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THE BYSTANDER.

THE interest manifested by Ca.nfldnan a‘l’ChltiClS in tnh'::ti:;ga-]
gestion to throw open to competition deSIgnsf 01" m:av.e iy
buildings, shows that many among the grolzssrlo:fonawa =
thinking along the same lines as Mr. G. F. rtrah eB, o ],ms
his article in these columns .last month. ; : y w4
talked with a number of architects recent.ly, an : egr 2655ty :
without exception, of one mm<'i on this questio r.ded < thei};
point on which any seemed desirous of being gu:: wiket 2
expiessions was in their refere.nces to 'the present g S
architect, of whom all spoke in the hlghesft te.rtmtsi.on 5 é =

oint, it was clearly shown how the force of agi a >
p' ! form may sometimes be broken by the faithfulness an
Slrﬁptle r:foa public official, just as agitation for some reforms
:la)llv:: )t’heir inception in the incapacity of an ofgcerzdwhfr;, plir-
haps, the system itself may not be 'faulty. As re: ;n 2 u‘c—];,
of the Ontario Association of Architects, said to t e yh a;}: d’
“ There is a wide difference bétween Fhe gentlemgn at t' e ead
of this department of the public service in the om'mlon, an

3 ising Architect O'Rourke, of the Treasury Department of
5“P3"".i;’:‘g States.” ‘ But then,” continued Mr. Burke, “the
:'?nci;)llle involved in the sugg»ested chan‘ge is the Zan:ie; whlether
in Great Britain, the United States, or Canada. bn Sya (Z to
the most efficient public servant ought never to be allowed tq

T . i le establishes as
2 f attaining that which princip e
Slt;,’lﬁ? l:nglzxvg)iri:nce has shown is wise. In Great Britain the
r 3

practice of giving the profes§ion general.ly an opportunity to ex-
ise their talents in designing for public bu}ldmgs has proven
iy doubted gain to the mother land, financially, and also from
:r;t:inctly professional point of view, in securing a better class of
buildings in every respect.”
MU I

Other architects with whom the Bystar.xder talked werej.ust as,
definite in their statements as the Presu.:lem of the Archltect.s
Association. If the subject is to b.e discussed from al‘)'ﬂ?llc

55(:1 int, there can be little question that the change is jin.
entiocly oeded; ani-tio doube tii fus &t MEU to do'in
sl yhne assi’ng of the United States bill, a very clear out-
S_ecurmg;_ ehpwas given by Mr. Stalker in the article published
!me = wolr;:th’s ARCHITECT AND BUILDER. En passant, it may
:e]::;:-ked, that the estranggment of opinion ‘b.etween Se.cre-
tarv of The Treasury Carhsle a..nd Supervising Architect
O’Rourke has at last culnm?ated in 11’1e head ot the Treasury
Department summarily removing Mr. O’Rourke, and t}fe Ar'chl-

- tects’ Bill, it may be generally conceded, has.now, lE)rdCtlc.{!ly’
become law. Mr. Glenn Brox:vn, whfv entered mtf> t e:ues.tlon
of architects’ charges, exhaustively, in the 'Amencan .rchltect
and Building News of some fe.w months since, comparlpg cost

f construction of many bui]dmgs‘as 1.mder the supervision of
i ent architect, or when in private hands, has present-
::lclleagg:::g‘hich in point of ﬁnancia% cost, seems :lvhollhy‘ unans-
werable. The Bystander does not intend to bur,en 'lsl com-
ments with any large quotation from Mr. .Br.own s article, but
iti ked, that when we find a building, erected under
il b‘? r?srirzi-lr of’a government architect, as was the case
z:li‘:h stllllze(rjvustom House and Post Office at Albany, I; Nty cost-
ing $811,204, or 102.8c. per cubic ft. to constrP(]ct, ?nh"eq:r};’g
11 years for completion, and we place alongsi ke Eft 115 a build-
ing erected at Kansas City for‘ t.he New Y'or ite Insurance
he work under the supervision of a private archltec.t, and

g,?;’ cto;ing $950,265, or 38c. per C}nbic ft., and corr;ple'ted ;n two

ears, whatever may be the opinion a1n9ng pr.o_esswn:«?. rr}en,
yh (’)nditions are of a character to set ordinary citizens thmkmg,

'tl‘:isc case is only one out of many cited bykMr. Browi :;1
his carefully tabulated statement. Mr. Bur T) was ]n§ ed,
how so wide a difference in cos't was to_ e fe':xp alme >
Was it a case of the government ar(th{zltzcg\;lrav};rri: d‘t‘ ;5: ;;'Zt.
“Tt is not here the trouble rests,” sai Ts : -
colr;;)sared with the responsibilities of thfe oFﬁce' and fthe lc:;s;s :)f
work ‘performed, Mr. O’Rourke was in re.celptbo tathe b:s;_i
salary. The trouble is in the amount of routine a ou! 4
ness—the curse too often of all public work. There is adw (‘)t;
regiment of employees, civil servic.e oﬁicers', connect: c::r
the department, and they do their work in a perfunctory

manner that is never known in business circles, but that s

indigenous to officialdom. Here is where the cost ](;omeg
in. Push and energy are unknown, and the work is allowe
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to drag along without much re.

gard to the time actually con-
sumed.”
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The strongest argument in fay

or ofa change in system, as seen
by architects, was the ady

antage to be gained in the character
and style of the buildings to be erected, if thrown open to com-

petition.  “ It matters little how Competent may be the govern-
ment architect,” remarked Mr. Langley, “he is bound to
g8et into a rut, when the work is left continuously in his hands
from year to year.” A similar thought was given expression to
by Mr. Siddall, of Siddall & Baker. “No man,” said he, “ can
give freshness to his work when he is burdened with all the de-
tails of Management, as must be the case with anyone holding
the position of government architect. There is a want of incen-
tive for such an officer to keep in close touch with the advances
that are being made in architectural and building lines. “The
Bystander was reminded in this connection of a protest he had
heard against uniformity in building in general, when this policy
is Pursued, as it sometimes has been pursued, by communities :
* Never lapse into deadly dullness, the modern classic monotony
of later Spain.” Perhaps 1t is that arguments of some force can
be advanced against any change in the present system, so far at
least as Canada is concerned, but the Bystander has so far failed
to learn of any of these as he has talked over the matter with
those active in the profession, The strength of experience is
always worth much, and the fact that the system of public com-
Petition has worked s0 admirably in the public interest in Great
Britain, as wel| as having given strength and encouragement to
all interesteq ip architectural pursuits, is to many minds suffici-
ent argument tq influence the various Canadian architectural
associations to take Steps to secure legislation along the same
lines, [y doing this they would only be following in the circle,
along with the mother land, and their neighbors te the south.
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A short time since designs were asked for by the Free Library
Board, of London, Ont., for the erection of a new building for
library Purposes in the Forest City, A statement of specifications
and particulars Was sent out to those architects who desired to
Compete, and about 20 architects, it is said
the Province, sent in designs.
Was made and to the surprise
as they believed in honesty th
quirements set forth in the g
Free Library Boarqd had ac
Brooklyn, N. V.
cordance with ¢
cessful in the ¢
has been stat
have been ac
how far this
to say,
that th
that ¢

, in different parts of

Within the past month the award
of those who had adhered strictly,
ey ought to have done, to the re-
pecifications, they learned that the
cepted the plans of an architect in
, whose drawings, it is alleged, were not in ac-
he specifications. The party who has been suc-
Ompetition was a former resident of London. It
ed, now that his plans for the London building
cepted, that he will return again to Canada. Just
is the case, however, the Bystander is not prepared
and whether any significance is to be attached to the fact
€ award was given to an “ Old London Boy ” is a matter

he people wil] decide according to the various ways of
measuring up a transaction of this character.

> Al L Sl
The inteljest of the
of the profession in

Bystander was in ascertaining the feelings
who were among th

case of thiskind. Messrs. Siddal] & Baker,
e aggrieved pa'rties, were seen, and both

members of the firm were very indignant over the action of the
London Board, Th

ey said a protest which they and others had
signed, had been forwarded to the Board, but whether any good
i In the opinion of

. to be the duty of every architect to protest
against conduct of this kind, « What is the use,” said he, “ of

asktng for plans on certain lines, if others are to be permitted to
deviate from these conditions ang undertake (o secure, perhaps a

little more for thejr clients as g Step to secure the award. A
continuation of thjs practice must inevitap]

sible, its recurrence in other
had also entered the compet
ter. He had signed the

to prevent, if pos-
Mr. Beaumont Jarvis, who
Was spoken to about the mat-
Protest that was being entered, and

ways,”
ition,



