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tects, but they have stayed proceedings tintil the Ontario archi-
tects' bill siuld have been passed or thrown out, in order to sec
what chances they were likely to have of success. Perhaps if
the Montreal men get some kind friendt tke them by the
hand they may be induced te etobrace each other." (The italics
are ours.)

Most of the statenents conlained in the above extract
are s entirely ai variance with the situation at present
existing in Quebec, that in justice to the architects of that
province, more particularly those of the city of Montreal; we
feel it to bc a duty to enter our strong protest against them,
as weil as te expose their " positively ridiculous " misrepresen- -

tations. We can assure the profession in Ontano and elsewhere
that latred is not the prevailing sentiment aimong te architects
of Montreal and the province of Quebec ; that sonething las
conte of the efforts being moade to foins a Provincial association;
that the formation of such anu association is not ait imopossibility,
but at the present moment has been brotght te the veige of
acconplishmoent, and this restlt. as been attainîcd by the lcarty
co-operation of English and French architects. It is doubtless
truc that jealousies have ex\isted ansong memtbers of the profes-
sion in Montreal, but wve troultd ask the correspondent in ques-
tion to point to a city where ilhey are unknown. Certainly it
cannot be said that Ontario is blaneless in tihis respect. Thîis
being the case, why should the architects of Montreal bc lteld
up before the world as ait exaiple of " uiethical men ?" Nor
does it follow that the existence of jealousies and the failure of
past efforts to form an association are sufficient premises upon
which te declare the ultimate success of such endeavors impos-
sible. The success which bas crowned the efforts of the archi-
tects of Ontario is the best possible proof of this. The forma-
tien of the Ontario Association of Architects was acconmplisled
in the face of strong local jealousies, antd after the failure ofsev-
cral past attetnpts te secure stch t resut. The architects of
Quebec have ne greter difficulties te surmont than those
which their brethren in Ontario have overcomie, and thtere is not
the sligltest room te doubt that equal success will attend their
efforts. It is proverbially an umtvise îhing for people who live
in glass houses to cast stones t thteir neighbors. In vieur of the
results which have fellotwed the formation of the O. A. A. in the
direction of promoting good-fellowship amtnîg iemobers of the
profession, enabling thetu te work tnitedly for the uplifting of
the profession and thte advanceient of thteir collective and
individual interesîs, lte Canadiai correspondent of our Ameri
ctnt contemoporary tîight have made nobler tise of his pen hadl lie
commîeided and sought te promote the moovemtent on the part
of the architects of Quebc for closer fraternity and the bencfits
arising tierefromn, iistead of secking te widen the gulf whict in
his imagination tat least, exsiss. We are in a position te know
that the sentiments which lie ias expressed are not shared by
the meibers of the profession in Ontario. On the contrary,
anxiety prevails to sec tue organization of tue architects of
Quebec accomplislhed, and any assistance whiici the Ontario
Association through its officers iay bc able te give, will bc
cheerfully accorded.

W HAT at specitîen of the enliglhtensment of the present
age is our Mechanics' Lieu Law! " Unless lie signs an

agreement to the contrary, every itechanic, nachimst, builder,
miner, laborer, contracter or any Lier peson doing vork upon,
or furnishing tîaterials to bc tsed in the construction, alteration
or repairs of any building or erection ** * shall, by virtue of
being s cmployed, or furnishing, have t lien for lthe price ofthe
vork, miachinery or m;aterials, upoîn the building * * * and the

lands occupied thereby * * *," which being interpreted simtiply
means that, if a coniractor owes a workmîtan that lie lias ei-
ployed tpoîn a particular building a portion of lis ivages, or if
thte contractor has not paid for moaterial supplied to hii for a
particular building, the workmn or tue supplier of tie toaterial
can claitî the amount due to him fromt the owner of the building
and enforce paysent of his claim fron hit. Was there ever a
more childist law ? Was there ever a lî which saddled upon
an innocent person lie responsibilities of liabilities assumoed by

a third pary, tiat has not licen.repealel before this? Stiely
thei, it is time this iniquitous and foolisht piece of legislation
were taken off the Statutes. liow is it possible thtat suci ait Act
lias becote lawt ? its intention is to provide a protection for the
workingmtcan against his employer in case his employer tums
out to bc an unscrupulous man who sill defraud hic ofhis wages.
But is not this protection guarstieed him by the crdinsry process
of the iv? Why should lie need this special protection, and
a protection ivhich is a positive fraud upon an innocent person ?
The law robs Peter te pay Paul-Paul soietimes being a rascal
who, because lie thinks it is casier to get Peter (the proprietor)
to pay himît his wages than his " boss," goes and sets the ma-
hinery of the lai in motion te screw out of Peter oney owed

bite by anoîher person. We tmiglît just as well have a bakers'
lien law, and alloe hlie baker who miakes the bread te cote
down upon the man who eats il, because the toaster baker for
whom it is inade and who sells it has not paid lis workmîanî.
In a case of tihis sort the baker's only renedy is to sue lis mias-
ter for his wages. Cann t the mechanic of the building
trade do the saime thing ? Are contractors so notoriously
evilly disposed, that the nen they etoploy need special
protection ? And supposing liey are, and rhiat the msechanic
must be protectel, surely it would be only fait tait lie
shoul have a lien upon the con/rac/ots property-his herse,
bis cart, or his private goods and chattels. Accordinîg
to the lien law, the lien takes procedence of other claims
upen the property or building. According to the laie of
sales for the recovery of morigage on chattels, the landclord's
clains for rent must first bc settled anîd no doubt it wouild bc
easy te assign the riglit place for a lien holders claitî to cote
in, and probably directly after the landlord's would but bc fair and
just ; but tiere should be no pouer in the hands of a lien holder
to cenforce a sale to recover his wages inmediately lie considiers
tiei <lue. A certain lime shotuld bc allowed the contractor bc-
fore a lien cin bc taken out, or put On. As the law stands,
directly a mant entrtains a suspicion that possibly lie iiay not
be paid just as son as lie wotuld like te Uc paid, lie goes and
claps on a lien, to lie excessive ainoyance and inconvcieionce of
the nîrner of hlie building who, believinîg everything is going on
smoothly about his building cui iiarng ie cause whatever te
think about liens, suddenly finds this " sword of DamIocles "
suspended vtier his iad. l ie has already paid the contractor
the contract aiounts for lie material stupplied and the labour
expended, with the contractots rigitftul profit tacked on, and te
his bewrilderimenit lie hmds hiimself sudlenly called upon te pay
over again the aimsotint of wages and the costs of tîaterial vhich
lie has never ordered and knons noîhing about, except tt as
he can sec is house tas bect bouit. Tie iproprietot's oiily safety
against sucli a lar is, that lie shall demand that tie conracior
who is successful in obtaining the work, shall deposit with tiis
a iarkei choque or a bond froms responsible ion equal to a
considerable portion of hlie cost of atterials and labor sup-

plied. The proprietor suist protect hiîself as long as. this law
exists, and thotigi we shotld bc sorry ti sec weorthy builders
hîamîpered, yet whien there is such c stringent laiw for the
protection of the employee against the employer, because solie
employers are not honest men, the gond must stîffer with tise
bad. Proprietors and contractors should work together te get
this lai repealed.

T IE Act of Registration of the Ontario Association of
Archiiects, was opposed by soute msemîbers in hlie Oitario

House on the grotnd thait scre iras no necessity for ii oit
accotintt cf lie eufety tf hlie public either in respect in loss oflife
or Imtoney. Oit thse grotunds sote clatses uvhich would have
tîrotcled the public were st uck outi and the Act very tîmuîch ims-
cutatod. ilovever, it was thotght that an Act that gave a few
unimiportaint privileges was better thait ie Act, and it ivs deter-
mined by the professgn te put it into force. This conclusion wias
arrived at the more readily, as hlie commîsîîittec whio hait the matter
in hand hai every teason te believe that before tiany ireeks
vould pass tiey would bc able te cite at example which would

drive tomte te some at least tise fact that it wotild bc advisable, te
say tise least, tiat those who professed to be architects should
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