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have been amended, and the bill will be re-introduced into
the next session of the British Parliament, with the support
of the above mentioned association, and L learn that there,
is every prospect of progress for the bill this year.

1 have a copy of this bill, which I could lend you for
four days only, and on the very strict condition that it
will be tarned 1o me i the siome order and coadition |
have sent it to%you.

The English Architects’ Registration Bill calls for the
tncorporation of the whole profession, and qgualifies the
members of the nineteen existing socicties of Architects
in England.

Persopally, | would he in favor of the Institute of
Architects of Canada, omitting from their bill, now before
Parliament, the clauses calling for closc corporation, and
after incorporation is thus granted there should be a joint
meeting of representatives of all the architectural bodies
in Canada, to discnss the advisability of asking the Fed-
eral Government 1o pass a bill to provide for the registra-
tion of Architects, on the same lines as the laws of Hlin-
ois or the British hill.

The Council of the lnstitute of Architects of Canada
have heen accused of forcing the “close corporation” biil
through the House for incorporation. .They are only fol-
lowing the instructions of the first Congress of Architects,
held in Montreal last summer. 1 know that among the
twenty members of the Council of the I. A. C. there are
six or seven who are in favor of “registration” by a De-
minion law, on the lines suggested in the recent resolu-
tion of the Toronto Architecturali Club, and [ have not
consulted all the members of our Council. There are,
perhaps, more. :

Yours very truly,
ArcipE ClaussE.
1051 St. Fiubert St., Montreal, Feb. 4, 08.

The O.A.A. and Registration
RCHITECT V. 4. LANGTON, of the Ountario
Association of Architects, replies 1o resolntion of
The Toronto Architeciural Club on the question of the
form of registration adzvocated by the Instituie of clrchi-
tects of Canadu, and explains the attitude of the Ontario
AAssociation on the subject.

Liditor Construction:

Dear Sir.—In vour January number. in a-report of
the anmmual meeting of the Architectural Club, you print
a resolution of the Club on the question of the registra-
dion of architeets, in which it is said that the club “is
opposed (o the form or forms of registration put forth
by the Institute of Architects of Canada and the Ontario
Association of Architects. which would mean giving the
control of the profession over into the hands of certain
privileged bodies of the profession.”

The Institute of Avchiteets of Canada was rted in
Montreal, and is. 1 believe, aiming at a censtitmion of
the same kind as that of the 'rovinee of Quekee Asso-
ciation of Architects, to which the architects of Mont-
real are accustomed.: If they are in error. | do vot wish
to defend them: I write only U remove a wisapprehen-
sion as to the attitnde of the Ontario Associntion towards
this question.

It is true that, when this Association first started, its
comstitution wirs madeled, on the suggestion, | believe,
of the then Minister of Education. on that of the Law
Society. Mcembers of the Association were to have an
exclusive title, the right w which was 1o be obtained by
passing exainations conducted by the Association,

The purpose of this Act was to oblige young men to
train themselves properly for the profession. Tt failed
in this respect. inasmuch as the title of wembers of the
Association was made not “Architect” but “Registered
Architect.” .

When it was clear that the Act as it stood would have
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no effect upon the educational question, the Association
(with whom also the title “Registered Architect” was
not popular), represented the state of affairs to the Gov-
ernment and requested that the title be made “Archi-
tect.”

A bill for this purpose was accordingly put into the
hands of a membher on the Government side to test the
feeling of the House. The feeling of a majority of the
House appeared to be in favor of the results aimed at by
the bill; but it hecanre clear i conmittee that there was
opposition in the country; not of a statesmanlike charac-
ter. but an opposition which the commitice would not go
agamst.

In its practical bearing upon our question the oppo-
sition amouated o a suspicion that if the :\ssociation
had the power to conduct the examinations by which
young wmen were admitted to practise architecture, it
would unse that power to refuse them admittance and
keep them out of  practice. Accordingly, when we
brought the question up again in the Mouse, we express-
ed our seadiness to hand over the duty of examination
to agents appointed by the Government.

In this form the opposition to the hill, as class legisla-
tion, was withdrawn, Tt did not. however. pass. because
of opposition- from two architects on the ground that an
annual fec should not be made a condition of practice.

This was in 1897. and since that date examination by
government agency may be defined as the attitude of the
Association to the question of an educational test for
persons inteading to practice architecture.

At the convention held in Januvary, 1907, it was pro-
posed to bring the matter up again, and the question
of how to conduct examinations apart from the Associi-
tion i3 now. at the request of the Association. being con-
sidered by the Ontario Government.

This position, unless I am very much mistaken, is the
very position in favor of which the Toronto Architec-
tural Club “wishes to put itself on record.” in propos-
irg the above motion. This is a “form of registration
of architects, hased on education and under direct Gov-
ernment control” which the resolution calls “a proper
form.”

We may therefore. T suppose. couwant on the support of
the Toronto Architectural Club. if a mecasure to that
effect is introduced this session. -

Yours truly.
W. A, Langron,
43 Victoria st.. Toronto, Jan. 11.

Just What Draughtsmen Require
Iiditor CONSTRUCTION,

Gentlemen,—Enclosed please find express money order
for which send to the above address CONSTRUCTION, be-
ginning with the January number. I saw vour first num-
her of this paper yesterday and am muely pleased with the
“make up” of it, and am sure your success is guaranteed
from the start. Tt is just what we draftsmen require, and
have heen looking so tong for.  \Wishing you a Happy
New Year.

Yours truly,
ALEX (OwWAN.

Crieff, Ont., Dec. 24, 1907,

Considers Construction Al
To Coxsrrucriox, Toronto, Ont.

Fnclosed find herewith order for one year’s subscrip-
tion to ConsTrUCTION, I have the October and November
numbers and consider them Al

Yours truly,
W. B. ALLAN,
St. Catharines. Ont.. Dec. 7th. 1907,



