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THE CKNEDIFN: KROHITECT. XND

PIANOS.

*“An hénest tale spreds best being plainly
told."—~Shakespeare.

The Story of the Wonderful
’ Suceess of the

-MASON & RISGH PIANO
needs no embellishments of fic-
tion to make it convineing. Plain -
facts, potent in their eloquence,
have afforded a fund of reasons

why success has crowned the -

endeavors of Messrs. Mason &

* Risch to an extent far beyond

their original expectations.
The history of their progress

" from the date of the manufae-:.:

ture of their first instrument
twelve years ago to the present
time has been a record of con-
tinued triumphs. ,
Are you contemplating the pur-

chase of a Piano?

We'll not tell you that it’s to
your interest to buy a *“Mason &

Risch,” but place before you «:- -
some facts, simple, plain facts,~"

If the eloquence of logical argu-
ments and the testimony of in-
comparable authorities, if com-
parison side by side with the

" instruments of the world’s most

famous n{anufaeturers, if such -
tests applied honestly and with-

out prejudice weigh with you,: ...
then shall we confidently rest our
ease with you, - e

Yow'll find our warerooms at
No. 82 King St. West.

. No. 653 Queen St. West,

" MASONARISGH

BUILDER  , November 188

THE:ABILITY-OF ARCHITECTS
* 'EST :
A SUBJECT that will
interest and advantag
contractor and proprietor, will undoub:
edly prove acceptable ‘in the columns of
the CANADIAN ARCHITECT AND BUILD-
ER. 'I would therefore respectfully sub-
mit the following suggestions and re-
marks, liopmg that they will be received
in the spirit in which they are given.

The attention of the public is contin-
ually being drawn to the wide discrep-
ancy between the architect’s estimate of a
proposed building and that ascertained by
the contractor’s tenders, and in many in-
stances it would seem that the architect in
stating such probable cost had "really
made no estimate at all, or else had hesi-
tated in giving what his skill and experi-
ence justified his client in expecting from
him. A very striking instance of this is
shown in the late competition for the new
Library Building in the City of Hamilton
as set forth in the-September number
of the CANADIAN ARCHITECT AND
BUILDER. The appropriation for the
erection of the building was placed at
$20,000, but when the contractors’ tenders
were received, the figures showed the
cost to exceed the architect’s estimate by
$13,000. This was certainly a very great
discrepancy, but by no means an unusnal
one—so much so, that most clients in
having designs prepared-for a new style
of building place a very modest-reliance
on the architect’s idea of the actual cost
of the building when ted ding to
the plans he is instructed to prepare, and
conclude that as the tenders may be much
higher than he desires, he will notify the
contractors that he is not bound to accept
any of the tenders. In such cases the
foss of ime and money fallson the con-
tractors estimating for the work.

This state of things is all radically
wrong, and should not be. An architect
is presumed to be, and it is only right that
he should be, competent to measure up the
different branches of work required in the
erection of a progosed, building after his
plans and specifications are merely out-
lined, and then from his ascertained know-
ledge of material and labor, make up a
fair average estimate of the cost when
finished, and submit the same to his client.

The latter could then readily make any

necessary alterations, and save disappoint-
ment and the expense of preparing new
plans. By so doing the architect would
certainly command his client’s respect and
confidence in his practical ability. .
In Canada the architects seem to have
a different and certainly an erroneous
pinion in this i They main-
tain that their duty is to prepare the
plans and specifications in" accordance
with their client’s instructions, and then
await the contractors’ tenders for the cost
of the erection of the building “because
they are architects and designers, not
building surveyors or measurers.” Now
in the cities of the old countey the builders
generally engage the services of a profes-
sional building surveyor to io to the arch-
itect’s office and take out the quantitie:
and to which they affix their prices an.
make up their tenders; and it is quite
customary.for the architect to engage the
surveyor to take out the quantities and
have them manifolded and supplied to the
contractors at a certain price each, ora
charge covering the whole expense made
to ‘the successful competitor. By this
procedure 2ll the tenders are fc d on
the same me ot q 50
that the tendeérs can only vary to the ex-

“tent_of each contractor’s own valuation

of the work. The architect would also
find the Bill of- Quantities with prices
affixed a faiv criterion to go by in making




