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Canadidh’ EngineersatN
. L!%Bmﬁesgkﬁgton siderable hal's been
Said and written ST berg of the Canadian So.aety‘ of
Wil Engineers regarding the status of the engineering
Profession in Canada. Mr. W. F. Tyé, in his address i;lt
ftawa on March 29th last referred to the engineer S
Jtanding and gave some advice for improving our status
hare than now
8lVen on government engineering cOmmissions. It is only
190 true that Canadian engineers are being too often over-
%ked hy our governments when they make appointments
0 Important public engineering works and co'mmxsswx}s(i
Ost emphatically it can be said that there 15 1O vali
'€ason whatsoever for any Canadian government tO go
Outside of Canada for engineers. There are no problems
9 projects in Canada which cannot be more capably
andled by Canadian engineers than by engx.neers from
Other countries. We arg at least on a par with them as
ar as education and abilities are concerned, and W€ have
€ advantage that we are in our OWi country and hence
“Ndoubtedly more intimately acquainted with all its con-
ions. The prefgrence often shown to outsiders 18
Certainly somewhat tnexplicable. : " s
It is, however, difficult, in fact 1m-p0551b1e, Orrem-
MOst of our engineers to participate in the actual gov 3
Ment of the country by becoming members of parllamerlz ;
and senators. La\;zve}s, doctors, farmers and merc_hanos
ave always a fixed place of residence. The avocatltzn g
1. € engineer does not render his life so fortun? s
O allow him a permanent place of .aboge, no =
€ fact that he is an employee allow him time OF oppo

. s : try.
unit . : . affairs of the coun
¥y to participate in the political ¢ engineers AR

anl)-' the comparatively small number . % % to become
€ In private practice are justified n aspiring T s
Members of parliament or senators: So it app

& bane,of the engineering profession 18 its ﬂo.ﬂilm"-}:;
Pendence and the'n%madic mode of life to WhlvaS
Nembers are compelled to accommodate themse rzs;z S

Ve no suggestions of improvements to make at pfor our"
' would think that herein lies an opportunity s
2iety to hecome more useful to its me'mbers. "1 1}t];

y evolving a new basis for the professnon whelx;etythe
Memberg could more easily situate themsel'ves sot aof th};.

uld take a more active part i the public affairs
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S A ] I\TACDON'ALD, A.M.Gan.SOC.C.E.
" Irénce, Que., April 16, 1917
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Inspecting Engineers.

et
world war, an army

orown m our

> .

d be received

o classes of

of : Sir,—In these days of the g'reat
mi Mspectors of every classification has
ASt. Are they to stay Profesmona“}’- o

Intq, . re tw:
10 the engineering world? There are

ha ion of
Pectors,—those that make @ profession

: t
anl- the second-year student with the influent!

ibrary of 1, : eves will &
! ) ooks which he belieVe: 3
Practical works of engineering- he latter class has be

lity)
ed : et o-day. |
the inspector’s position of t to;’) i enwiged

Wha ; Jaty
t are the duties of the insPe i e
farry out the duties of the clerk of works, and M :
5 | | of plans and a technica
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training;, and must be essentially practical in all things to
obtain results to the satisfaction of all concerned.

The leading architects of Canada all have staffs of

inspectors, with one man as chief inspector who goes over
all work for its final acceptance, but receives little, if any,

reimbursement for his discretion.
Do engineers realize that when they call for the

services of an inspector and place him in charge, that all
the responsibility is in reality on the inspector? Should

any bad work or oversight in construction arise at the
finish, he is dismissed, but when all is ©.K. then you do
not see Mr. Inspector or hear of him.

In your issue of April 19th you have an article by
Mr. C. A. Mullen. This gentleman states that inspection
and testing is a sound investment. I fully agree from
every point of view except one, and that is,—it is a very
poor investment for the inspector. He is underpaid, and
he must be honest. Keep him honest, for his services are

 essential.

G. H. LOVETT,
Inspecting Engineer.

Quebecs P.Q., April 23rd, 1917

[NotE:—The above letter is unique in that it repre-
sents the thoughts of one of a class of men who seldom
express their viewpoints in print but from whom we would
like to hear oftener. Mr. Lovett’s plea for better treat-
ment of inspectors—particularly chief inspectors—will
find fertile ground among engineers, as the latter realize
how important is intelligent inspection in all contracts.—
EDITOR. | ;

Municipal Consulting Engineers.

Sir,—I am sorry that in your editorial of March 15th,
1917, you attributed to my article on ‘‘Consulting En-
gineers’ Fees” a meaning it was not intended to, and
does not, convey.

You say that, stripped of excess verbiage, I assert
that consulting engineers purposely underestimate. I
said no such thing, but I did state that on the pe-centage
system a temptation is placed before the engineer to
underestimate. My article further stated that in ‘many
cases which have come before me, the preliminary esti-
mate bore little relation to the final cost. You say it is
hardly likely that I can give chapter and verse in sub-
stantiation, which is precisely what I am able to do in a
good many instances. I am prepared to give, and to
substantiate, many cases of underestimating, in which, as
I stated in my article, the preliminary estimate bears little
relation to the final cost, but 1 do not think you should
suggest the Canadian Society of Civil Engineers as the
tribunal, as however fair-minded its members may be, it
could scarcely be called an impartial tribunal. Probably
the Canadian Union of Municipalities could better appoint
a tribunal to consider the matter, and if you wish it
carried further, the following is one of the cases I have
in mind. :

In the town of “X” a well-known Eastern consult-
ing engineer prepared a preliminary estimate for a water-
works system, which was to include delivery to the town
and the laying of mains, to cost, as per the estimate; say,
$100,000. The report continued: ‘‘Laterals and house
connections will, of course, be paid for by the properties
served.”” In other words, this latter sentence would lead
anyone not familiar with municipal finance to believe
there was no need to borrow money for laterals and house |
connections, and that .$100,000 was all the capital re-
quired. What was the result? The town, having en-
dorsed the prelimiary estimate, had te go on, and spent




