Helier, Jersey, Channel Islands JE2 4TP
Nature of offence: UPC: the Registered Person did not provide any and/or any adequate terms of engagement to the Referrer, contrary to Standard 4.4 of the Architects Code.
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 12 May 2023
Architect: Mr Faheem Aftab
Address: APH Architects Limited, 18-22 Lloyd Street, Manchester M2 5WA
Nature of offence: UPC: (1) acted contrary to the requirements of Standard 9.2. of the Architects Code in that APH Architects Ltd, of which he was the Principal and/or Director, was subject to an Employment Tribunal Judgment (“the Judgment”) and he: (a) Failed to pay the financial order as instructed by the Judgment; and/or (b) Failed to notify the Registrar of the Judgment within 28 days (2) The Registered Person’s actions at particular 1 (a) and/or 1 (b) lacked integrity;
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 24 April 2023
Architect: Mr Charles Graham
Address: Design-Tect Design Associates, 35 Milton Road, London W7 1LQ
Nature of offence: UPC: (1) In respect of Project A, the Registered Person did not provide any and/or any adequate terms of engagement to the Referrer, contrary to Standard 4.4 of the Architects Code;(2)In respect of Project B, the Registered Person did not provide and and/or any adequate terms of engagement to the Referrer, contrary to Standard 4.4 of the Architects Code.
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 21 April 2023
Architect: Mr Matthew Beasley
Address: MJB Architectural Services Ltd, 9 Stanley Road, Cliftonville, Margate, Kent CT9 2DL
Nature of offence: UPC: (1) In or around January 2020 the Registered Person advised the client to enter into a contract with Company A without providing any and/or any adequate information and advice on the following: a Accurate details regarding the company name; b That Company A was a lettings business as opposed to an architectural practice; c That the Registered Person was neither a Director or employed by Company A; d That architectural services on the client’s project would be undertaken, in whole or in part, by those employed by Company B; e Any implications 1(d) might pose to the client’s ability to pursue a claim against Company A. (2) Between 17 January 2020 and 1 April 2020, the Registered Person sent the client correspondence and invoices which referred to both Companies A and B which caused confusion as to who the client was in contract with;(3) Between 17 January 2020 and 20 January 2020, the Registered Person indicated to the client that Company A employed and was managed by those registered with the ARB when this was not the case;(4) The Registered Person’s actions at particulars 1(a) and/or 1(b) and/or 1(c) and/or 2 and/or 3: a were misleading; and b actions at particulars 1(c) and 3 lacked integrity.
Penalty: £2,500 Penalty Order



Date: 13 March 2023
Architect: Mr Nicholas Harding Helm 
Address: Helm Architecture, 2 Montagu Row, London W1U 6DX
Nature of offence: UPC (1) The Respondent did not provide adequate terms of engagement to the Complainant contrary to Standard 4.4 of the Architects Code.
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 27 March 2023
Architect: Mr Patrick Dixon McInerney
Address: McInerney, 5711 La Jolla Blvd, San Diego, California, 92037, USA
Nature of offence: UPC: (1) The Respondent held himself out as, and allowed his clients to understand that he was, a licensed architect in California, when he was not; (2) On 5 December 2017 the Superior Court of the State of California found that the Respondent performed services that required a California architect’s license, despite not holding such license; (3) The Respondent’s actions at particular 1 were misleading.
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 9 March 2023
Architect: Mr Quentin John Alder
Address: Quentin Alder Architects, The Undercroft, 6 Church Road, Sneyd Park, Bristol BS9 1JU
Nature of offence: (1) The Registered Person did not provide adequate terms of engagement to the Referrer, contrary to Standard 4.4 of the Architects Code.
(2) The Registered Person did not carry out his work adequately with regards to the Soil Report in that he did not: (a) Adequately read the report; and/or (b) adequately act upon the report findings upon receipt of the report; and/or (c) Provide the Soil Report to the Council until 29 October 2019; and/or (d) Did not advise the Referrer of the findings of the Soil Report until 7 July 2020. (3) The Registered Person did not deal with a complaint appropriately, contrary to Standard 10 of the Architects Code.
Penalty: £1,000 Penalty Order



Date: 20-22 February 2023
Architect: Mr Desmond Michael James O’Hara
Address: Mr DMJ O’Hara, Englishaus Architects, 18 Melmerby Close, Whitebridge Park, Gosforth, Newcastle, TW12 2RJ
Nature of offence: UPC :1) In respect of a signed agreement the Respondent a) amended the agreement without the knowledge or consent of his client; b) Initialled the agreement with the client’s initials without the knowledge or consent of his client; 2) the Respondent: a) did not provide his client with adequate advice in relation to planning; b) provided planning advice to his client that he knew to be inappropriate; 3) the Respondent did not deal with a complaint appropriately, contrary to Standard 10 of the Architects Code; 4) the Respondent did not co-operate fully with his regulatory requirements contrary to Standard 11 of the Architects Code; 5) the Respondent did not provide evidence of adequate Professional Indemnity Insurance cover to the ARB when requested to do so contrary to Standard 8 of the Architects Code; 6) the Respondent’s actions at particular 1(a) and 1(b): a) Lacked integrity and b) Were dishonest; 7) the Respondent’s actions at particular 2 (b) lacked integrity.
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 30 January-3 February 2023
Architect: Mr Ronald Robert McGregor
Address: McGregor Garrow Architects Limited, 14 Ruthrieston Circle, Aberdeen, Scotland, AB10 7JX
Nature of offence: UPC and SPI: 1) Failed to provide adequate terms of engagement, contrary to Standard 4.4 to 4.6 of the Architects Code 2010; 2) Failed to act with due skill and care in respect of the design of the basement of the property and the design of the drainage in that: 2(c) He did not undertake revised drawings to show how to achieve continuity of waterproofing and tanking when it was identified the foundations were higher than he had anticipated and underpinning was necessary; 2(d) He did not recognise, following the underpinning, that the Original RIW Sheetseal 226 waterproofing solution could not be applied in accordance with the manufacturer’s instructions; 2(e) As a result of the failures at (c) – (d), above, the waterproofing and tanking as installed led to repeated flooding within the basement extension. 3) Failed to adequately carry out his duties as contract administrator in that: 3(a) He did not apply for an amendment to the building warrant as would have been necessary in light of particular 2(c), above; 3(b) He did not provide revised drawings to the Contractor in relation to particular 2(c), above, to show how continuity of waterproofing and tanking was to be achieved; 3(c) He allowed the Contractor, following the underpinning, to make decisions about the requirements for waterproofing and tanking when it was the Respondent’s responsibility to do so; 3(d) He did not carry out sufficiently thorough inspections to ensure the works complied with the contract drawings and materials used were in conformity with the specification; 3(e) He signed the Practical Completion Certificate dated 26 October 2018 when he was not aware what tanking material the Contractor had used in respect of the waterproofing; 4) Failed to act in the best interests of the Complainants as his clients in that he: 4(a) Failed to advise the Complainants of the Contractor’s liquidation; 4(b) Instructed that the Complainants make payment to a company other than the one named under their Small Building Works contract.
Penalty: Three month suspension



Date: 13 January 2023
Architect: Mr Toyin Oduse
Address: SE2 Creative Ltd, 46 Panfield Road, London, SE2 9DW
Nature of offence: UPC (1) The Respondent did not appropriately manage a conflict of interest in that he: (a) did not provide written disclosure to his client that in acting as an architect and contractor his advice would no longer be impartial (b) did not obtain written and informed consent from his client for him to continue to act as both architect and contractor; (2) The Respondent did not carry out work and ensure that work carried out was in accordance with building regulations; (3) The Respondent: (a) supervised and carried out work without planning permission (b) gave inadequate and incorrect planning advice to his client; (4) The Respondent’s actions at particular 3a lacked integrity.
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 26 – 29 July and 16 November 2022
Architect: Mr Richard Cutler
Address: Cutler Architects, 43 St.Marys Street, Wallingford, Oxfordshire, OX10 0EU
Nature of offence: UPC: (1) Did not provide adequate terms of engagement to the Complainants, contrary to Standard 4.4 of the Architects Code; (2) Advised the Complainants that a survey would be carried out in-house by a colleague but then out-sourced the survey to a sub-contractor; (3) Did not deal with a complaint appropriately, contrary to Standard 10 of the Architects Code; (4) Issued an invoice 25 June 2021 for fees for work that he had not yet completed, carried out and provided to the Complainants; (5) His actions at particular 2 were misleading, lacked integrity and were dishonest; (6) His actions at particular 4 lacked integrity.
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 14 – 15 November 2022
Architect: Mr Scott Michael Waddell
Address: Portakabin (Scotland) Ltd, Whistleberry Road, Hamilton, Lanarkshire, Scotland, ML3 0EJ
Nature of offence: UPC: (1) Failed to issue the Complainant with adequate terms of engagement in respect of the project, contrary to Standard 4.4 of the Architects Code; (2) Failed to adequately communicate with the Complainant in respect of the project; (3) Failed to respond to the Complainant’s complaint in respect of the project; (4) Failed to co-operate fully and/or promptly with ARB in respect of a complaint despite requests of 18 March 2021, 25 March 2021 and 1 April 2021; (5) Failed to provide the ARB with evidence of his professional indemnity insurance when requested to do so on 19 February 2021; (6) Failed to ensure that he had professional indemnity insurance which extended to work undertaken outside his main employment, contrary to Standard 8.2 of the Architects Code.
Penalty: £1,500 Penalty Order



Date: 20-27 June, 28 September, and 4 November 2022
Architect: Mr William John Falconer  
Address: 4 Orchard Drive, Wrington, Bristol, Somerset, BS40 5ND
Nature of offence: UPC: 1) The Respondent did not provide adequate terms of engagement to the Complainant, contrary to Standard 4.4 of the Architects Code; 2) The Respondent provided inadequate construction stage design information and drawings; 3) The Respondent did not carry out his role as contract administrator adequately in that he: a) Did not use an appropriate form of contract; b) Did not complete the contract correctly; c) Did not issue a pay less notice on the Complainant’s behalf; d) Did not follow contract remedies to terminate the contract on the Complainant’s behalf; 4) The Respondent did not ensure construction was carried out in accordance with Building Regulations; 5) The Respondent did not observe Statutory obligations in respect of: a) Construction (Design and Management) Regulations 2015; and b) Control of Asbestos at work Regulations 2012 and c) The Party Wall Act.
Penalty: £1,500 Penalty Order



Date: 31 October – 3 November 2022
Architect: Mr Justin Francis Rooney
Address: Berkeley St Edward, 133-139 Church Street, London, W2 1NA
Nature of offence: UPC: 1) On various dates between 10 November 2021 and 24 November 2021, the Registered Person made a series of offensive and anti-Semitic: a) Comments; and, b) Gestures 2) On various unknown dates, the Registered Person made a series of inappropriate offensive and anti-Semitic public posts on his Instagram profile.
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 26-30 September and 24 October 2022
Architect: Mr Tudor Radulescu
Address: Bee Architects Limited, 33C Central Hill, London, SE19 1BW
Nature of offence: UPC: 1) The Respondent did not provide adequate terms of engagement to the Complainants, contrary to Standard 4.4 of the Architects Code; 2) The Registered Person did not carry out his professional work adequately and with regard to relevant technical and/or professional standards and policies; 3) The Registered Person did not deal with a complaint appropriately, contrary to Standard 10 of the Architects Code.
Penalty: £1,500 Penalty Order



Date: 22 August 2022
Architect: Mr Michael Simon Hooper
Address: Mike Hooper Architects, 3b The Old Dairy, Paddons Row, Tavistock, Devon PL19 0HF
Nature of offence: UPC: (1) The Registered Person did not provide adequate written terms of engagement contrary to Standard 4.4 of the Architects Code; (2) The Registered Person: a) did not complete work for his client without undue delay; b) did not keep his client informed about the progress of the work contrary to Standard 6.3; (3) The Registered Person did not: a)  provide adequate specification notes and/or technical information in line with the client’s requirements when issuing these documents on 7 March 2021; b) did not adequately revise the specification notes and/or technical information on more than one occasion when issues were identified by the client. (4) The Registered Person did not deal with a complaint appropriately, contrary to Standard 10 of the Architects Code.
Penalty: £1,000 Penalty Order



Date: 25-29 July 2022
Architect: Mr Nic Antony
Address: Nic Antony Architects Ltd, First Floor, 50 Queens Road, Buckhurst Hill, Essex
Nature of offence: UPC: 1) The Respondent did not appropriately manage his financial affairs in accordance with Standard 9.1 of the Architects Code in that he;
(a) for the year ending 31 March 2016:
(i) did not register for VAT despite receiving advice from an accountant to do so; and/or
(ii) did not submit a VAT return; and/or
(iii) did not pay to the HMRC VAT which was due;
(b) for the year ending 31 March 2017:
(i) did not register for VAT despite receiving advice from an accountant to do so; and/or
(ii) did not submit a VAT return; and/or
(iii) did not pay to HMRC VAT which was due;
(c) continued to provide services without VAT registration up to and/or including 31 March 2017 despite advice that he had exceeded the registration threshold
(d) did not ensure that the company had sufficient resources at the time of liquidation to discharge VAT liability;
2) The Respondent made inaccurate statements during his disqualification appeal proceedings in that he stated that he had not ever been the subject of a complaint to a professional body, or words to that effect, when that was not the case;
3) The Respondent’s actions at particular 1(a), (b), (c), (d) lacked integrity;
4) The Respondent’s actions at particular 2(c) (ii) lacked integrity.
and that by doing so, he acted in breach of Standards 1.1 and 9.1 of the Architects Code: Standards of Conduct and Practice 2010 and 2017 (“the Code”).
Penalty: £2,500 Penalty Order



Date: 18-22 July 2022
Architect: Mr Kieron Lynch
Address: Kieron Lynch Architect, The Studio, Keepers Cottage, Crieff, Perthshire, PH7 4JL
Nature of offence: 1) The Respondent failed to make it clear prior to or at the time of issuing his letter of appointment to the Complainant dated 25 April 2018 that by acting as both architect and contractor his advice could no longer be impartial; 2) The Respondent’s actions at 1, lacked integrity in that he knew that there was a professional obligation on him to explain the effect of so acting and in deliberately not doing so he misled the Complainant; 3) The Respondent commenced work on the project without a Building Warrant in place; 6) The Respondent failed to adequately manage the Complainant’s project in that: 6a) there were delays in the project throughout; 6b) works and materials paid for were not delivered; 6e) the work commenced without a building warrant and 8) The Respondent failed to adequately deal with the complaint as required under Standard 10 of the Architects Code and that by doing so, he acted in breach of Standards 1, 6, and 10 of the Architects Code.
Penalty: 12 month suspension



Date: 16-19 May 2022
Architect: Mr Zeya KT Win
Address: Zeya Win Architects Ltd, 2 Angel Square, Torrens Street, London, EC1V 1NY
Nature of offence: UPC: 1) The Respondent did not provide adequate terms of engagement to the Complainant contrary to Standard 4.4 of the Architects Code; 2) The Respondent negotiated and agreed to receive commission and uplift payments that had not been disclosed or agreed with the Complainant, in respect of: (a) MGI Impact; and (b) Sash Windows; and (c) Tom Howley Kitchens; 3) The Respondent requested that the Complainant pay an invoice for flooring and: (a) Did not discuss and agree with her that he could order flooring for his own property at a potentially reduced cost to both parties; and (b) Paid the flooring company £3654.40 and did not refund the Complainant with the remaining funds from her payment of £5,000 until confronted by the Complainant; 4) The Respondent sold the Complainant’s appliances and: (a) Told her that the property had been gutted and that everything had been thrown away, or words to that effect, when that was not the case; and (b) Did not advise the Complainant that he and his wife has sold the appliances for £400 and had kept the funds himself; 5) The Respondent did not keep the Complainant’s money in a designated interest-bearing bank account (a client account) contrary to Standard 7.2 of the Architects Code; 6) The Respondent did not: (a) adequately advise the Complainant that a Building Regulations Application was required; and (b) submit a Building Regulations application; 7) The Respondent’s actions at particular 4(a) were misleading; 8) The Respondent’s actions at particulars 2(a), 2(b), 2(c), 3(a), 3(b), 4(a), 4(b) lacked integrity and were dishonest and that by doing so, he acted in breach of Standards 1, 4, 6, and 7 of the Architects Code.
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 20-21 March 2022 and 10 May 2022
Architect: Mr Simon IR Ash
Address: Clyde Offices, 2/3 48 West George Street, Glasgow, Scotland, G2 1BP
Nature of offence: UPC:1. In respect of the first property and his client (the First Complainant) failed a) to produce adequate Building Regulations drawings in relation to an extension at the property; b) To provide the First Complainant with adequate terms of engagement contrary to Standard 4.4 of the Architects Code; c) To communicate adequately with the First Complainant; 2. In respect of the second property and his client (the Second Complainant) failed: a) To provide the Second Complainant with adequate terms of engagement contrary to Standard 4.4 of the Architects Code; c) To deal adequately with a complaint by the Second Complainant contrary to Standard 10 of the Architects Code and that by doing so, he acted in breach of Standards 4 and 10 of the Architects Code.
Penalty: £1,000 Penalty Order



Date: 19-22 April 2022
Architect: Mr Olgierd J Miloszewicz
Address: A1 Architecture Planning Development, 26 Lyndhurst Avenue, London, SW16 4UF
Nature of offence: UPC:  1) The Respondent did not provide adequate terms of engagement to the Complainant, contrary to Standard 4.4 of the Architects Code; 2) (a) did not adequately progress the project in accordance with timescales agreed with his client; (b) adequately communicate with his client by not responding to correspondence at all from 7 May 2021 onwards; 3) did not deal with a complaint appropriately, contrary to Standard 10 of the Architects Code; 4) did not co-operate fully with his regulatory requirements contrary to Standard 11 of the Architects Code; and 5) did not provide evidence of adequate Professional Indemnity Insurance cover to the ARB when requested to do so contrary to Standard 8 of the Architects Code.
Penalty: Six month suspension



Date: 9-10 February 2022
Architect: Mr Martin R Belt
Address: Martin Belt Architects, 64 Cardigan Road, Bridlington, North Humberside, YO15 3JT
Nature of offence: UPC: 1) a) The Respondent did not provide adequate terms of engagement to the Complainant, contrary to Standard 4.4 of the Architects Code; b) The Respondent did not communicate adequately with his client in that he did not keep his client informed about the progress of the planning application submission; c) The Respondent failed to deal adequately with a complaint, contrary to Standard 10 of the Architects Code. 2) The Respondent has been convicted of a criminal offence other than an offence which has no material relevance to his fitness to practise as an Architect in that he was convicted on 15 October 2020 of possession of a firearm with intent to cause fear of violence.
Penalty: 12 month suspension



Date: 29 November – 1 December 2021
Architect: Mrs Laura Petruso
Address: Alpex Architecture Limited, Workshop 17, Royal Victoria Patriotic Building, John Archer Way, London, SW18 3SX
Nature of offence: UPC:  (1) The Respondent received a payment for the introduction and/or referral of work which was not disclosed to her client; (2) The Respondent’s actions at particular 1 lacked integrity and were dishonest.
Penalty: 18 month suspension



Date: 5-8 October 2020, 8 January 2021, 1-5 and 8-10 February 2021, 8-10 and 26 March 2021, 20 April 2021, 13 and 24-25 May 2021 ,12 and 13 July 2021
Architect: Mr Daniel Robert De Almeida Marçal
Address: Almeida Architects Ltd, 58 Avenue Road, London N6 5DR
Nature of offence: UPC:  1. did not provide adequate terms of engagement contrary to standard 4.4 of the Architects Code; 2. did not produce an adequate design in line with: (b) Building Regulation requirements; 3. did not have effective systems in place to ensure that his practice was run professionally and that projects were regularly monitored and reviewed, contrary to Standard 4.1 of the Architects Code; 4. did not ensure that he had adequate and/or appropriate professional indemnity insurance;
Penalty: 12-month suspension order



Date:  29- 30 March 2021 and 28 May 2021
Architect: Mr Jonathan Colin Muirhead
Address:  Muirhead & Company Ltd. The Old Vicarage Studio, Main Street, South Scarle, Newark, Nottinghamshire NG23 7JH
Nature of offence:  1) having been convicted of the following criminal offences, other than offences which have no material relevance to his fitness to practise as an architect in that he was convicted on;
a) 30 August 2018 of Assault by Beating;
b) 4 December 2018 of Drink Driving;
c) 25 February 2019 of Assault by Beating;
d) 22 January 2020 of two counts of Assault by Beating;
e) 22 January 2020 of two counts of Assault by Beating of an Emergency Worker;
f) 22 January 2020 of failure to surrender to Custody at the Appointed Time.
2) Unacceptable Professional Conduct (‘UPC’) in that:a) failed to inform the ARB of the criminal convictions as set out in particular 1 within 28 days of conviction, in contravention of Standard 9.2 of the 2017 Code of Conduct;b) The Respondent’s actions at particular 2(a) were dishonest and/or lacked integrity.
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 15-17 March 2021
Architect: Dr Alaa Al-Sohaini
Address: 113 Cheverton Road, Birmingham, West Midlands, B31 1RT
Nature of offence: (1) did not provide adequate terms of engagement to the Complainant, contrary to standard 4.4 of the Architects Code; (2) did not adequately advise the Complainant in relation to the development of a dormer in their property in that he: (a) Did not confirm with the Local Authority whether Planning Permission was required and/or whether the design would be acceptable under Permitted Development.(3) did not provide an adequate and/or appropriate response to a complaint in compliance with Standard 10 of the Architects Code.
Penalty: 12 month suspension



Date: 17-21 August and 24 September 2020
Architect: James Craigie Tannahill Thomson
Address: Thomson Hunter Architects Ltd, 21 Portland Road, Kilmarnock, Ayrshire, Scotland KA1 2BT
Nature of offence: UPC: Produced interim and final Professional Consultant Certificates for a property where the flats within the building were not in conformity with Building Regulations in respect of the minimum requirements of fire resistance and the building was not constructed in conformity with the drawings approved by Building Control.
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 18 September 2020
Architect: Mr Theodore Frederick Olokundiya Adiyan
Address: Decode Architects, Grantham Road, London, E12 5QZ
Nature of offence: Criminal Offence: was convicted of a criminal offence other than an offence which has no material relevance to his fitness to practise as an architect in that he was convicted on 29 November 2019 of breaching a restraining order imposed by the West London Magistrates Court on 8 June 2006, contrary to section 5(5) and (6) of the Protection from Harassment Act 1997.
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 12 and 13 August 2020
Architect: Mr Peter Kellow
Address: 204 route de Launaguet, D17 Les Allees Buissonnieres, Toulouse, Hautes-Pyrénées, France, 31200
Nature of offence: UPC: Made an inappropriate public post on his Facebook profile on 13 April 2019 contrary to Standards 9 and 12 of the Architects Code.
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 28 July 2020
Architect: Mr Dean Smith (077300J)
Address: EASTWEST Architecture, 6-16 Arbutus Street London E8 4DT
Nature of offence: UPC: did not appropriately manage a conflict of interest; did not supervise and/or ensure that work was carried out in accordance with Health and Safety Regulations; acted contrary to the requirements of Standard 9.2 of the Architects Code in that Companies C and D, both of which he was a director of, were each subject to separate Employment Tribunal judgements and failed to pay the financial orders as instructed by those judgements and failed to notify the Registrar of the judgements within 28 days.
Penalty: 2 year suspension



Date: 28 February 2020
Architect: Mr Robert Lukas
Address: HLP Architects, 35 Joppa Road, Edinburgh, Midlothian, Scotland, EH15 2HB
Nature of offence: SPI: (a) carried out a flawed tender process; (b) provided and used an inappropriate contract for the building work; (c) failed to administer the building contract competently. UPC: (a) oversaw and witnessed a regime of substantial and regular cash payments to the contractor in circumstances where the Complainant had queried the method of payment and made regular complaints about a lack of materials on the site and poor workmanship; (b) the actions at (a), above, lacked integrity; (c) failed to act impartially and independently in respect of the complaints of the Complainant regarding the contractor’s poor workmanship throughout the period the contractor was onsite.
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 11 February 2020
Architect: Mr Glen David Eldridge
Address: Rosadene House, 3 Main Road, Hawkwell, Hockley, Essex, SS5 4JN
Nature of offence: UPC: Did not pay planning application fees; Failed to carry out work without undue delay; Did not keep his client informed about the progress of the work; Did not deal with a complaint about their professional work appropriately; Acted dishonestly and without integrity in that he knowingly used client money to pay a third party and/or a personal debt, despite informing the client that their funds had been submitted to the Council on their behalf; Did not cooperate fully and promptly with the Regulator; Did not report the liquidation of his company to the Regulator, contrary to standard 9.2 of the Architects Code; 8. Did not hold adequate and appropriate insurance and did not provide evidence of that insurance to the regulator; Acted dishonestly and without integrity in that he accepted funds from the complainant for work which was not undertaken; Acted dishonestly and without integrity in that he knowingly used client money to pay a third party and/or a personal debt and that by doing so, he acted in breach of Standards 1.1, 6.1, 6.2, 6.3, 7.4, 8.1, 8.4, 9.1, 9.2, 10.2, 11.1 of the Architects Code.
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 6 February 2020
Architect: Mr Andrew Guy
Address: 8 Finley Place, Havant, Hampshire, PO9 1EF
Nature of offence: UPC: Posted false reviews under pseudonym(s) in relation to multiple businesses; Acted dishonestly and without integrity in his actions at particular 1.
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 10 January 2020
Architect: Mr Anthony John Pettorino
Address: AJP Architects Ltd, 1 Worley Walk, High Street, Witney, Oxfordshire, OX28 6HJ
Nature of offence: UPC: Failed to provide terms of engagement contrary to Standard 4.4 of the Architects Code; Failed to manage a conflict of interest appropriately; Acted dishonestly and/or without integrity by using client monies for his own benefit; Failed to return money for goods/services not delivered; Failed to have adequate and appropriate insurance in place to meet a claim contrary to Standard 8.1 of the Architects Code; Failed to provide an effective service and/or work to fit the brief in a timely manner; Failed to adequately manage the project in that he (i) did not maintain and/or provide adequate records of costs (ii) did not manage the purchase of materials effectively; Failed to communicate adequately, including by not responding to the correspondence or returning telephone calls in a timely manner; Failed to manage his business appropriately and/or report the liquidation of his company to the Architects Registration Board contrary to Standard 9.2 of the Architects Code.
Penalty: Erasure



 

 


			

				
				
				
				
				Key:
UPC: Unacceptable professional conduct
SPI: Serious professional incompetence



Date: 4 February 2022
Nature of offence: UPC: (1) The Respondent did not provide adequate terms of engagement to the Complainant contrary to Standard 4.4 of the Architects Code; (2) The Respondent did not produce adequate drawings and/or documentation at Stage 3 and/or Stage 4 of the project.
Penalty: £1,000 Penalty Order



Date: 14 December 2022
Nature of offence: (1) The Respondent did not provide adequate terms of engagement to the Complainant contrary to Standard 4.4 of the Architects Code.
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 14 December 2022
Nature of offence: (1) The Respondent did not provide adequate terms of engagement to the Complainant contrary to Standard 4.4 of the Architects Code.
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 22-26 November 2021
Nature of offence: UPC: (1) The Respondent did not provide adequate terms of engagement to the Complainant contrary to Standard 4.4 of the Architects Code; (2) The Respondent failed to adequately communicate with the client in relation to (i) site visits and other meetings and (ii) issues affecting cost and fees; (3) The Respondent failed to deal with a complaint and dispute appropriately; and that in doing so he acted in breach of Standards 4.4, 6.3, 10.2 and 10.3 of the Architects Code: Standards of Conduct and Practice 2017.
Penalty: Nine month suspension



Date: 1 November 2018
Nature of offence: UPC and SPI: Provided a seriously incompetent design in relation to a gable wall and failed to respond adequately to communications regarding an issue with his work.
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 13 October 2022
Nature of offence: UPC: (1) The Registered Person did not provide adequate terms of engagement to the Referrer, contrary to Standard 4.4 of the Architects Code.
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 28 – 30 September 2020
Nature of offence:  UPC: failed to adequately or at all inspect the site in accordance with the Architects Certificate dated 22 May 2017; failed adequately or at all to co-operate fully and promptly with ARB; acted inappropriately in that he attempted to enter into a financial settlement with the Complainant on the condition that she withdraw her complaint from ARB.
Penalty: One year suspension



Date: 2 October 2018
Nature of offence: UPC: Failed to keep clients adequately informed of matters affecting costs; failed to act appropriately following the termination of his engagement by making excessive demands for payments for work; and failed to pay fees owed following the decision of an adjudicator.
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 21 September 2022
Nature of offence: UPC: 1)The Respondent did not provide adequate terms of engagement to the Complainants, contrary to Standard 4.4 of the Architects Code; 2) The Respondent did not adequately communicate with the Complainants in that he did not respond to correspondence in a timely manner.
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 20 September 2018
Nature of offence: UPC: Criminal Conviction: Committed an act outraging public decency by behaving in an indecent manner.
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 15, 16 and 21 September 2022
Nature of offence: UPC: 1)The Respondent did not provide adequate terms of engagement to the Complainants, contrary to Standard 4.4 of the Architects Code; 2) The Respondent did not adequately communicate with the Complainants in that he did not respond to correspondence in a timely manner.
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 17 September 2021
Nature of offence: SPI: (1) failed to identify if a damp roof and time decay survey had been carried out in respect of the property and, in absence of such a survey, failed to instruct one prior to further work continuing in terms of his appointment; (2) failed to carry out adequate inspections before signing a Professional Consultant’s Certificate dated 20 October 2015.
Penalty: £2,500 Penalty Order



Date: 31 August 2022
Nature of offence: UPC: 1(a) The Respondent failed to issue adequate terms of engagement to the Complainant in respect of the project the property, contrary to Standard 4 of the Architects Code 2010; 1(b) The Respondent failed to deal appropriately with the Complainant’s complaint in respect of the project at the property contrary to Standard 10 of the Architects Code 2017.
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 17 August 2021
Nature of offence: UPC: (1) did not provide adequate terms of engagement to the Complainant contrary to Standard 4.4 of the Architects Code; and (2) did not prepare accurate drawings, measurements and plans in respect of a loft conversion.
Penalty: £1000 Penalty Order



Date: 17‐20 November 2020 and 06 January 2021
Nature of offence: UPC: (1)She failed to supervise staff members and/or those carrying out work for Studio 47 Architects adequately and/or at all; (2) she failed to ensure the honest promotion of services at Studio 47 Architects in that she allowed unregistered staff members to refer themselves publicly as ‘architects’; (3) her actions at particular (2) were misleading and/or lacked integrity; and that by doing so she contravened Standards 1.2, 2.1, 3.1, 3.4 and 4 of the Architects Code: Standards of Conduct and Practice 2017
Penalty: Six month suspension



Date: 23-24 April 2018

Nature of offence: UPC: failed adequately, or at all, to undertake his professional work without undue delay; failed adequately, or at all, to cooperate with the Architects Registration Board with regard to a complaint about his professional work; failed to enter into a written agreement with his client prior to undertaking any professional work; failed to carry out his work faithfully, conscientiously and with due regard to relevant technical and professional standards; made representations to his client which in inaccurate, untrue and misleading; failed to hold adequate insurance; failed to provide evidence of Professional Indemnity Insurance; failed to ensure that he had a complaint handling procedure in place; failed adequately, or at all, to deal with a complaint from his client regarding his professional work

Penalty: Erasure



Date: 6 March 2020
Nature of offence: UPC: Did not provide terms of engagement contrary to Standard 4.4 of the Architects Code; Did not produce adequate designs and drawings for the purposes of obtaining a fixed price from a contractor; Did not deal with a complaint about their professional work appropriately; Did not have adequate and appropriate insurance in place contrary to Standard 8 of the Architects Code.
Penalty: 12 month suspension



Date: 20 July 2020 and 1 to 4 March 2021
Nature of offence: UPC: (1)She sent a number of abusive and/or offensive communications to Neighbour A between 9 – 13 January 2018; and (2) she sent a number of abusive and/or offensive communications to Neighbour B between 10 – 11 January 2018; and that by doing so she contravened Standards 9.2 and 12.1 of the Architects Code: Standards of Conduct and Practice 2017
Penalty: £2000 Penalty Order



Date: 8 December 2021
Nature of offence: UPC: (1) The Respondent did not adequately communicate with the client by not responding to correspondence in a timely manner
Penalty: Reprimand  



Date:  2-4 September 2020 and 23 November 2020
Nature of offence:  UPC: failed to carry out his work without undue delay contrary to standard 6 of the Architects Code.
Penalty: £1500 Penalty Order



Date: 15 November 2021
Nature of offence: UPC: (1) The Respondent did not provide adequate terms of engagement to the Complainant contrary to Standard 4.4 of the Architects Code
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 9-12 November 2020
Nature of offence: UPC: Issued a Practical Completion Certificate with an incorrect and fabricated issue date and completion date, knew that the issue dates on all of the certificates were incorrect, issued the Practical Completion Certificate when he was not party to any contract in relation to the building, his actions lacked integrity and were dishonest.
Penalty: £2,500 Penalty Order



Date: 3 November 2017
Nature of offence: Criminal Conviction
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 23 and 26-27 October 2020
Nature of offence: UPC: did not deliver a professional service to his client without undue delay; did not deal with a complaint about their professional work appropriately; did not co-operate fully and/or promptly with the Regulator.
Penalty: £1250 penalty order



Date: 20 October 2021
Nature of offence: UPC: (1) did not provide adequate terms of engagement to the Complainant contrary to Standard 4.4 of the Architects Code
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 14-16 September 2020
Nature of offence: UPC: Sent a letter to the Complainants dated 18 March 2020 which was inappropriate in that he sought to persuade and/or intimidate the Complainants into withdrawing their complaint to the ARB contrary to Standard 9.2 and 9.5 of the Architects Code.
Penalty: £500 Penalty Order



Date: 12-13 September 2017
Nature of offence: UPC: Failed to inform the client, adequately or at all, that additional fees were being incurred on an hourly rate and accumulating during the production of revised sketch proposals
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 9 September 2021
Nature of offence: UPC: (1) did not provide any and/or adequate terms of engagement to the Complainant contrary to Standard 4.4 of the Architects Code and (2) did not prepare adequate designs and drawings for the purposes of planning.
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 7-9 September 2020
Nature of offence: UPC: failed to issue the Complainant with adequate terms of engagement; failed to deal adequately, or at all, with a complaint; failed to co-operate fully and promptly with the ARB in respect of a complaint.
Penalty: £1,500 Penalty Order



Date: 29 June 2020
Nature of offence: UPC: Failed to provide adequate terms of engagement contrary to Standard 4.4 of the Architects Code
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 12 June 2018
Nature of offence: UPC: was disqualified from acting as a company director as of 12 September 2016; failed to report to the Architects Registration Board that he was the director of M&B Architects Limited, which was wound up on 9 March 2015 and he was disqualified from acting as a company director from 12 September 2016
Penalty: 2 year suspension



Date: 12 March 2020
Nature of offence: (a) did not manage costs and valuations competently or at all; and (b) Issued a Practical Completion Certificate when it was not appropriate to do so. Her actions were misleading and dishonest and that by doing so, she acted in breach of Standards 1, 4 and 6 of the Architects Code: Standards of Conduct and Practice 2017 (“the Code”).
Penalty: 6 month suspension



Date: 2-3 September 2019
Nature of offence: UPC: Failed to enter into a written agreement with the client which adequately covered the terms of engagement as set out in standard 4.4 of the Architects Code; Failed to carry out an adequate tender process; Failed to carry out work in relation to Building Regulations with due skill and care in that he failed to provide adequate detail in Building Regulations drawings; Failed to undertake his role as Contract Administrator competently.
Penalty: 12 month suspension



Date: 3 September 2021
Nature of offence: UPC: (1) did not provide adequate terms of engagement to the Complainant contrary to Standard 4.4 of the Architects Code
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 26 June 2018
Nature of offence: UPC: failed to pay a penalty order following a previous hearing
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 18 June 2020
Nature of offence: UPC: Did not provide his client with adequate advice in relation to planning; Did not deliver a professional service to his client without undue delay.
Penalty: £2,000 Penalty Order



Date: 16 June 2021
Nature of offence: UPC: did not adequately ensure that architectural work was under the control and management of one or more architects in accordance with Standard 3.4 of the Architects Code.
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 27 May 2021
Nature of offence: UPC: (1) sent an inappropriate and/or offensive email to a staff member at the Local Authority; (2) The Architect’s actions at particular 1 lacked integrity.
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 20 May 2019
Nature of offence: UPC: Failed to provide to his client terms of engagement prior to undertaking any professional work, failed to deal with a complaint adequately, or at all and failed adequately, or at all, to put in place effective procedures for supervising less qualified technical staff and/or for the administration of written terms of engagement.
Penalty: £1,000 Penalty Order



Date: 14-16 May 2018
Nature of offence:  UPC on the basis of the following: A failure to provide adequate terms of engagement; a failure to provide accurate drawings, measurements and plans in accordance with Building Regulations; a failure to carry out agreed services after being paid; a failure to pass on his client’s money to a third party; a failure to communicate effectively and/or deal with a complaint in a timely manner; a failure to have adequate and appropriate insurance; and a failure to deal promptly and openly with his regulator.
Penalty: Two year suspension order



Date: 26 March 2020
Nature of offence: UPC: Failed to provide adequate terms of engagement contrary to Standard 4.4 of the Architects Code; Failed to carry out work in accordance with the terms of engagement and/or agreed instructions; Failed to deal with a complaint and/or dispute appropriately.
Penalty: £1,000 Penalty Order



Date: 22 and 23 February & 13 March 2017
Nature of offence: UPC: In relation to the Infiltration System Test Results Certificate dated 27 June 2013: recorded on the said certificate that he had undertaken the sub-soil percolation tests on 24,25 and 26 June 2013 when he had not done so;  subsequently stated he had undertaken the sub-soil percolation tests on 24,25 and 26 May 2013 when he had not done so; was dishonest in respect of (a) and (b) above, in that he intended to create the impression he had undertaken the sub-soil percolation tests on the said dates when he had not done so. Produced a Final Inspection Certificate submitted on 22 April 2014 which was rejected by Highland Council on grounds which were avoidable.
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 2 and 3 March 2017

Nature of offence: UPC: failed to provide complainant with any, or any adequate explanation for non payment and/or an update of her financial position; failed to inform ARB that she failed to pay a judgement debt; failed adequately, or at all, to disclose in writing to the Complainants that in acting as both an architect and a contractor her advice would not longer be impartial; and/or there was a conflict or potential conflict of interest; and/or given the conflict or potential conflict of interest  she required the written confirmation from the Complainant(s) giving informed consent to the Respondent continuing to act.

Penalty: Erasure



Date: 7-10 December 2020 and 27-28 January 2021
Nature of offence: UPC: (1) The Respondent did not appropriately manage and/or declare a conflict of interest; (2) On or around 2 March 2019 the Respondent published and/or allowed to be published a photograph of the Complainants’ home with location details on Instagram and that photograph was published without the knowledge and/or consent of the Complainants; (3) On an unknown date the Respondent published and/or allowed to be published a photograph of the Complainants’ house with location details on www.houzz.co.uk and did so without the knowledge and/or consent of the Complainants; (4) The Respondent did not ensure that work was carried out in accordance with the relevant technical and/or professional and/or legal standards; and that by doing so, she acted in breach of Standards 1.3, 2.1, 4.3 and 6.1 of the Architects Code: Standards of Conduct and Practice 2017.
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 12-13 January 2021
Nature of offence: Criminal Offence: guilty of having been convicted of a criminal offence, other than an offence which has no material relevance to his fitness to practice in that he was convicted on 27 January 2020 of two counts of Assault by Beating contrary to Section 39 of the Criminal Justice Act 1998.
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 21 December 2020
Nature of offence: UPC: did not provide adequate terms of engagement contrary to Standard 4.4 of the Architects Code
Penalty: Reprimand



Date:  14 December 2020
Nature of offence: UPC: did not ensure that the junior member of staff was adequately supervised when preparing and submitting the application.
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 3-4 December 2020
Nature of offence: UPC:  (1) The Respondent undertook work as an architect without adequate and appropriate Professional Indemnity Insurance in place, contrary to Standard 8 of the Architects Code; (2) Lacked integrity in his actions at Particular 1.
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 25-27 November 2020
Nature of offence:  UPC: did not enter into a written agreement with the Complainant which adequately covered the terms of engagement contrary to Standard 4.4 of the Architects Code; failed to effectively communicate with the complainant.
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 7 and 8 November 2016
Nature of offence: UPC: failed to deal appropriately with a complaint, in that he failed upon reasonable demand to refund an overpayment to his client; failed to ensure that the website of the practice promote his professional services in a truthful and responsible manner; acted without integrity by inappropriately suggesting in a letter to the Board that you would only return the money overpaid to him if the complainant agreed to withdraw the complaint to the Board; he failed to account, or has delayed in accounting, to his client in respect of monies she had overpaid to him; failed to co-operate fully and promptly with Board’s enquiries, in that he failed to provide evidence to the Board that he retained money in a separate client account
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 1 November 2016
Nature of offence: UPC: Failed to complete the planning permission application in relation to a development in a prompt and timely manner; withdrew the application for said planning permission in or around November 2013 without the consent of the complainant; failed to advise the complainant that he had withdrawn the application the said planning permission until 8 March 2014; failed to safeguard the complainant’s monies by placing a refund that he had received from the Council on or around November 2013 into his personal current account
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 28-30 October 2020
Nature of offence: UPC: failed to enter into a written agreement with the client which adequately covered the terms of engagement contrary to Standard 4.4 of the Architects Code.
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 19 October 2017
Nature of offence: UPC: Failed adequately, or at all, to provide an effective and efficient service to his client; failed adequately, or at all, to deal with a dispute and/or complaint appropriately;failed to act with integrity in that:he failed and/or delayed in refunding money to his client after advising her that he would repay it; and/or he made repayment of the money conditional on the removal of adverse feedback
Penalty: 2 year suspension



Date: 7 October 2019
Nature of offence: UPC: Failed to manage a conflict, or potential conflict of interest adequately, or at all, in that he: failed to disclose the conflict, or potential conflict of interest in writing and make clear that by acting as both architect and contractor his advice would no longer be impartial; and/or failed to seek written confirmation that all parties involved gave their informed consent to him continuing to act. Failed adequately, or at all, to ensure the build was carried out in accordance with planning permission; and Failed adequately, or at all, to deal with a dispute about his professional work in an appropriate manner contrary to standards 1.1, 1.3, 6.1, 6.4, 10.2 and 10.3  of the Architects Code.
Penalty: £1,500 Penalty Order



Date: 4 October 2019
Nature of offence: UPC: Failed to ensure that the architectural work was under the control and management of one or more architects contrary to standards 3.4 and 4.1 of the Architects Code.
Penalty: £2,500 Penalty Order



Date: 20 September 2019
Nature of offence: UPC: Failed to submit accurate planning application; failed to deal appropriately with a complaint; failed to enter into a written agreement with her client which adequately covered the terms of engagement contrary to standard 4.4 of the Architects Code. Penalty: £1,000 Penalty Order



Date: 4 March 2020
Nature of offence: UPC produced drawings that were inaccurate and lacked adequate detail.
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 5 December 2019
Nature of offence: UPC: Failed to provide adequate terms of engagement contrary to standard 4.4 of the Architects Code.
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 27 November 2019
Nature of offence: UPC: Failed to provide his client with any or adequate terms of engagement in 2014 and or 2017 prior to undertaking any professional work.
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 16 November 2018
Nature of offence: UPC: Failed to carry out work without undue delay, did not return documents and/or property to which his client was entitled and failed to adequately engage in the handover process, did not make appropriate arrangements to manage the project in his absence, did not deal with a complaint appropriately in that he did not produce a copy of his complaints procedure upon request and failed to co-operate with his regulator with regard to a complaint about his professional work.
Penalty: £2,500 Penalty Order



Date: 13 November 2019
Nature of offence: UPC: Failed to act with integrity by knowingly copying onto his personal electronic storage device sensitive business information from the business systems of;1. his employer AIM Design Limited and 2. former employer Nicoll Russell Studios. Failed to adequately manage and safeguard client records by downloading on to his personal electronic storage system designs and information relating to work for former clients of Nicoll Russell Studios.
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 3 September 2019
Nature of offence: UPC: Did not enter into a written agreement with the client which adequately covered the terms of engagement as set out in Standard 4.4 of the Architects Code; failed to communicate effectively with the client in that he submitted an amended application to the local planning authority without agreeing the content with the client.
Penalty: £1,000 Penalty Order



Date: 5-6 April 2018
Nature of offence: UPC: failed to communicate adequately with his client; terminated the contract without informing his client
Penalty: 6 month suspension



Date: 27 September 2019
Nature of offence: UPC: Failed to enter into a written agreement with his client which adequately covered the terms of engagement contrary to standard 4.4 of the Architects Code.
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 12-13 September 2017
Nature of offence: UPC: knowingly permitted the contractor to install a septic tank at the Property without obtaining approval from Building Control
Penalty: 12 month suspension



Date:  9 June 2016
Nature of offence: UPC: Failed to hold adequate and appropriate insurance in respect of his practice; provided misleading information.
Penalty: 2 year suspension



Date: 26 June 2017
Nature of offence: UPC: That whilst acting as a director of Maya Studio Limited (“the Company”), he failed to ensure that the Company’s professional finances were managed responsibly which resulted in the Company being placed into voluntary liquidation on 4 November 2013; on 3 August 2015, provided an undertaking to the Secretary of State under the Directors Disqualification Act 1986 that he would not act as a director of a company and/or and insolvency practitioner for a period of 3.5 years
Penalty: 12 month suspension



Date: 17 and 18 June 2019
Nature of offence: UPC: Failed to complete the service that he was contracted to provide.
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 2 May 2019
Nature of offence: UPC: Failed to avoid any actions or situations which were inconsistent with his professional obligations, in that in seeking to recover unpaid fees he sought to recover disproportionate costs which he ought to have known he could not justify.
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 7 April 2016
Nature of offence: UPC: failed to maintain adequate and appropriate professional indemnity insurance.
Penalty: 2 year suspension



Date:  30 March 2015
Nature of offence: Criminal Conviction.
Penalty: Erasure by consent



Date: 16, 17, 24 and 25 August 2016
Nature of offence: UPC: failed to act with integrity and avoid any action and/or situations which were inconsistent with his professional obligations in that he failed to submit a compliant building regulations application for a material change of use; failed to carry out his work faithfully and conscientiously and with due regard to relevant technical and professional standards in that he failed to adequately, or at all, comply with the terms and implementation of a planning permission to the basment ground floor flat; failed to adequately, or at all, ensure that the original works were correctly completed to the required standards for a residential conversion; failed adequately, or at all, to supervise the contractor on site.
Penalty: 18 month suspension



Date: 28 – 30 January 2019
Nature of offence: UPC: Acted dishonestly in signing off properties as being practically complete when they were not
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 14 – 17 January 2019
Nature of offence: UPC: failed to issue adequate terms of engagement
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 21 December 2018
Nature of Offence: UPC: Did not enter into a written agreement with the client which adequately covered the terms of engagement contrary to standard 4.4 of the Architects Code.
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 4-7 December 2017
Nature of offence: UPC: failed to carry out his work faithfully, conscientiously and with skill and care in that he provided his client with incorrect advice regarding the design and/or specification for the glazing units of the oak window frames and specifically that they should be left untreated/unpainted.
Penalty: £1000 penalty order



Date: 12 November 2018
Nature of offence: UPC: Failed adequately, or at all, to prepare tender documentation and/or carry out a competitive tender process, failed adequately to communicate with his client, in that he did not keep his client informed of matters affecting costs and  failed to deal with a complaint adequately and/or promptly.
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 23 October 2018
Nature of offence: UPC: Failed to provide adequate terms of engagement and failed to keep her client informed of significant delays on the project.
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 6 October 2017
Nature of offence: UPC: Failed to adequately set out terms of engagement in writing; failed to provide details of his complaints handling procedure; inappropriately restricted his client’s right to make a claim against him; failed to advise his client adequately as to the limitation of liability; made representations to his client which were inaccurate and misleading; failed adequately to deal with a complaint appropriately
Penalty: £1000 penalty order



Date: 25-26 September 2017
Nature of offence: UPC: Failed to produce a design that was fit for purpose;failed to adequately communicate changes to the agreed design
Penalty: £1000 penalty order



Date: 15 September 2014
Nature of offence: Criminal conviction: Eight offences of making indecent photographs or pseudo-photographs of a child.
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 13 – 16 June and 18 – 23 August 2016
Nature of offence: UPC: failed to control the costs of the project; failed to ensure the building works were carried out to an acceptable standard and in accordance with the contract; failed to instruct the contractor to rectify the defects and damage; failed to issue sufficient notes of site visits.
Penalty: 1 year suspension



Date: 13 – 16 June and 18 – 23 August 2016
Nature of offence: UPC: failed to control the costs of the project; failed to ensure the building works were carried out to an acceptable standard and in accordance with the contract; failed to instruct the contractor to rectify the defects and damage; failed to issue sufficient notes of site visits; carried out inadequate defect inspections and issued a practical completion certificate despite significant outstanding defects.
Penalty: 1 year suspension



Date: 17 August 2018
Nature of offence: UPC: failed adequately, or at all, to manage or safeguard client records and failed to act with integrity in that he knowingly copied confidential records in to a personal storage account
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 16 August 2018
Nature of offence: UPC: Did not enter into a written agreement with the client which adequately covered the terms of engagement contrary to standard 4.4 of the Architects Code.
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 1-2 August 2018
Nature of offence: UPC: failing to enter into a written contract before undertaking professional work, and failing to set out adequate terms of engagement.
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 6 July 2018
Nature of offence: UPC: failed to communicate adequately; failed to deal adequately with a complaint
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 12 June 2018
Nature of offence: UPC: did not enter into a written agreement with the client which adequately covered the terms of engagement contrary to standard 4.4 of the Architects Code
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 7 June 2018
Nature of offence: UPC: failed to disclose to the Architects Registration Board that he had been a director of a company that was the subject of a winding up order
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 5 October 2017, 12-13 February 2018, 16 & 30 April 2018
Nature of offence: UPC: failed to co-operate adequately, or at all, with the ARB’s investigation, in that they failed to respond to the ARB’s correspondence
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 6-8 February 2018
Nature of offence: UPC: failed to have in place a written procedure for the handling of complaints
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 18 September 2017
Nature of offence: UPC: failed to enter into a written agreement with his client prior to undertaking any professional work, which adequately, or at all, covered all matters set out in Standard 4.4 and 4.6 of the Architects Code: Standards of Conduct and Practice 2010
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 26 & 27 July 2017
Nature of offence: UPC: failed to set out terms of engagement in writing
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 1 March 2017
Nature of offence: UPC: failed adequately, or at all, to enter into a written agreement with the client prior to undertaking any professional work
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 15 and 23 December 2016
Nature of offence: UPC: failed to ensure that the architectural work carried out by the practice was under the control and management of a registered architect; failed to ensure that the complainant aware of the identity of the registered architect dealing with the project
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 6 December 2016
Nature of offence: UPC: failed to enter into a written agreement with the client which adequately, or at all, covered matters set out in Standard 4.4 and 4.6 of the 2010 Architects Code; failed to have a written procedure for complaints handling
Penalty: £500 penalty order



Date: 14 – 16 November 2016
Nature of offence: UPC: failed to adequately inspect the works, or ensure that the works were adequately inspected prior to the final certificate being issued, in particular failed to ensure that the ongoing dispute regarding faulty pumps had been resolved; made a statement that was dishonest or misleading
Penalty: £2500 penalty order



Date: 3 November 2016
Nature of offence: UPC: failed to inform the client, adequately or at all, that additional fees were being incurred on an hourly rate and accumulating during the production of revised sketch proposals
Penalty: £2000 penalty order



Date: 24 and 25 October 2016
Nature of offence: SPI: failed to carry out work faithfully, conscientiously and with skill and care in that she failed adequately, or at all, to carry out an accurate survey; produced drawings which were inadequate and misleading; failed adequately, or at all, to comply with the clients’ instructions and/or expectations that the extension to the clients’ property was to extend so that it was level with next doors property
Penalty: No order



Date: 17 October 2016
Nature of offence: UPC: knowingly took copies of former employees files to which he wasn’t entitled, and in doing so failed to act with honesty and integrity
Penalty: 3 month suspension



Date: 17 October 2016
Nature of offence: UPC: knowingly allowed unauthorised copies of Gelder & Kitchen LLP files to be stored on the premises of Harris Associates Ltd and to be accessed by staff, and failed to put processes in place to prevent them being used in a planning application; and in doing so, he failed to act with integrity
Penalty: £2500 penalty order



Date: 26 February 2016
Nature of offence: UPC: Failed to set out terms of engagement in writing; charged VAT to her client when she was not VAT registered; undertook work as an architect without having in place adequate and appropriate professional indemnity insurance; and declared to the ARB that she held professional indemnity insurance when she did not.
Penalty: £500 penalty order



Date: 25 – 27 July 2016
Nature of offence: UPC: failed to provide adequate terms of engagement; failed to adequately keep the complainant informed as to progress despite being instructed to carry out additional supervision of the project.
Penalty: £1250 penalty order



Date: 21 July 2016
Nature of offence: UPC: Failed to provide adequate terms of engagement; failed to adhere to the terms agreed at the outset, failed to carry out work without delay; failed to communicate adequately with the complainant; withheld drawings until the Complainant had agreed to new terms and conditions, and issued inaccurate and/or unjustified invoices.
Penalty: £2000 penalty order (by consent)



Date: 6 July 2016
Nature of offence: Criminal Conviction.
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 14 – 16 March and 26 and 30 August 2016
Nature of offence: UPC: Overvalued the works, provided an explanation concerning the removal of a downstand beam which was unsatisfactory, inaccurate and misleading.
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 23 – 25 May 2016
Nature of offence: UPC: Failed to provide terms of engagement before undertaking professional work.
Penalty: £1000 penalty order



Date: 11 – 14 April and 17 May 2016
Nature of offence: UPC: failed to control the cost of the project to redevelop a Health Centre.
Penalty: £2000 penalty order



Date: 9 – 11 May 2016
Nature of offence: UPC: Failed to provide adequate terms of engagement; failed to disclose a conflict of interest.
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 4 May 2016
Nature of offence: UPC: Failed to issue adequate terms of engagement; failed to respond appropriately to a client complaint.
Penalty: No order



Date: 12 – 14 January, 7 March (in chambers), 27 April 2016
Nature of offence: UPC & SPI: Failed to carry out work faithfully, conscientiously and with skill and care; failed adequately or at all to provide the client with relevant information and advice, failed adequately or at all to deal with a complaint or dispute about professional work.
Penalty: 6 month suspension



Date: 5 April 2016
Nature of offence: UPC: the architect made statements which brought himself and the profession into disrepute, contrary to Standard 9.2 of the Code
Penalty: No order



Date: 24 March 2016
Nature of Offence: UPC- failed adequately, or at all, to ensure that the business style of the practice in which he was the sole registered architect was not misleading; failed adequately, or at all, to ensure that the architectural work carried out by the practice on behalf of the Complainant was under the control and management of a registered architect; failed adequately, or at all, to ensure that the Complainant was aware of the identity of the registered architect at the practice; and failed adequately, or at all, to ensure that the Complainant was aware that other persons carrying out architectural work on the project were not registered architects.
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 7 March 2016
Nature of Offence: Criminal Conviction
Penalty: £1500 penalty order



Date: 1 – 2 March 2016
Nature of Offence: UPC: failed to enter into a written agreement with his client prior to undertaking any professional work; failed to carry out work without undue delay
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 10 & 11 September, 27 October 2015 and 1 February 2016
Nature of offence: UPC: failed to keep client informed of the cost of the works as contained in the contract and miselad the complainant as to the costs position; provided misleading advice to the complainant.
Penalty: £2500 penalty order



Date: 12 & 13 May, 17 August and 21 January 2016
Nature of Offence: UPC: failed to provide the client with adequate terms of engagement; claimed retrospective fees without prior approval from the client
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 26 & 27 February 2015 and  2 March 2015 and 15 January 2016
Nature of Offence: UPC: acted without integrity and/or in a manner inconsistent with his professional obligations in failing to advise his clients of the consequences of entering into a fixed payment schedule and failed to act with integrity and/or faithfully and conscientiously and with due regard to relevant technical and professional standards in the administration of a contract.
Penalty: £2500 penalty order



Date: 24 & 25 September and 7 & 8 December 2015
Nature of offence: UPC: failed to ensure that works were completed in accordance with the contract drawings, and agreed deviations from the contract without the client’s prior approval; failed to ensure the building works were carried out to a satisfactory standard.
Penalty: 6 month suspension



Date: 2 December 2015
Nature of Offence: UPC: failed to prepare accurate drawings; failed to visit site prior to submitting a planning application; failed to deal with a dispute appropriately and sought to blame the complainant for own failings & SPI: failed to prepare accurate drawings
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 16 November 2015
Nature of Offence: UPC: failed to provide terms of engagement; failed to keep client updated of costs
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 26 October 2015
Nature of Offence: UPC: failed to set out terms of engagement, failed to deal with a complaint adequately
Penalty: Reprimand by consent



Date: 14 August 2015
Nature of offence: UPC/SPI: failed to keep clients informed of any issue which may significantly affect the quality and/or cost of the proposed project, and/or specifically failed to notify the clients that the figures quoted were not an estimate for the full build costs of the project and would only cover the cost of the square metre increase.



Date: 11 – 13 August 2015
Nature of offence: UPC: failed to adequately set out written terms of engagement, failed to properly communicate with clients, failed to promptly inform the complainants that the building contractor had withdrawn from the project, failed to provide estimates for the cost of the build in line with the the complainants budget, failed to adequately progress the building warrant, failed to provide the complainants with planning permission documents promptly, failed to deal with invoices without undue delay, redacted the date of a delayed invoice , failed to develop an action plan and estimated timetable for the work although it had been requested, failed to ensure that the already delayed building work started in 2012, failed to deal with a complaint appropriately.
Penalty: 12 month suspension



Date: 23 and 24 June and 10 July 2015
Nature of offence: UPC: made representations which he knew, or ought to have known, to be inaccurate, misleading and unfair to others, and in so doing he failed to act with integrity and avoid any actions or situations inconsistent with his professional obligations; He failed to take any, or adequate, steps to ensure that the representations made in a letter were accurate in all, or any, respects;  disclosed confidential information without the prior consent of his client’s personal representatives, and in so doing failed to maintain client confidentiality
Penalty: £1250 penalty order



Date: 9,10 & 17 June 2015
Nature of Offence: UPC: Facilitated, permitted or acquiesced in the issue of a final Architects certificate without fully inspecting and/or approving the works and/or when he knew there were outstanding matters; made representations which were inaccurate misleading and untrue, failed to respond adequately or at all to a complaint about his professional work
Penalty: £1500 penalty order



Date: 5 June 2015
Nature of Offence: UPC: failed to carry out work faithfully and conscientiously, failed to provide an effective and efficient service to his client, failed to deal with his client’s complaint
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 2 June 2015
Nature of Offence: Criminal Conviction
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 21 May 2015
Nature of Offence: UPC: received a police caution in respect of a common assault
Penalty: £500 penalty order



Date:18 May 2015
Nature of Offence: Nature of Offence: UPC: failed to maintain adequate and appropriate professional indemnity insurance
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 20 – 24 April, 29 April (chambers) and 16 June 2015 (tel conf)
Nature of offence: UPC: specifed a heating system that was unsuitable and inadequate for the property; failed to adequately specify and design the heating system; failed to adequately specify the slate flooring; failed to ensure the protection of flooring during ongoing works; certified defective work in respect of the flooring; failed adequately to explain and discuss or obtain permission for all variations to the contract; failed to ensure cost savings were applied to the contract in a reasonable time
Penalty: £1500 penalty order



Date: 15-16 April and 19 June 2015
Nature of offence: UPC: failed to adequately or at all set out terms of engagement in writing; failed to recognise and/or declare a conflict of interest when he advised he complainants that he could provide all of the building services alongside his architectural services; failed to provide monthly updates on costs as agreed; failed to provide full reconciliation and projection in relation to costs in or around December 2012, failed to provide any such budget review/costs comparison; failed to monitor costs and/or report on overspending and as a result, allowed costs to excessivly exceed the estimate; failed to respond to the complainant’s complaint in a timely manner; failed to cooperate with the ARB’s investigations
Penalty: £2500 penalty order



Date: 6 March 2015
Nature of Offence: UPC: failed to perform appropriate and accurate duties for the obtaining of planning permission for a property renovation; failed to respond promptly and/or appropriately to a complaint and/or dispute about professional work
Penalty: £2000 penalty order



Date:  8 September 2014 & 29 January 2015
Nature of offence: UPC: failed to act impartially in administering Joint Contract Tribunals (JCT) contract in his role as client, architect and contract administrator. £1000 penalty order
Penalty: Superseded to Erasure following non-payment of the penalty order



Date: 1-2 December 2014
Nature of Offence: UPC: Failed to issue adequate terms of engagement
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 27 October 2014
Nature of Offence: UPC: failed to have adequate insurance and failed to deal with a complaint
Penalty: £1500 penalty order



Date: 10 September & 20 October 2014
Nature of Offence: UPC: Failed to adequately set out terms of engagement; failed to carry out work faithfully and conscientiously; failed to adequately deal with a complaint
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 17 September 2014
Nature of Offence: UPC: Failed to issue adequate terms of engagement; failed to maintain adequate insurance
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 15 September 2014
Nature of offence: Criminal Conviction for eight offences of making indecent photographs or pseudo-photographs of a child.
Penalty: Erasure



Date:  16 and 17 June 2014
Nature of offence: UPC: failed to perform his professional work with due skill, care and diligence.
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 14 and 15 May 2014
Nature of Offence: UPC: Failure to enter into a written agreement with the client
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 9 May 2014
Nature of offence: Criminal Conviction: Conspiracy to cheat the Public Revenue.
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 27 March and 8 May 2014
Nature of Offence: UPC: Failure to carry out his professional work faithfully and conscientiously
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 7 – 11 April 2014
Nature of Offence: UPC & SPI :failed to adequately set out terms of contract in writing, failed to carry out work with due skill, care and diligence, failed to keep his client informed of the progress of works, failed to carry out work without undue delay, acted inconsistently with professional obligations in requesting a payment from a third party supplier
Penalty: One year suspension



Date: 29 January and 4 April 2014
Nature of offence: UPC: acted dishonestly in making statements to his client which he knew, or ought ot have know, were misleading and/or discreditable to the profession, Failed to carry out work faithfully and conscientiously, failed to deal with complaints or disputes appropriately, failed to cooperate with the Board.
Penalty: 2 year suspension



Date: 24 March 2014
Nature of offence: UPC: failed to provide written terms of engagement; failed to carry out his work faithfully and conscientiously and with due regard to relevant technical and professional standards; failed to preserve the security of up to £10,000 entrusted to him in the course of his practice; failed to mainatin the reputation of architects and acted with a wilful disregard of his responsibilities and a lack of integrity in failing to inform the Board within 28 days that he had been made the subject of a bankruptcy order and that he had failed to pay a judgment debt.
Penalty: Two year suspension



Date: 21 March 2014
Nature of Offence: UPC: Failure to ensure that professional finances were managed prudently
Penalty: Reprimand



Date:  24 February 2014
Nature of offence: UPC:failed to deal with a complaint from a third party appropriately; failed to co-operate with the ARB; failed to provide evidence of PII; failed to notify the ARB of a bankruptcy order.
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 5 February 2014
Nature of Offence: UPC: Failure to carry out work without undue delay and failure to keep client informed
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 22 January 2014
Nature of Offence: UPC: Failure to maintain adequate and appropriate professional indemnity insurance and run-off cover
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 7 – 8 January 2014
Nature of Offence: UPC & SPI: Failed adequately, or at all, prepare an appropriate contract between his client and the contractor.
Penalty: £1000 penalty order



Date: 18 – 19 December 2013
Nature of Offence: UPC & SPI: Failed to carry out work without undue delay, failed to inform client about the absence of a stage two building warrant
Penalty: £2000 penalty order



Date: 9 December 2013
Nature of Offence: UPC: Failure to provide terms of engagement at the outset of appointment
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 28 – 29 November 2013
Nature of Offence: UPC: Failure to ensure that an employee was adequately supervised
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 5 – 6 November 2013
Nature of Offence: UPC: Failure to provide compliant terms of engagement at the outset of appointment
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 21 October 2013
Nature of Offence: UPC: Failure to ensure that the business style of the practice, to include the letterhead, was not misleading; failure to co-operate with ARB’s investigations
Penalty: No Order



Date: 14 – 16 August 2013 & 15 October 2013
Nature of Offence: UPC: failed to adequately set out terms of engagement; failed to carry out work with due skill, care and diligence; failed to carry out work without undue delay; failed to keep his client informed; failed to adequately deal with a client complaint; made unjustified claims for costs and VAT; failed to provide evidence of adequate insurance.
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 17 – 18 October 2013
Nature of Offence: UPC: Failure to promote professional services in a responsible manner; failure to set out adequate terms of engagement
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 9 October 2013
Nature of Offence: UPC: Misleading promotion of business; failed to ensure that a client of the practice was informed that the project was under the architect’s control and management
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 19 September 2013
Nature of Offence: UPC: Failed to issue adequate terms of engagement; failed maintain adequate insurance
Penalty: 2 year suspension



Date:  15-18 April 2013 & 3 September 2013
Nature of offence: UPC – made a claim for costs which he knew, or ought to have known he could not justify and made representations in witness statements provided for arbitration proceedings which were inaccurate, misleading and untrue.
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 27 – 28 August 2013
Nature of Offence: UPC: Complaint 1: Failed to respond to requests for information, failed to co-operate fully and promptly with ARB, failed to provide evidence of insurance. Complaint 2: Failed to issue adequate terms of engagement, failed to deal with a complaint about professional work promptly and appropriately, failed to co-operate fully and promptly with ARB, used inaccurate and misleading information in relation to the promotion of business, failed to keep the client informed of the progress of work
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 3 July 2013
Nature of Offence: UPC and SPI – Failure to provide terms of engagement, failed to prepare designs in line with initial brief, made errors relating to the footprint of the house and measurements to the roof
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 24 – 25 June 2013
Nature of Offence: UPC – Failure to adequately set out terms of engagement
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 4 – 5 June 2013
Nature of offence: UPC: Acted in a manner inconsistent with his professional obligations in respect of the appointment of builders; offered a service that combined consulting and architectural services without explaining that no independent architectural function could therefore be provided; failed to provide adequate compentence and resources for the project, failed to provide sufficient terms of engagement, failed to carry out work without undue delay and within agreed cost limits, made misrepresentations to the Board.
Penalty: 2 year suspension



Date: 14 May 2013
Nature of Offence: UPC – made a statement in an email which was contrary to his obligations to maintain the reputation of the architects’ profession
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 1 May 2013
Nature of Offence: SPI & UPC: failed to carry out his work conscientiously and with skill and care, in that he failed to adequately, or at all, survey the existing site conditions which resulted in the extension not fitting properly at all; failed to carry out his work conscientiously and with skill and care, in that he failed to apply for planning permission; failed to deal with a complaint concerning his professional work appropriately
Penalty: £3000 penalty order



Date:  30 April 2013
Nature of offence: UPC – failed to disclose to his client in writing his relationship with the builder on the project ; certified the value of works contrary to the best interests of the client; refused to provide the client with a copy of minutes from a meeting unless he was paid monies; wrote a letter to the client’s employer which was inappropriate and contained unfounded allegations.
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 29 April 2013
Nature of Offence: UPC – failed to adequately set out terms of engagement in writing; failed to record in writing variations to the original agreement; failed to carry out work within agreed cost limits and failed to keep complainants informed of progress of works and failed to safeguard the complainants’ money
Penalty: £1000 penalty order



Date: 27 March 2013
Nature of Offence: Criminal Conviction – breach of HSE regulations
Penalty: £2500 penalty order



Date: 6 -7 March 2013
Nature of Offence: UPC – fafiled to inspect the works appropriately, and incorrectly advised the client that the issuing of a Certificate of Practical Completion would not affect their right, failed to advise the client property over liquidated damagers and granted a five month extension of time when it was not approriate to do so
Penalty: £2500 penalty order



Date: 12 February 2013
Nature of Offence: UPC – undertook work in a personal capacity for a client of his Practice at a time when the Pracitce was in financial difficulties, failed to hold appropriate professional indemnity insurance for this work, faield to notify the Registrar of a failure to pay a judgment debt relating to an employment tribunal, and that he had been made the subject of a bankruptcy order
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 17 December 2012 and 30 Janaury 2013
Nature of Offence: UPC – failure to co-operate fully and promptly with the Board
Penalty: £500 penalty order



Date: 7 December 2012
Nature of Offence: UPC – failure to provide adequate terms of engagement
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 6 December 2012
Nature of Offence: UPC – failure to act without delay and failure to keep client adequately informed
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 28-29 November 2012
Nature of Offence: UPC – failure to adequately deal with complaint



Date: 26 September 2012
Nature of Offence: UPC: failed to ensure that his personal and professional finances were managed prudently and responsibly.
Penalty: 1 year suspension



Date: 25 September 2012
Nature of Offence: UPC – failure to inform employer and used position with employer to prepare and submit a tender on behalf of architect’s own practice; failure to act with integrity
Penalty: £1000 penalty order



Date: 18 & 19 June 2012
Nature of Offence: UPC: failed to ensure that his professional finances were managed prudently; failed to pay a judgement debt; failed to deal with a complaint promptly or appropriately; failed to report to his clients in writing the risk posed to their proposed extension; failed to request tenders from three of four contractors; failed to have appropriate insurance arrangements; and failed to respond to correspondence from the Board.
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 12 June 2012
Nature of Offence: SPI – failure to obtain building regulation approval
Penalty: No order



Date: 11 June 2012
Nature of Offence: UPC – Using unlicensed software in practice
Penalty: £2000 penalty order



Date: 22 May 2012
Nature of Offence: UPC: Failed to ensure business was managed competently; continued to use the name of a liquidated company; pursued fees due to a liquidated company; made unprofessional representations, and failed to deal with a complaint appropriately.
Penalty: 2 year suspension



Date: 3 May 2012
Nature of Offence: UPC – failure to manage business(es) competently resultingin company liquidation, failed to inform Registrar of liquidation within 28 days or at all, failure to correspond with the Board in a timely fashion
Penalty: £1000 penalty order



Date: 27 March 2012
Nature of Offence: UPC – failure to disclose a conflict of interest, failure to provide adequate terms of engagement and disclosed confidential information
Penalty: £1000 penalty order



Date: 20 March 2012
Nature of Offence: Failure to pay PCC penalty order
Penalty: One year suspension



Date: 20 & 21 March 2012
Nature of Offence: SPI – failure to carry out work faithfully, conscientiously and with due skill, care and diligence
£500 penalty order



Date: 12 & 13 March 2012
Nature of Offence: UPC- failure to deal with a complaint appropriately; failed to adequately set out terms of engagement in writing
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 11 January 2012
Nature of Offence: Failed to pay PCC penalty order
Penalty: 6 month suspension



Date: 21 – 23 November 2011
Nature of Offence: UPC: Failure to act in client’s best interest and consistent with professsional obligation, failure to act with integrity, failure to carry out professional work faithfully and conscietiously, failre to carry out work without undue delay, failure to deal with a complaint about professional work
Penalty: £1500 penalty order



Date: 11 October 2011
Nature of Offence: UPC: failure to ensure the practice was under her control and management; failure to deal with a complaint promplty; failure to respond to the ARB
Penalty: £500 penalty order



Date: 15 August 2011
SPI – failure to carry out work with due skill, care and diligence
Nature of Offence: UPC – failure to have in place effective internal procedures to include monitoring and review procedures; failure to exercise adequate supervision of staff; failure to co-operate fully and promptly with the ARB
Penalty: £1000 penalty order



Date: 7 June 2011
Nature of Offence: UPC – failure to act with integrity and made a statement which he knew to be unfair to others or discreditable to the profession and failure to ensure a client’s confidential information was safeguarded.
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 12 January 2011
Nature of Offence: UPC – failure to respond to the Architects Registration Board in accordance with the timescale set out in the Code
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 19 April 2011
Nature of Offence: UPC – failure to record provision for termination and dispute resolution and that he was subject to the disciplinary functions of the ARB; failure to ensure the practice had effective internal monitoring and review procedures in place; failure to keep clients informed of costs; and failure to handle the client’s or their legal representative’s complaint appropriately.
Penalty: Four-month suspension



Date: 21 October 2010
Nature of Offence: UPC –failure to ensure the work of the practice was under the control and management of an architect, failure to ensure that the identity of that architect was apparent to clients and failure to inform clients of the disciplinary sanction of the Board.
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 1 September 2010
Nature of Offence: UPC- failure to report a serious breach of the Code to the ARB.
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 1 September 2010
Nature of Offence: UPC & SPI – dishonesty; failure to carry out work faithfully and conscientiously; failure to undertake work without undue delay; failure to provide terms of engagement; failure to deal with a dispute appropriately.
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 25 August 2010
Nature of Offence: UPC – failure to make it clear that his services would not incorporate the independent functions of an architect.
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 17 August 2010
Nature of Offence: UPC – failure to provide evidence of insurance in the form required by the Board; and failure to respond to correspondence from the Board.
Penalty: No order



Date: 12 July 2010
Nature of Offence: UPC – failure to record terms of contract in writing; failure to carry out work without undue delay; failure to deal with complaints about his professional work; failure to deal with correspondence from the Board.
Penalty: £2500 penalty order



Date: 12 May 2010
Nature of Offence: UPC – failure to maintain adequate and appropriate professional indemnity insurance work carried out in a private capacity
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 13 April 2010
Nature of Offence: UPC – failure to maintain adequate and appropriate insurance and failed to respond to the Board
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 19 March 2010
Nature of Offence: UPC – failure to adequately set out Terms of Engagement in writing
Penalty: £1000 penalty order



Date: 3 & 4 March 2010
Nature of Offence: UPC – failure to disclose a potential conflict in writing
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 15 December 2009 and 1 March 2010
Nature of Offence: UPC – failure to provide adequate terms of contract
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 26 January 2010 SPI – failure to perform work with due skill care and diligence
Nature of Offence: UPC – failure to adequately set out terms of engagement in writing
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 8 December 2009
Nature of Offence: UPC– failure to maintain adequate and apppropriate professional indemnity insurance run-off cover
Penalty: £1000 fine



Date: 29 & 30 October 2009
Nature of Offence: UPC – failure to issue correct Terms of Engagement in Writing
Penalty: £750 penalty order



Date: 25 June 2009
Nature of Offence: UPC- failure to set out Terms of Engagement in Writing
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 27 May 20109
Nature of Offence: UPC
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 27 May 2009
Nature of Offence: UPC
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 27 May 2009
Nature of Offence: UPC
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 7 April 2009
Nature of Offence: Criminal conviction
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 25 February 2009
Nature of Offence: UPC – failure to manage finances prudently; failure to maintain aequate and appropriate professional indemnity insurance
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 24 February 2009
Nature of Offence: Criminal conviction
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 12 January 2009
Nature of Offence: UPC – failure to provide evidence of Professional Indemnity Insurance; failure to respond to correspondence from the Board
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 2 May & 28 October 2008
Nature of Offence: UPC – failure to provide evidence of Professional Indemnity Insurance; failure to respond to correspondence from the Board
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 18 June 2008
Nature of Offence: UPC – Failure to pay a PCC Penalty Order, failing to carry out professional work; failing to provide evidence of PII; failing to deal with correspondence from the Board
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 18 June 2008
Nature of Offence: Criminal Conviction
Penalty: No order



Date: 18 June 2008
Criminal Conviction
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 17 June 2008
Nature of Offence: UPC – failing to provide evidence of PII and failing to deal with corresopndence from the Board
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 17 June 2008
Nature of Offence: UPC –failing to provide evidence of PII and failing to deal with correspondence from the Board
Penalty: £1000 penalty order



Date: 02 May 2008
Nature of Offence: UPC – failing to hold professional indemnity insurance and failing to respond to correspondence from the Board Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 02 May 2008
Nature of Offence: UPC – failing to deal with a client complaint and failing to deal with correspondence from the Board
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 26 February 2008
Nature of Offence: UPC – holding himself out as an architect when not entitled and providing misleading information
Penalty: Six month suspension



Date: 17 January 2008
Nature of Offence: UPC – Failure to manage work professionally and with regard to the interests of client
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 11 December 2007
Nature of Offence: UPC – Misuse of the affix RIBA; making misleading representations to client; failing to preserve the security of clients funds and failing to ensure personal and professional finances were managed prudently
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 26 November 2007
Nature of Offence: UPC – Failing to provide adequate terms of engagement, failing to charge client as promised, lack of PII cover and using the title ‘architect’ when not on the Register
Penalty: £1000 penalty order



Date: 25 June 2007
Nature of Offence: SPI – failing to perform his work with due skill, care and diligence, and certifying work for a contractor when he should not have done so.
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 12 June 2007
Nature of Offence: UPC – failing to have professional indemnity insurance in place, failing to deal with correspondence from the Board
Penalty: £1000 penalty order



Date: 12 June 2007
Nature of Offence: UPC – failing to provide evidence of compliance with the insurance requirement and failing to deal with correspondence from the Board
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 6 June 2007
Nature of Offence: UPC – carrying out work with no professional indemnity insurance, failing to ensure run-off cover after allowing her PII cover to lapse, and convicted of breaching sections 7 and 9 of the Planning (Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990p
Penalty: One year suspension



Date: 13 March 2007
Nature of Offence: UPC: failing to deal with correspondence from both client and the Board
Penalty: £1500 penalty order



Date: 28 February 2007
Nature of Offence: UPC: failing to deal with correspondence from the Board
Penalty: £1000 penalty order



Date: 21 February 2007
Nature of Offence: UPC: failing to hold appropriate professional indemnity insurance
Penalty: £750 penalty order



Date: 24 January 2007
Nature of Offence: UPC: failing to deal with correspondence from the Board
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 18 October 2006
Nature of Offence: UPC: failing to provide evidence of professional indemnity insurance and failing to deal with correspondence from the Board
Penalty: 1 year suspension



Date: 28 September 2006
Nature of Offence: UPC: failure to provide a written contract to clients, failure to supervise staff and acting in a conflict of interest situation
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 21 July 2006
Nature of Offence: Criminal conviction relating to his practice as an architect
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 19 January 2006
Nature of Offence: UPC: failure to produce evidence of professional indemnity insurance
Penalty: £1,000 penalty order



Date: 19 January 2006
Nature of Offence: UPC: failure to deal with correspondence from the Board
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 24 November 2005
Nature of Offence: Criminal conviction relating to practise as an architect
Penalty: No penalty



Date: 05 October 2005
Nature of Offence: UPC: practising without professional indemnity insurance in place
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 12 July 2005
Nature of Offence: UPC: failure to pay a judgment debt
Penalty: Reprimand & £500 penalty order



Date: 28 June 2005
Nature of Offence: SPI: failure to administer contract correctly
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 14 June 2005
Nature of Offence: UPC: failing to deal with complaints from a client properly, holding herself out as an architect when unregistered
Penalty: £600 penalty order



Date: 07 April 2005
Nature of Offence: UPC: practising without professional indemnity insurance in place
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 07 April 2005
Nature of Offence: UPC: practising without professional indemnity insurance in place
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 07 April 2005
Nature of Offence: UPC: practising without professional indemnity insurance in place
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 07 April 2005
Nature of Offence: UPC: practising without professional indemnity insurance in place
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 15 March 2005
Nature of Offence: UPC: practising without professional indemnity insurance in place
Penalty: £1,000 penalty order



Date: 15 March 2005
Nature of Offence: UPC: practising without professional indemnity insurance in place
Penalty: £1,250 penalty order



Date: 03 March 2005
Nature of Offence: Criminal Conviction
Penalty: 18 month suspension



Date: 24 August 2004
Nature of Offence: UPC: failure to provide terms of engagement in writing
Penalty: No Penalty



Date: 13 July 2004
Nature of Offence: UPC: failure to provide terms of engagement in writing and causing undue delays
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 09 December 2003
Nature of Offence: UPC: failure to provide terms of engagement in writing
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 16 October 2003
Nature of Offence: UPC: Failure to manage finances and deal with complaints
Penalty: 9 month suspensions



Date: 01 October 2003
Nature of Offence: UPC: Not agreeing terms of contract in writing
Penalty: £1,500 penalty order



Date: 14 July 2003
Nature of Offence: UPC: not having adequate insurance
Penalty: £1,000 penalty order



Date: 11 March 2003
Nature of Offence: SPI: falling below acceptable standards for an architect
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 04 March 2003
Nature of Offence: UPC & SPI: lack of due care, skill & diligence
Penalty: £2,000 penalty order



Date: 04 February 2003
Nature of Offence: UPC: practising without insurance
Penalty: £1,000 penalty & 1 year suspension



Date: 15 January 2003
Nature of Offence: UPC & SPI: Misleading clients, practising without insurance & failure to deal with complaints
Penalty: Erasure



Date: 29 October 2002
Nature of Offence: UPC & SPI: Inaccurate drawings, failure to submit plans, to supervise staff and provide a written contract
Penalty: 9 month suspension



Date: 11 Septemer 2002
Nature of Offence: UPC: Mishandling of client monies and failure to deal with complaints
Penalty: Reprimand & £500 penalty



Date: 16 May 2002
Nature of Offence: UPC & DC: misleading planning authority & misappropriation of funds
Penalty: 2 year suspension



Date: 27 February 2002
Nature of Offence: UPC & SPI: Failure to administer contract
Penalty: 6 month suspension



Date: 26 Septemer 2001
Nature of Offence: UPC: failure to provide terms of engagement in writing
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 02 May 2001
Nature of Offence: UPC: Misleading a client in a planning application
Penalty: 2 year suspension



Date: 02 May 2001
Nature of Offence: UPC: Failure to manage business properly, undue delay and dealing with complaints inappropriately
Penalty: 2 year suspension



Date: 02 May 2001
Nature of Offence: UPC: practising without professional indemnity insurance in place
Penalty: £250 penalty



Date: 02 May 2001
Nature of Offence: UPC: failure to provide terms of engagement in writing
Penalty: No penalty order



Date: 24 January 2001
Nature of Offence: UPC: inappropriate termination of agreement
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 04 January 2001
Nature of Offence: UPC: failure to provide terms of engagement in writing
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 06 Septemer 2000
Nature of Offence: UPC: Failing to hand over documents
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 27 July 2000
Nature of Offence: UPC: failure to provide terms of engagement in writing and failure to deal with planning application
Penalty:£800 penalty followed by Erasure for non-payment



Date: 14 March 2000
Nature of Offence: UPC: Failure to account for client monies
Penalty:£500 penalty



Date: 16 February 2000
Nature of Offence: UPC: Flawed tendering process
Penalty:2 year suspension



Date: 08 December 1999
Nature of Offence: UPC: Practising without professional indemnity insurance in place
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 16 November 1999
Nature of Offence: UPC: Failure to pay a judgment debt
Penalty:4 month suspension



Date: 20 May 1999
Nature of Offence: UPC: failure to deal with clients money properly
Penalty: Reprimand



Date: 20 April 1999
Nature of Offence: Criminal convictions for forgery and fraud
Penalty:Erasure



Date: 19 December 1997
Nature of Offence: UPC: Contractual, tendering and inspection errors
Penalty:Erasure


			

				

			

			

				
				
				
				
			

				
				
			
		

	

						
 

				
				 

			                
        
         

        Download this page as a PDF
            





			
 

				
		
				
					Search for:
					
					
				

			

			

		
           
	Making a complaint - what happens when you complain to ARB 
	Dealing with a complaint 
	ARB's Complaint Process 	The Investigation Process	Screening new complaints: ARB's acceptance criteria
	Concurrent court proceedings
	Dealing with multiple complaints


	Inquirers
	Professional Conduct Committee	PCC Overview	Martin Pike
	Jules Griffiths
	Roger Wilson
	Robert Dearman
	David Kann
	Andrew Webster
	Sadia Zouq
	Sean Hammond
	Alastair Cannon
	Rachel Childs
	Emma Boothroyd


	PCC Guidance	What constitutes UPC and SPI
	Case-management meetings
	Drafting PCC decisions
	Proceeding in the Architect's absence
	Information for PCC Chairs
	Witness Information
	Concurrent court proceedings
	Adjournment requests
	Sanctions Guidance
	Dealing with an unrepresented architect
	Guidance for architects attending a Professional Conduct Committee hearing


	Virtual Tour PCC
	Forthcoming PCC Hearings
	Previous PCC decisions	Mr Peter Kellow
	Mr Dean Smith
	Mr Robert Lukas
	Mr Glen David Eldridge
	Mr Andrew Guy
	Mr Anthony John Pettorino
	Mr Olaf Kneer
	Professor Alan Francis Phillips
	Mr Sandip Singh Chudha
	Mr John McCarrick
	Mr Philip John Bintliff
	Mr David Karl Seddon
	Mr Christopher Richard Chapman
	Mr Charles Johan Louwerse
	Mrs Paula Butterfield-Groves
	Mr Paul Gerard O'Kane
	Mrs Annabelle Helen Hargreaves Tugby
	Mr Sean Francis McKay
	Mr George De Sousa
	Mr Faheem Aftab
	Mr Charles Graham
	Mr Matthew Beasley
	Mr Nicholas Harding Helm
	Mr Patrick Dixon McInerney
	Mr Quentin John Alder
	Mr Desmond O'Hara
	Mr Ronald Robert McGregor
	Mr Toyin Oduse
	Mr Richard Cutler
	Mr Scott Waddell
	Mr Rajenkumar Patel
	Mr Derek Young
	Mr William Falconer
	Mr Justin Rooney
	Mr Tudor Radulescu
	Mr Michael Simon Hooper
	Mr Nic Antony
	Mr Kieron Lynch
	Mr Zeya KT Win
	Mr Simon IR Ash
	Mr Olgierd J Miloszewicz
	Mr Martin Raymond Belt
	Mrs Laura Petruso
	Mr Daniel Marçal
	Mr Jonathan Colin Muirhead
	Dr Alaa Al-Sohaini
	James Craigie Tannahill Thomson
	Mr Theodore Frederick Olokundiya Adiyan




	The Investigations Panel	IP Overview	Christina Gaiger
	Vicky Lockie
	Aun Qurashi
	Kevin Goodenough
	Andrew Lloyd
	Gillian Seager
	Helen Riley
	Michael Libby
	Rama Krishnan


	Third Party Review	Request for Third Party Review









		
		Latest News

			
					Professor Sir Chris Husbands appointed to Chair ARB’s independent Professional Practical Experience Commission   
									
	
					ARB approves new competencies and regulatory framework for educating future architects
									
	
					ARB publishes 2022 Annual Report and Financial Statements
									



		
News Archives
		2024 (1)
	January (1)


		2023 (9)
	September (1)
	July (1)
	June (1)
	April (2)
	March (1)
	February (3)


		2022 (11)
	November (1)
	October (1)
	September (1)
	July (1)
	June (4)
	May (2)
	April (1)


		2021 (12)
	October (2)
	August (3)
	July (2)
	June (2)
	March (1)
	February (2)


		2020 (24)
	December (2)
	November (3)
	October (3)
	September (2)
	August (3)
	July (2)
	June (3)
	April (1)
	March (1)
	February (2)
	January (2)


		2019 (9)
	December (1)
	September (3)
	June (1)
	May (1)
	April (1)
	January (2)


		2018 (10)
	October (3)
	September (2)
	July (2)
	June (2)
	May (1)





	
 
		
 
	
 



 
	
			
		
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				Contact Us   Data Protection Policy   Privacy Policy   Equality & Diversity   Careers   Accessibility   Glossary   Sitemap

			

			

				
				
				
				
			

				
				
			

				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				© 1997 - 2024 Architects Registration Board
8 Weymouth Street, London, W1W 5BU
+44 (0) 20 7580 5861
info@arb.org.uk

			

			

				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
			

			

				
				
				
				
					Follow
	Follow
	Follow
	Follow
	Follow


				
				
				
				
				







			

			

				
				
				
				
			

				
				
			
		

	
		


			
		

		


			
	
	        
        
  
  
    
      
        

  
Use of this website requires your consent for the use of cookies, but no personally identifiable information is captured.





        

		  Ok, I agree.
	  

      

      
    

    
  
  
  




























    
  
  
  
    
          
        
          Close GDPR Cookie Settings
          
        
            
        

  


        	
  
    Privacy Overview
  



        

  		Powered by  GDPR Cookie Compliance
		

      

      
      
        
           
        

        
        

          
            

      Privacy Overview
    
  	This website uses cookies so that we can provide you with the best user experience possible. Cookie information is stored in your browser and performs functions such as recognising you when you return to our website and helping our team to understand which sections of the website you find most interesting and useful.

  	  

  



            
            
            
            
          

          
        

        
        
          
			  		Enable All
		  					Save Changes
				

        

        
      

      

      


    

    
  

  
  
	
	