
%¥ The appointment of a foreigp Architect, together with thcc
statement made to the Legislature, would tend to convey an
impression that there are no Architects in this country capa-
ble of designing large public buildings, thus reflecting
seriously on our profession in Canada. > '

. .

^That such is not correct will be adriiitted by those compe-
tent to judge, as it is conceded that the public buildings of
Toronto compare most favourably with those, of any other
city on this continent of equal populjttion and wealth.[• r—-—T-

We would also desire it to be distinctly understood that we
are not actuated by any national feeling of jealousy in the
matter. /^

^

If the expert had entered the cpmpetiton and won it

deservedly and honourably we would be the last to complain.

Butwhat we do object to is that the competition having
been honourably and deservedly won by Canadians they are
not entrusted with the work, but instead thereof it is given
to the expert who should have rtfused the appointment, as
the acceptance of such by him under the circumstances re-
flects most gravely upon the impartiality of^js-report, and we
feel that we would be recreant to ourselves did we not make
the strongest protest in our power. ,

And your petitioners will ever as in duty bound most
respectfully pray. 'l

LaNGLe/*& BURKEj
M. Sheard,

Arthur R. Denison,
E. J. Lennox,
William G, Storm,
Joseph. Connolly,

Smith & Gemmell,
Walter R. Strickland,
S. H. Townsend,
Fred C. Law,
D. B. Dick,

Macdougall & Gray.
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• / Toronto, 7th Aprilj 1884.

The above petition wa^ tlie spontan^us action of the
Architects who signed it, and was drawn up purely as a


