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Testers are invited for this department on subjects relating to the building inter.
ests. To secure insertion, ications must he ; anp d by the natne and
address of the aurthor, but not ily for publ The publi will not
asvumie responsibality fur the opinions of correspondents. |

A MISREPRESENTATION.
To the Editor of the CANADIAN ARSHiTECT Ann Butines,

SIR, ~In your June number Mr. Langton writes as follows :
“Mr. Wells wrote a letter in your March number saying that the
Ontario Association of Architects is wrong to advocate education
for archilects when what is wanted is inspection of buildings.”

Mr. Langtou is quite mistaken. I made oo such assertion.
The arguments advanced in Mr, Langton's reply to my first letter
were based on this same false assumption. And in my rejoinder
to his reply I endeavored to point out this fact.  Since Mr, Lang-
ton persists in mis-stating my argument, and indeed waxes quite
ndignant that I shoukl not be convinced and silenced by a reply
that falls quite bevide the mark, it is perhaps useless to continue
the discussion,

By all means let the Ontario Association advocate education for
architects in all ways and at all times.  When have 1 said a-word
against it 7

What | have said, and do say, is (his : The prime object of the
Ontario Association’s existence has always been—and apparently
still is—10 obtain from the governmenlt power so that it may
regulate variouy matters connected with the profession.

The CANADIAN ARCHITECT AND BUILDER comtends that this
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they will receive r ion in ion with any work only
from the client for whom they are acting in that work.

It might be & good thing 10 have « society which would regu-
late the profession more than this. 1t would probably do good at
fiest, but might degencrate afierwards. In any case regulitions
are of the nature of medicine, 1t is better 10 make for the sound-
ness of the body. 1t is in this direction tlat Mr, Wells will tind
the ““ uature and scope ~ of the powers which the Association has
now in some degree, and which it has been seeking fo improve.

To foster the architect ; to make a professional man of bim ; 1o
exact from him and lowards him a certain standard of bebavior,
is ome way of going 10 work ; and perhaps it may be reasonably
claimed that by thus impeoving the status of the architect, the
quality of his work will improve. But who is sufficient for the
deminds of such a mode of regulation. A more cortain way to
improve the position of the architect, 1o give him all the recogni-
tion, honor and even emoluments which result from holding 2
place of importance in the world, is to foster architecture ; to
bring about the recognition of a high standard in what is required
from the architect. This is « liberal policy, which no architect
need be ashamed to support, nor need any legislator besitate
about giving powers to help on ity execution.

The first step 1o its attainment i Lield by the Association to be
a limitation in the uxe of the title *“architect™ 1o those persons
who have passed a standard set of inations, and have thus
exhibited, perhaps roughly, but in the only effective way that has
yet been conceived, that theie K al ed ion and fessional

power should be granted to the A in the i of
public safety : 1 have tried to show that there arc other more
directly effective means of securing the public safety,

Mr. Langton declares that the architect must be educated ; |
have sought to point out that the highest education is obtuainable
in various ways, all quite indey of gover horized
machinery. While the champions of this legislation idea rely
solely on arguments such as 1hese, their case is surely not a
strong one.  And yet it is remarkable that they seem unable to
get any further than this,

Anyone, ignorant of the history of the Association, and of what
is the chicl end of its existence, might read both of Me, Langton's
letlers without once guessing that the organization in defense of
which he was writing had the least ambition 10 exercive power in
the regulation and restriction of the profession ; much less woukl
the ignorant one guess that the Association’s desiee for such
exervise of power was the main object of attack by the corres-
pondent Mr. Langton was engaged in answering. [Indeed, the
promoters of the legislation idea seem always to have thought it
expedient to place much emphasis on some incidental benefits
that the public have been encouraged to hope might result from
the Association winning new powers ; and no emphasis at all
upon wha the real nature and scope of (hese powers are 1o be.
Yet this ix the allimportant guestion ; and it is right tlkd the
Ontario government should think twice before deiegating powers
that might easily at some time or other be greatly abused.

Yours truly,

ArTiur E. WELLs,

Muskoka, July g, 1898,
To the Editor of the Canatian ARCHITECT AND By ok,

Dear Sir @ In Mr, Wells' letter, which you have kindly sent
me, he comes out squarcly as an opponent of the Omtario Axsocia-
tion of Architects, on the ground that the real object of itx exis-
tence is ' 10 exercise power in the regulation and restriction of
the profession.” The only objection that can be taken 1o this
ground is that there is involved in it an accusation of dupliciy
against certain well-known and respected architects who are
serving or have served as memboers of the Covnil of the Associa-
tion ; for the avowed object of the Awsodiation is different from
what he sayx is its real object, and we can only suppose that he
conceivey of the members of the Council as attending to its pro-
ceedings with their tongues in their cheeks.  As a matter of fact,
if this 1s Mr. Wells' only ground of opposition to the Association,
there is no occasion for him to oppose i, for the Association has
no object other than that which it professes 1o have, viz.: 10 es-
tablish in Ontario a prof of archi ¢ in which all mem-
bers of the profession must have the training which will cnable
them o prictise the profession properly.  The only way to attain
this end iy of course the usual way, of ¢ inali dard

ing is up 10 such & wark that they have at least the ground.
ing found necessary for doing good work.

Ax Mr. Wells truly says, “ the highest education is obtainable
in various ways, all quite independent of government authorized
machinery.”  This is quite trec, but it is not 1he highest education
here and there which will bring about the end advocated by the
Association, but the altainment of a general level so faiely high
that no man need fall below a certain point.  This is the hope of
architecture in Canada. We are not in the position of the older
countries. We have no tradition, as they bave in France and
Italy.  We are not surrounded by examples of the best periods of
architecture, as they are in England, so thit one may acquire,
from constant association, ideas in unconscions Progress, as we
do our manner of speech. Everything that we know about archi-
tecture has to be learned, and it is necessary both to afford oppor-
tunity to those who know this and wish 10 learn, and an oceasion
to those who would not otherwise know what there is to learn.

As 10 the safety of the public, it is obviows that it is not the
highest education of a few, but this same gencral level sufficiently
high, that will fursish security to the public.  Danger does not lie
in tall steel frame buildings, nor in large public buildings where
money is casy and an emiinent afchitect is employed. Tt is the
simpler practitioner who has to put the most steain upon his ma-
terial, and he would be happier in his work, and take less risks, if
a svientific training were thrust upon lim before be began practice.
I remain yours truly,

W. A, LaxGrON,

THE LONDON CITY HALL DISASTER.*
ToroNTO, February sth, 1898,
To the Editor of the CANADIAN Axcurrwcy ann Nurnes :

Stk,— After reading the article in your valuable journal of Jan.
1808, upon the above-named subject, 1 made a caleulation of the
strength of the broken beam with the following results, which | beg
leaye to submit to your journal, with a few remarks npon the actual
strength of pine joists or beams under transverse loadings :

| make the arca of the floor supported by the beam that failed
about 308 square feel, cqual one half of 22" x 28, Dimensions of
beam 12" x 13", 21" 6" between the bearings.

Dead load on the beam would be about as follows :

308 superficial feetof 4" Aooring...... .....
|8§:’ R R L A N R R
1 12" % 14" x 21" 67, including bolts, .
308 superficial feet of lath, plaster, &c., &¢.... 2,700
6, -
b.h*  12.14° .
Moment of inertia of the bum;-'u— ==y

If we assume the ultimate strength of the lumber in the beam,
or of the average stock pine at 4ooo pounds, which I believe is a
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curriculnn, so that the Association is practically an educational
body.

It has also one professional regulation : the agreement signed
by all bers of the A ati who sign the Register, that

e, = 16,11 16.4000. 2744 3
fair e, the breaking load would be e kg =
48530 Ibs. Substract the dead load from this, and we have
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