138

A STATUTORY QUALIFICATION FOR
ARCHITECTS.*

By Joun S. ARCHIBALD, MONTREAL.

The question of the advisability, or not, of demand-
ing a statutory qualification for Architects has been
engaging the attention of the profession for some time.
Much has been said and written on the subject, on all
sides and from all points of view, but I venture to
think that the basic principles underlying the argument
have often been misunderstood and the point of view
cramped and ill-taken.

We grant it is a delicate subject for the profession
to agitate, motives can be so misrepresented and argu-
ments appear biased and prejudiced but, for want of
disinterested advocates, we needs must take up the
cudgels in our own behalf, fortified with the conviction
that we are not fighting the battle of the ‘“select few”
but the wider field of humanity and public interest.
Opposition is even met with in our own ranks, from
men and influences compelling respect even if they be
against us; whilst laymen look upon it as another
species of ‘‘tradesunionism” and ‘¢ incorporated
tyranny ”. It should be needless to point out that the
principles underlying the formation of *¢ tradesunions ”’
are wholly different from those which actuate us. The
former is purely a movement to regulate the compensa-
tion and earning powers of the individual amongst a
limited number of persons, whilst the latter is a move-
ment to raise the standard of professional practice and
to safeguard public interests without limitation (other
than that set by competence) to the number who wish
to practice the profession of Architecture. Trades-
unionism is a combination for offensive and d
purposes, of the weaker against the stronger; statutory
qualification for Architects is a voluntary movement of
the stronger (represented by the profession) in the
interests of the weaker (represented by the public, who
are oftenalso entirely ignorant of the responsibilities
inherent to the practice of our profession).

Generally speaking, there are two sides to architect-
ure, viz: the aesthetic and the utilitarian, the former
appeals to the senses, whilst the latter is the practical,
the application of theory to the requirements of man-
kind. The former may, or may not, have a good or
bad influence on humanity, this being dependent upon
whether we are prepared to admit that without beauty
we cannot have goodness, and ugliness usually leads
to depravity; but as regards the latter (utilitarian)
especially in its constructional aspect there can be no
division of opinion as to the necessity for the most
careful examination before being permitted to design
and erect structures. The object of an architect’s
labour is to prepare, generally speaking, for habitation
by humanity; human life has, under civilizing influences
at any rate, always been looked upon as valuable, be-
yond price and compensation. [t js recognized in the
practice of medicine, all countries demanding a most
rigorous examination before one is allowed to adminis-
ter to the corporal ills of mankind. It is recognized
in the practice of law, where even the civil life of man
must be guarded by specially trained individuals. Why
should it not be recognized in the practice of architect-
ure where requirements are demanded combining
Science Chemistry and Law, all individually and col-
lect.lvely of the greatest importance and fraught with
Serious consequences to the public.

It has been said that a Statutory qualification is only
necessary in countries where the standing of the pro-
fession is not as high as it ought to be. We would in-
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