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GENERAL MEETING. 

T the General Meeting of the Institute on Tuesday, 

25th June, there was a large attendance, the Pre-

sident (Mr. Gerard Wight, M.C. E.) occupying the 

the chair. 

The minutes of the previous meeting having been confirmed, 

the following correspondence was dealt with 
THE MASTER BUILDERS' ASSOCIATION, offering to post on the 

Association's board, all notices of architects calling for tenders. 
THE MASTER BUILDERS' ASSOCIATION, forwarding resolutions 

passed at a conference with that body and the Melbourne Quan- 
tity Surveyors, for consideration by the Institute 

"(a) That, in the best interests of all concerned, it is desir- 
able that Bills of Quantities should be distributed 

by the architects alone." 
(To the above resolution the R.V.I.A. Council had expressed 

approval). 
"(b) It is recommended that quantities be taken out for 

all contracts approximately estimated over 

£2,000." 
(The Council of the Institute was of opinion that this proposal 

should be left to the option of the architect, as the varieties of 

work were of so extensive a range). 
Mrs. PETER KERR, thanking the Institute for the kindness 

extended to her family and herself during her recent bereave- 

ment. 
[Reports 
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REPORTS AND JOURNALS RECEIVED FROM KINDRED INSTITUTES 
WITH THANKS 

Architectural Association Journal, May, 1912. 
Architectural Association Brown Book, 1911-1912. 
The Calendar of the Manchester Society of Architects (Incor-

porated), 1911-1912. 
Proceedings of the Devon and Exeter Architectural Society, 

1911-1912. 

Sheffield Society of Architects and Surveyors, 24th Annual 
Report, 1910-1911. 

The American Institute of Architects, Quarterly Bulletin, 
October, 1911. 

L'Architettura Italiana, March, 1912. 
Annali della Soçieta delgi ingegneri e. delgi Architetti Italiani, 

16th April, 1912. 
Architects' and Engineers' Society of Hamburg Report for 

1911. 
Societe Centrale d'Architecture de Belgique; (1) Liste des 

membres, 1911 ; (2) Bulletin mensuel, April, 1912. 
Revue Belge Tekhue de l'Architecture et des Arts qui s'y 

rapportent, Nos. 56, 57, 58, 59, 6o, 61. 
NOMINATIONS.—Cuthbert Claude Mortimer Whitley and John 

Stevens Gawler were nominated for associateship. 
R.V.I.A. EXAMINATION.—It was reported that the following 

candidates had passed the May examination, thereby qualifying 
for candidature as associateship :—Wallace G. Brodie, Walter A. 
Drummond, Harry Hillier, and John S. Gawler. 

MELBOURNE BUILDING REGULATIONS.—Mr. H. W. Tompkins 
reported that some months ago Mr. Bates, along with himself, 
were appointed by the Council of the Institute, to confer with 
Mr. Morton, City Architect, with a view to settling the differences 
which had existed between the Institute and the City Council con- 
cerning the drafting of the new Building Regulations. 	After 
many conferences, a settlement had been effected which the Insti- 
tute Council had ratified. 	There had necessarily been compro- 
mises, but the new regulations provided for both modern con- 
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struction and requirements. 	As new methods of construction 
were evolved, machinery was provided in the regulations to deal 

with such methods. 	The agreement arrived at had also been 

ratified by the Victorian Institute of Engineers, and the Chamber 
of Commerce, and would shortly be laid before the City Council 

for final adoption. 	As an outcome of the regulations a better 

type of drawing and specification, and the necessary calcu-
lations of stresses would have to be submitted 
than was formerly the case. Only the quack, and not the quali-
fied architect, would object to this necessary condition of sub- 

mission. 
AUSTRALASIAN ASSOCIATION FOR ADVANCEMENT OF SCIENCE.— 

It was reported by the Hon. Secretary that the next 
meetings would be held in Melbourne in January, 1913. 
The Council of the Institute had nominated Mr. 
Gerard Wight as Councillor for the session. 	An appeal to 

the members was made for assistance in the engineering and 
architectural section, both in membership and in the contribution 
of papers. One of the secretaries of the section was Mr. W. A. 
M. Blackett, and it was urged that members of the Institute 
communicate early their intention to render assistance. 

REBATE OF SUBSCRIPTIONS.—This matter, which had been dealt 
with by the Council, was introduced by Mr. H. W. Tompkins. 
Members knew, he said, that for many years the rebate had been 
customary, and was provided for in the Articles of Association. 
During the "hard times" of nearly twenty years ago, there was 
great difficulty in getting in the annual subscriptions of members, 
because members simply had not the means to pay the full amounts 
due. The "rebate" was the method whereby the subscriptions, 
if paid before the end of March in each year, provided for a 

third reduction. 	From the return prepared by the Hon. Trea- 
surer (Mr. Beaver), £153 only was received as against £230, 
which otherwise would have been paid. The former sum was 
quite inadequate for carrying on the work of the Institute. The 
rent of their rooms had been largely increased, and, if the Hon. 
Secretary retired, a salaried officer would have to be appointed 
in his place. They were living from hand to mouth upon a source 

[of 
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of revenue which might some day fail, and as the Institute's 
work needed a vigorous revival, the necessary funds should be 
forthcoming. 	Mr. John Little moved, and Mr. Herbert Black 
seconded :—"That the proposal of the Council to abolish the 
rebate of the annual subscriptions be accepted, and the Council 
be authorized to make the necessary alterations to the Articles of 
Association." The resolution was carried unanimously. 

"®N THE OCCURRENCE AND 
NATURAL HISTORY OF SOME 

VICTORIAN LIMESTONES." 

LECTURE, under the above title, was delivered by 
Mr. Frederick Chapman, A.L.S. , F. R. M. S. , which 
was illustrated by about 5o lantern slides, whilst 
the tables were arranged with specimens, together 
with sections viewed under the microscope. In 

the course of his remarks, Mr. Chapman referred to the fact 
that, contrary to the general belief, Victoria was a State in which 
limestone abounded, and he made this perfectly clear by the areas 
showing limestone formation, coloured upon large maps of the 
State. In our next issue we hope to give the text of the lecture, 
together with the results of observations upon the weathering 
properties, and other characteristics of the various stones suitable 
for building purposes. 

In the subsequent discussion— 
The President, in moving a vote of thanks to the lecturer, said 

that what they had heard about that evening would whet their 
appetite for more. In dealing with our building stones, we were 
still in the period of experimental research, and many of the effects 
of weather and other influences had yet to be accurately observed 
and tabulated. 
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Mr. J. A. Harvey (A.), in seconding the vote, expressed his 
deep sense of appreciation concerning the lecturer's remarks, 
which had been made clear by the views exhibited. 	He re- 
gretted that so many of the older practitioners were not present, 
but the educational value of the lecture to the younger men 
who were present would be great. He suggested that the Insti- 
tute might arrange a visit to Geelong, where many of the lime-
stones might be inspected both in the quarries and in their 
positions in the buildings. Perhaps the cement works could be 
inspected the same day. 

Mr. J. Little (F.) considered that Mr. Chapman and the other 
investigators who were opening up the resources of the State were 
benefactors to the community, and they ought to be well supported 
in their endeavours to show us the value of the materials which 
lay at our feet. 	It was only by the aid of science that they 
were to determine whether many of our building stones were 
of a durable nature or not. 

Mr. H. W. Tompkins (F.) said that by this time we ought 
to have before us accurate information about most of the building 
materials around Melbourne. 	From the laboratory, and the 
actual building, much information was now obtainable, which 
would be of great value if properly tabulated. 

Mr. I. G. Beaver (F.) was anxious to know more about the 
weathering properties of the various descriptions of limestone, 
and welcomed the offer of the lecturer to amplify his remarks 
when the paper was ready for the press. 

The vote having been carried by acclamation, Mr. Chapman 
responded, and thanked the Institute for the favourable reception 
his lecture had met with. He would only be too glad again to 
lecture in the Institute rooms. 

A social hour was then spent, during which refreshments were 
served. The specimens, both on the tables and under the micro-
scope, were also inspected, whilst Mr. Chapman's explanatory 
remarks upon the specimens were highly appreciated. 

[Statutory 



STATUTORY QUALIFICATION OF 
ARCHITECTS. 

By error in our last issue, Mr. Gerard Wight's name was 
wrongly inserted as chairman of the meeting held on 23rd April, 
instead of that of Mr. A. Henderson. 

At the close of Mr. Howden's paper, Mr. Henderson, as chair-
man, in opening the discussion, said that Mr. Howden had intro-
duced the subject with a mind evidently well stored with the legal 
knowledge of the position, and had afforded valuable information 
upon both the drafting of the Bill and the working of the Act in 
the Transvaal. He (the chairman) thought that too careful con-
sideration could not be given to the drafting of the Bill for Vic- 
toria. 	He stated that the principle of registration based upon 
qualification, was by no means new in this State. 	In the consti- 
tution of the Law Institute, they had both principle and practice, 
which he thought it would not be difficult to apply to the profession 
of the architect. 	The Institute might procure a copy of the Bill 
under which the Law Institute acted, and incorporate that which 
was practicable in their Bill for legally recognising architects. 
This would assist the Legislature when dealing with the Bill. The 
Law Institute made inquiries into all cases of unprofessional con-
duct charged against any of its members, and the member whose 
conduct was called in question had the right of common law to 
appeal to the Full Court, and even to the High Court. 	The 
Council dealt with the examinations to test the qualification, and 
afterwards acted in cases of misconduct, and that is all the control 
any profession can get from Parliament. As Mr. Howden would 
be visiting Sydney in a few days, and as he (the chairman) was 
likely to be there soon, he would be pleased to consult with the 
Council of the Institute of Architects of New South Wales, upon 
the various aspects of the subject that had been opened up before 
them that evening, and at the same time, meet Mr. Howden there. 
The New South Wales Institute had their Bill before the Legis-
lature, and the experiences of Mr. Howden ought to be of great 
value in their dealing with the subject. 
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ALONG THE BYE-PATHS. 

HE APPOINTMENT of Mr. H. Chinn, as Supervis- 
ing Engineer of the Western Australian section of 
the transcontinental line, by King O'Malley, Min-
ister of Home Affairs, is the worst piece of poli-
tical jobbery which has disgraced the name of good 

government in a British community. 	For services rendered to 

"Our party," that is, of course, the Labour Party, and not for 
any professional qualifications, the Minister, despite the protests 
of the Public Service, has appointed a man whose record is con- 

tradicted on its main issues. 	Although stated to be qualified as 

"C.E." of Melbourne University (whatever that means) his name 
is not on any list of graduates, and although he has had a "big 
practice for years in Melbourne," his name we find on enquiry is 
unknown to the officers of the Victorian Institute of Engineers. 
Upon pretty good authority, we learn that he was a contractor's 
ganger on a Western ^ ustralian railway, and from his experiences 
in this capacity he is placed above dozens of men who have spent 
laborious years in obtaining a real professional qualification. Large 
sums of money will necessarily be expended on the railway, and 
apart from all personal considerations, the public are entitled 
to have the best engineer and administrator it is possible to pro- 

cure. 	The Minister has no reputation to lose, but it is to be 
hoped that for the probity of Australian politics, public opinion 
will demand a full investigation of the facts of the appointment 
through an exposure in Parliament. All we ask is that the ap-
pointment shall be filled by the best man, and made in the regular 
way through the Public Service Regulations. 

[That 
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That a Museum of Technology is badly required in Melbourne 
is the opinion of Col. Monash, the President of the Victorian Insti- 
tute of Engineers. 	He has just obtained the authority of his 
council to arrange a conference for the purpose of fully discussing 
the question, deciding upon a general policy, and appointing a 
small executive committee to take action. The public and scien-
tific bodies communicated with number twenty-two, and are re- 
presentative of all interests involved. 	The want of a Technical 
Museum has often been pointed out in these columns. 	The 
ancient, existing, scrappy collections housed in the National Mu-
seum and the Aquarium are of no practical use whatever for mo- 
dern requirements. 	Most of these exhibits date from the great 
Exhibition of 1881, and were donated by exhibitors from other 
parts of the world. Many are therefore not even Australian, and 
have little or no application to the various industries as carried 
out in our midst to-day. 	It is pointed out that a properly equip- 
ped and well-organised Museum of Technology is an urgent neces-
sity not merely in the interests of the commercial community, but 
also as an adjunct to the technical education of the people. 	It is 
perfectly true that few important cities are in this respect so ill- 
provided as the metropolis of this State. 	We trust, therefore, 
that there may be a successful issue from the present unsatisfac-
tory condition into which matters have been allowed to drift. 

As the bailiffs were clearing the studio, the artist entered. 
"What are you going to do with those pictures " "We're 
going to sell 'em," they replied. 	"You're a jolly lot cleverer 
than I am," retorted the artist; "I can't sell them myself." 

A Technical College Building Construction Examination, Ele-
mentary stage (very). Question: "What is an invert?" Answer: 
"An invert is the inside of anything." 

The Australasian Association for the Advancement of Science 
will hold its next meeting in Melbourne at the University, from 
January 7th to 14th, next year. 	There is every indication of a 
most successful session. 	In the section in which we are most 
interested, "Engineering and Architecture," Col. Vernon, 
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F. R. I. B. A. , is President ; Prof. Payne, M. I. C. E. , M. I. M. E. , 
Vice-President, and Messrs. W. A. M. Blackett, F.R.V.I.A. (237 
Collins-street), and E. B. Brown (Melbourne. University) Secre- 

taries. 	We hope that architecture will be well in evidence at 

these meetings. 	In some of the past sessions it has been sadly 

neglected. 	The counsel of the R.V.I.A. is exceedingly anxious 
that members of the Institute should contribute papers and join in 

membership. 	It has nominated the President of the Institute 

as a councillor of the section. 	Will anyone desirous of contri- 

buting send his name at once to one of the secretaries? 

Another One=man Exhibition of Paintings has been held in 
Melbourne by Mr. Ambrose Patterson, the subjects being of the 

most varied nature. 	The artist never appears afraid of his 
colours, which are of the loudest in many cases, but no dis- 

agreeable note is struck. 	Happy and truthful in his continental 

street scenes, he is still more at home in a flood of Australian sun-
light, and his "Henley Day" offers widest scope for vivid colour 

effects. 	The same locality at night gives the opportunity for 
a picture showing a display of fireworks against a background of 

darkness. 	"Sunset After Storm," is a mass of purples. "Just 
Before the Scramble, to to i, Saturday, Central Station," is a 
hint to our Railway Commissioners to provide a better train ser- 

vice when the day's work is done. 	City, shipping, and country 

provide a general collection of varied merit. 

John Ford Paterson, who died on June 29, at the age of 62, 
was one of the best known artists in Victoria. Born in Scotland, 
he followed the artistic career from his youth, exhibiting in the 
Scottish Academy when 20 years of age. After leaving Scotland 
he paid a short visit to Melbourne in 1873, but soon returning, 
made his permanent home in this State. 	His special work lay 

in landscape painting, and one of his characteristic paintings (a 
Bush Symphony) is hung in the Melbourne National Gallery, 
another in the Sydney gallery, and two in the Perth Gallery. 
When we first knew him many years ago he spent much of his 
time in the bush at Harkaway, via Berwick, where he had a 
home in the midst of the Australian bush he loved so dearly. He 
was a trustee of the National Gallery in Melbourne. 

PO I  

[The 



THE FEDERAL CAPITAL 
SITE COMPETITION. 

S promised in our last issue, we give a brief des- 
cription of a few of the designs exhibited by the 
Home Affairs Department. Only about one-third 
of the designs submitted are on exhibition, the 
remainder being considered unworthy of being 

None of the competitors whose names have been made 
public have the least claim to be considered among the Town 
Planning Specialists of the world. 

The first prize design, taking almost the whole width of the 
Town Hall, is without doubt the best design submitted in the 
competition. It locates the Capitol on the Camp Hill, with the 
Parliament House and Department Houses facing the Molonglo 
Creek. 	All the lay out round the Capitol is a circle with oc- 
tagonal surroundings. 	The general Administration of Affairs 
is arranged on the north of the lake, the layout in this case 
being hexagonal. The Molonglo is made by a large dam into 
a series of lakes of irregular contour. 	The few bridges (3) 
constitute the whole of the roadway connection across the waters. 

The author submits a plan showing extensions Si miles by 
about 7 miles, which we referred to in our last issue. 	He also 
submits a large number of "Sides" with the water axes, and ar- 
rangements of buildings. 	All his hills and backgrounds are of 
gold. The view from Summit of Mount Amslie shows snow 
on a distant mountain, one fall of snow on this mountain having 
occurred some two or three years ago. 

The second prize design, which is vastly inferior to the first 
prize plan, arranges the city on a triangular and semicircular 
plan. 	The course of the Molonglo is within concentric lines, 

shown. 
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showing an irregular waterway. The perspectives display a type 

of design reminding us of Assyrian architecture. 
The third design, which hails from France, runs the preceding 

plan very closely, and is accompanied by an extraordinarily fine 
series of water colour perspectives. This set of drawings was 
never made for the 500 which it has succeeded in winning. In 
this case the Molonglo retains its natural position, and the 
arrangement of plan suggests at once its Parisian origin, the 
Rue de Rivoli being a feature in the arrangement, the principal 

thoroughfare running almost north and south. 	
Camp Hill is 

the location of the principal Government buildings. 	The Garden 

City seems permanent in this arrangement, including, as it does, 
the huge aviation area, gaol, military parks, and cemetery. 	In 

this, as in many other foreign drawings, competitors regard the 
"Church" as a State institution, whilst the Masonic Temple is 

considered a place of worship. 
To design No. 35 is awarded honourable mention. It locates 

the Capitol on Camp Hill, with an axial roadway running north 
and south. From the centre of this road large concentric curves 
divide the neighbouring country into a symmetrical arrangement. 

The river is confined in an artificial course. 	On the eastern side 

of the city a breakwater is formed, and there is an open-air 

theatre in the vicinity. 
Design No. 7 also received honourable mention, and shows a 

similar arrangement of main street with rectangular blocks, 
having in one case (i.e., the north) a hexagonal motive, and in 
the southern a semicircular ending. The Molonglo is made into 

a concentric curved lake spanned by four bridges. 
Design No. io.—The minority report places this design from 

Sydney first. 	Although much pictorial effect is aimed at in 

landscape, the drawing is by no means to be compared with that 

of some of the designs previously described. 	The authors of 

this design have been slaves to the contours, with the result that, 
although their main roads may be level, they lead from nowhere 

to nowhere. 	An irregularly shaped lake divides the city into 

two, in a more marked manner than has been done by the authors 
[of 
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of any other of the placed designs. 	In this design also the 
public buildings are on Camp Hill. 

- Design No. 41, which was placed second in the minority 
report, divides the cities by the Molonglo River to the east, and 
the large Canberra basin to the west. 	Despite its placing, the 
advantages of this plan are by no means apparent. 

Design No. 81, which was placed third by the minority report, 
has one or two sheets covered with pictorial postcards, the 
author intending to combine the choice bits of cities of the world 
in one conglomerate design. 	It is somewhat a relief to survey 
this plan, the river is confined in a fairly narrow channel, the 
Commonwealth buildings being located on the north, and the 
city to the south-east of the site. 	The municipal part consists 
of a large square intersected diagonally by main thoroughfares. 
The author plants trees in all his thoroughfares. Very few views 
are shown with this design. 

We can only glance at the remainder of the designs, which 
are difficult to classify, and are only known by number, and note 
their characteristics 

Design r4.—Huge circles and meaningless roads. 
Design 27.—Canal-like river, with a spider's web plan below; 

fine set of drawings of buildings. 
Design 9.—Large surface of water, otherwise a sensible ar-

rangement generally. 

Design r7.—Irregular, concentric circles to the south, irregu-
lar "squares," poorly arranged, to the north. 

Design 42.—Everything sacrificed for symmetry. 
Design 43.—Mostly water, two meaningless cities. 
Design 92.—Pure gridiron blocks to edge of river, which is 

canalized. 

Design 74.—Diagonal arrangement of two distinct cities. 
Design 7r.—Irregular "circles." 
Design 6o.—The Capitol located on north ; "Offices of Go-

vernment" obliterate everything else. 

Design 70.—Large water surface; two cities greatly distant, 
in one of which the streets radiate to the Cathedral. 
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Design 65 shows sketches of all public buildings. 
Design 63 gives working drawings of Parliament House, with 

fine pen and ink perspectives. 	Plan consists of spiders' webs. 

Design 6g.—Huge quatrefoil, with four ellipses without, a 
kindergarten pattern ; design for railway station ; Parliament 

House like a casino, with frontage all glass. 

Design 1o7.—Huge wheel. 
Design 78.—Arrangement similar to that of sausages on a 

slab. 
Design 53.—Water and garden city. 
Design 66.—Vast gridiron plan, involving much excavation. 

Design i 5.—Large water surface ; city symmetrical; fine bird's 

eye perspective. 
Design go.—Huge cobweb plan, with barracks, gaol, and 

Infectious Diseases Hospital in one group. 
Design jog.—Meaningless plan; "Way of Triumph" running 

from Capitol on north to site for "National Church," and "Val- 

halla" on south. 
Design 11.--Irregular gridiron, with a river like a string of 

sausages. 
Design 45.—Geometrical gridiron arrangement with 1st, and 

and 3rd class residences in three districts, all beautifully segre-
gated, evidently submitted by some believer in separating the 

"classes" from the "masses." 
Design 64.—Huge diagonal square, with minor squares at 

each angle, and the "church" on Camp Hill. 
Design 62.—Mostly water surface. 
Design 73.—Diagonal gridiron, with river almost mopped up. 

Design 113.—Another huge gridiron. 
Design 39.—Gridiron with canal on north city, created south 

of "river." 
Design 46.—Plan would make good design for a wall paper. 
Design 47.—Accompanied by pictures of "airy" blackness, 

and dainty perspectives. 
Designs 33 and 36.—Spiders' web plans. 

[Design 
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Design 25.--Huge intersecting circles. 
Design 52.—Mostly water surface in middle of plan; huge 

circle for city on south. 
Design 21 shows German details for Cathedral. 
Design 3o.—Gridiron, with diagonal roads intersecting the 

"motive." 
Design 59.—Everything focussed on river. 
There were several other designs without any characteristic 

feature. It is pitiable that the authors had not the knowledge that 
they were totally ignorant of town planning. Engineering know-
ledge all round was exceedingly weak. One bridge scaled r,000 ft. 
for its single curved span. Faked perspectives showed, in one case, 
Parliament House dome over 700 ft. in height. 	The flood 
waters of the Molonglo were simply ignored by many designers. 
Their buildings would be submerged now and again. One de-
signer placed his aeroplane grounds, with a lunatic asylum on 
one side, and a cemetery on the other ! 

We cannot congratulate the Government upon receiving a 
high-class collection of designs, and they richly deserve the blame 
for the fiasco they deliberately set about to make. 	The only 
"designer" we have seen in the flesh hails from South Africa. He 
is here looking for work. 	He informed us that he put in his 
design knowing that what he called "reputable" architects were 
out of it, and he thought he would stand a good show of success. 
We suspect that others entered the competition from the same 
motive. 

As a further move, the Government has appointed a board 
of three officers :—Col. Owen, Col. Miller, and Mr. Scrivener, 
together with the two Government architects in Sydney and Mel-
bourne, to get out of the prize designs anything they can—a 
square from one, and a boulevard from another, in the prepara- 
tion of a Departmental design. 	What will be the result of 
this mongrel arrangement we do not know. 	The honour of 
planning the site of the capital city, therefore, will not rest with 
the misguided people who were desirous of being crowned with 
glory and honour as the authors of the plans for a Federal 
City. 



• 

ETHICS OF THE PROFESSION. 

("Reverence thyself, for thou art worthy.") 

HE moral conduct of ethics belongs to man not as 
an individual, but as a member of society. 	It 
has been pointed out that if there were only one 
human being in the universe, there could be no 
"ethics" in the sense in which we use the word, 

for the conduct which is its special subject matter is the behaviour 
of persons to one another as members of a common concern in 
which they are fellow-workers. 	Spencer rightly maintains that 
ethics must begin with the study of the "evolution of conduct" 
out of that which cannot be called "conduct," and the "evolu-
tion of conduct" . is marked by improvement of means to ends, 
so that life gains in length and breadth. 	He further insists that 
conduct subserving the life of the individual, and conduct sub- 
serving the life of the species, are mutually dependent. 	Each 

reaches its highest form simultaneously with the other, but not 
until the highest form of a third kind of conduct—social conduct—
is reached. Life then is worth living, which means that it brings 
a surplus of pleasure or happiness. 	Formulating this sociological 
view of ethics, we find that a scientific "code" is made which 
says that the associated individuals shall (r) inflict no injury; 
(a) directly or (b) indirectly on one another; and (2) shall help 
one another (a) under agreement, and (b) beyond agreement. We 
must always remember that "ethics" is only relative ; moral con-
duct, like all other conduct, is always realized in "struggle." 
This is the greatest lesson which ethics, in our day, has taken 
home to itself from biology, and for this development from the 
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evolutionary standpoint we are, of course, greatly indebted to 
Darwin and to Spencer. 

A proof copy of the "Notes on Some Principles of Professional 
Practice, and Suggestions for a Code of Ethics," by Mr. McArthur 
Butler, secretary of The Society of Architects, has been forwarded to 
us. 	From this we learn that the Council has had under con- 
sideration the question of drafting a code of ethics, and has 
thought the importance of the subject has warranted it in 
eliciting the opinions of the members of the Society. With the 
view to obtain the views of even a wider constituency, some 
5o societies connected with architectural, engineering, and the 
allied professions at home and abroad were communicated with, 
and the information asked was freely given. 

Of the professional etiquette prevailing in such professions 
as law and medicine, the code applying to the latter is prob-
ably one of the most stringent, and one is led to think that 
the line may sometimes be drawn to an extent which might ap-
pear to amount to an injustice in certain cases. 

In these professions, as in others possessing similar statutory 
powers, the enforcement of the regulations tends to maintain a 
high standard among their practitioners, and a corresponding 
standing in the eye of the public, because any serious breach of 
etiquette is followed by the offender being deprived of further 
opportunities of practising; whereas, in professions having no 
legal standing the offending member may be struck off the roll 
of the Society to which he belongs, but that does not at present 
prevent him carrying on his practice, and is not, in the present 
condition of these professions, so drastic a punishment or deterrent 
as it is in the case of others. 

In the United Kingdom, among the engineering, surveying, 
and allied professions, it appears that the Institution of Civil 
Engineers is the only body which has a Code of Ethics as well 
as By-laws. 	The procedure in this respect is being closely fol- 
lowed by the Institution of Electrical Engineers, and by the newly 
formed Association of Consulting Engineers. 

Many other institutions and societies in the varied branches of 
engineering have at present no code of ethics, though in one or 
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two cases the matter is under consideration, most of them being 
content to deal with matters of practice under their Bye-laws. 

The attitude of Architectural Societies generally towards the 
adoption of a code is more decided. The American Institute puts 
forth a canon of ethics relative to principles of professional 
practice, and the subject, to our own knowledge, is frequently brought 
up at the meetings of the State Institutes, and at the Federal 
Convention, and by this means kept prominently before American 

architects. 
In Australia, all the Institutes, except the one with which we 

are connected, have made declarations upon the subject not per-
haps in its most complete form, but bearing upon one or other 

aspect of professional practice. 	This latter phase, however, con- 

vinces us that before long, there will need to be a code in opera-
tion which shall touch the daily life of the practitioner, and not 
simply some of the experiences which may come to a man once 

or twice in a lifetime. 
Dealing with the proposals of the Australian Institutes at 

present before us, the Western Australian Institute is the first to 
take action. Last year, it drew up a code of sixteen paragraphs, 
which it submitted to the sister Institutes in the Australian States. 
Broadly, the code deals with the relations of the architect to his 
client ; advises that the architect shall have no secret interest in any 
specialities which he recommends his client to obtain; demands 
purity in competitive work, and then points out the duty of 

one architect to another. 	Out of the above, we think a good 

workable code may be compiled. 
The South Australian Institute is endeavouring to compile a 

short code, dealing with competitions, and we have no intimation 
that it is drafting a comprehensive proposal before us, as we 

write. 
The Queensland Institute has been goaded into action by the 

scandals attaching to the Federal Capital Site Competition. 
With reason, it contends that if the Australian Institutes had 
spoken with a united voice, such a disgraceful proceeding as that 
pertaining to this competition would not have been possible. Yet 
this is only part of a truth, the broad fact being that all the Aus- 
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tralian Institutes protested vigorously at the time concerning cer-
tain aspects of that competition. We are more firmly convinced 
than ever that the unsatisfactory conditions of that competition 
ran the gauntlet of architectural criticism, because, instead of 
one strong voice uttering a vigorous protest, there were five or 
six smaller voices, and the game of the Minister was to play off 
one Institute against another. For instance, when he was endea-
vouring to obtain the architectural "expert" to report on the 
designs, he deliberately stated that the Sydney Institute was 
about to appoint that officer, having before him at the time a letter 
from that Institute declining to have anything to do with the 
competition. 	Fortunately, next day we were able to expose his 
conduct in the daily papers, and the Minister let the subject drop. 

Turning to New South Wales, the President (Mr. Sydney 
Jones), stated in his recent Presidential address that his Institute 
would be asked durng the coming year to consider the lines upon 
which a code should be drawn. 

From the Tasmanian Institute, we have received no definite 
information, but as many of its principal members (as is also 
the case of the Western Australian Institute) are members of the 
R.V.I.A., any action which the Victorian Institute is likely 
to adopt will most probably prove acceptable to the architects of 
Tasmania. Mere at once we are struck with the thought : "Why 
cannot we in Australia speak with one voice as the American 
Institute is able to?" If we had federated a dozen years ago, we 
would most undoubtedly have made our influence felt to a marked 
degree, and we contend that in these days of consolidation of 
interests, the sooner we are one, the better from this standpoint, 
at any rate. 

The hour for going to press has gone, and we are compelled to 
leave the further treatment of this fascinating subject until next 
issue. We hope then to deal with what the Institutes are doing 
in other parts of the world, and also to enter into the details of 
a code which is likely to be acceptable to all honourable prac- 
titioners. 	Our opinion is, that one wide, comprehensive code is 
likely to prove sufficient for the requirements of all British speaking 
communities. 



THE LAW AS TO SUPPORT FOR 
BUILDINGS. 
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HE late Lord Bowen, one of the ablest Judges of 
the past century, said that the right of support is 

intricate and obscure. Therefore, anyone presum- 

ing to treat it must be wary. 	I propose to say 

very little in regard to support as affected by min-
ing operations, and to deal mainly with the right 

of lateral support for buildings. 

EXCEPTIONAL CASES. 

Before considering the general rule as to how the right of 
support for buildings can be acquired, it is desirable to look at 
three cases where the general rule is not applicable. 

(I) Where Land Would be Let Down Although Not Built on. 
Supposing damage has been caused to a building by digging 

away soil from adjoining land, the first question is, would the 
property which has been damaged by the removal of lateral support 
have sunk or shifted if no building whatever had existed upon it? 

This question is most important, because as a matter of law 
it is not universally essential that a building should have stood for 
twenty years in order to entitle the owner of it to claim damages 

[for 
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for the withdrawal of support. Thus, if it be clearly proved that, 
irrespective of the weight of the building which has sustained 
damage, the land on which it stands would in its natural condition 
have sunk or shifted by reason of the adjacent excavation, then 
the owner of the damaged property can recover damages for dis-
turbance of his natural right to the support of his land as land ; 
and the injury to the building will merely swell the amount of 
compensation payable in respect of the hereditament as a whole. 
There was a decision to this effect in 1859.* 	Certain pillars of 
coal had been left unworked under land near to some houses 
belonging to one Browne. Robins the owner of the coal worked 
out the pillars, and so damaged Browne's houses. 	As it was 
proved that Robins' workings would have interfered with the 
stability of Browne's land even though no building had been 
erected on it, the Court held that Browne's natural right of sup-
port had been infringed; and that Robins was liable to pay dam-
ages, not only in respect of the injury caused to the land, but 
also in respect of the houses built on it. 

When a claim can be maintained on the ground that the right 
of support for land in its natural state has been disturbed, the 
liability for inclusive damages attaches, notwithstanding that the 
buildings have not been erected for twenty years, and notwith-
standing that the excavation in the supporting land has been 
done as carefully as possible. 

Cases where this ruling holds good are more likely to occur 
in places where the subsoil consists of sand or other loose founda-
tions, than where it is hard rock ; but wherever buildings are dam-
aged by the withdrawal of support, the first question is, would 
the land itself have given way if no buildings had been placed 
upon it? 

(2) Removal of Support by a Person not Entitled to the 
Adjoining Soil. 

The general rule does not apply where support is withdrawn 
by a trespasser or other person not entitled to exercise any acts of 
ownership over the land affording the support. Thus, irrespec-
tive of whether a building has stood for twenty years, the owner 

* Browne v. Robins, 1859, 28 Law Journal, Exchequer, 250. 
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of it can recover damages from a person who is not owner of 
the adjoining ground, nor acting under him, and who negligently 
pulls down a building which yields support, or excavates in the 
adjoining ground so as to let down the building entitled to sup-
port.* A case of this kind does not often occur; but it is neces-
sary to mention it by way of reminder. 

(3) Right of Support Dependent on Document. 

The general rule does not apply where the right of support 

is granted or excluded by, or is dependent on, a document exe-
cuted by the person who formerly owned both the building receiv- 

ing and the building yielding support. 	Time will not allow of 
this branch of the subject being discussed on the present occasion ; 
the question will turn on the language of the particular document, 
or on the circumstances of the particular case. 	Suffice it to say 

that the circumstances may be such as to preclude the recovery of 
damages occasioned by the removal of lateral support. 	Thus, 

supposing there is a sale by auction at which Mr. Murchie buys 
one lot whereon an ancient wall is standing, and Mr. Black buys 
the adjoining plot subject to conditions under which Black is 
bound to pull down existing buildings and build .a new house. 
Black's operations for complying with these conditions result in 
the old wall on Murchie's plot being knocked down. In a case 
where these facts existedf the Court decided that Murchie could 
not recover damages, for the reason that Black had been required 
to excavate and build by the common vendor, who could himself 

at the time of sale have done what he liked with his joint pro- 

perty. 
THE GENERAL RULE AS TO ACQUISITION OF SUPPORT 

FOR BUILDINGS. 

Having by this method of exclusion got rid of cases where 
the general rule does not apply, we are now ready to state that 
rule ; and this cannot be done better than by quoting some words 
used in the celebrated leading case of Angus v. Dalton, decided in 

* Jeffries v. Williams, 1850, 20 Law Journal, Exchequer, 14. 
Bibby v. Carter, 1859, 28 Law journal, Exchequer, 182. 

t Murchie v. Black, 1865. 34 Law Journal, Common Pleas, 337. 
[1881 
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1881 by the House of Lords, aided by a number of Judges speci- 
ally called in for their assistance. 	Although the legal problem 
was abstruse the facts were simple. Messrs. Angus had a build-
ing in or near Newcastle-on-Tyne, which formerly consisted of 
two houses, and had stood for more than twenty years. About 
twenty-seven years before the cause of action arose, they converted 
one of the houses into a coach factory, and for this purpose 
removed the internal walls, and put in girders for supporting the 
upper floors of the factory. 	On one side these girders were let 
into Messrs. Angus's walls ; and on the other side they were let 
into a large chimney stack adjoining upon property belonging to 
the Commissioners of Works. 	This materially increased the 
lateral pressure upon the adjoining soil belonging to the Com- 
missioners of Works. 	Twenty-seven years after the alteration 
was made, Messrs. Dalton were employed by the Commissioners 
of Works to pull down and rebuild their adjoining house. Messrs. 
Dalton employed a sub-contractor, who, by removing the founda-
tions of the Commissioners' building let down the house of 
Messrs. Angus. 

The House of Lords decided that the Commissioners of 
Works were liable to pay damages for the injury occasioned by 
the wrongful withdrawal of support, notwithstanding that they 
had employed a competent contractor and directed him to use 
proper precautions. 	The work was in its nature dangerous to 
adjoining property, and therefore the principals could not dis-
charge themselves from the liability resulting from proper means 
not having been adopted for preventing injurious consequences. 

The decision of the highest tribunal in the land is clearly 
stated by Lord Watson in golden words :* "A right to lateral 
support from- the adjoining soil may be acquired for a building 
which has enjoyed that support, peaceably and without interrup-
tion, for the prescriptive period of twenty years. The obligation 
which the creation of such a right by user imposes upon the 
owner of the adjacent soil is to give continued support to the 
building. 	Consistently with that obligation he can make any 

* Dalton v. Angus. 1881, Law Reporta, 6 appeal cases, 740; 50 Law 
Journal, Queen's Bench, 751. 
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lawful use of his land which he thinks proper. He may dig into, 
or even remove, the strata from which the building derives sup-
port, provided he gives efficient substituted support by means of 
a retaining wall or other device. 	The proprietor of the building 
cannot complain that his right has been infringed, unless and 
until the stability of his building has been effected by the with-
drawal of its lateral support." 

In the course of this leading case it was shown that much 
of our modern law of support is founded upon Roman law. Now, 
one rule established by the Roman lawyers was that the acqui-
sition of an easement must be "nec vi, nec clam, nec precario," 
i.e., not by force, nor secretly, nor by permission. 

In Dalton v. Angus it was laid down that the right of support 
is an easement, and cannot be acquired if these conditions are 
not complied with. Thus, if Angus had built an ordinary chimney 
stack for carrying its own weight and represented to his neigh-
bour that it was nothing more, when in reality it was intended to 
carry a greater weight, that would be clam, a clandestine pro-
ceeding on which .a valid easement of support could not be 

gained. 
"Clam" does not mean "fraudulently" or "surreptitiously." 

It is sufficiënt that the easement has not come to the knowledge 
of the owner against whom support is claimed, and is not of 
such a nature that his attention ought reasonably to have been 

drawn to it.* 
If anyone is about to build a heavier building on his own land 

he should be quite open about it. It is not desirable to give his 
neighbour any opportunity of contending that false or misleading 
statements have been made to him. 	However, "more is not 

requisite than to let the enjoyment be so open that it is known 
that some support is being enjoyed by the building. That is 
enough to put the owner of the land on exercising his full rights, 
unless he is content to suffer a curtailment, not, in general, of 

any consequence.".t 

* Union Lighterage Co. v. London Graving Dock, 1901, Law Reports, 
2 Chancery, 300. 

1- Lord Blackburn in Dalton v. Angus, above. 
[When 
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When the right of support for a building from land is in 
question the age of that building must be reckoned from the date 
of its last increase of burden ; by an addition to the bulk and 
weight of the building*, or, by the support having been dimin-
ished by excavation in the land on which the building stands.-1- 

SUPPORT OF ANCIENT BUILDINGS FROM BUILDINGS. 

The great case of Angus v. Dalton was one where support 
was claimed from adjoining land. 	Shortly afterwards it was 
decided that where two ancient and contiguous buildings have 
enjoyed support from each other for more than twenty years, the 
one is entitled to an easement of support from the other, even 
though the servient tenement may be the property of a rector or 
other ecclesiastical corporation. I 

SUPPORT OF MODERN BUILDINGS FROM BUILDINGS. 

Unless both buildings formerly belonged to a common owner 
who sold or devised them separately on the implied condition that 
the one building should support the other, it would appear that 
the owner of a building which has enjoyed support from an adjoin-
ing building for less than twenty years cannot claim compensa-
tion from the owner of the adjoining building. In such circum-
stances the owners need not keep the supporting building in 
repair. 	The person who wants support must provide it for 
himself.§ 

EXTENT OF SUPPORTING AREA. 

As regards distance or extent, support must be given by that 
portion of land, wider or narrower, the existence of which in 
its natural state is necessary for yielding support. 	If , the neigh- 
bouring land is of so solid a character that, being of rock, a 
foot of it is enough to afford support, that will be the limit; but 
if the neighbouring land consist of loose sand or mud, or be so 

* Dalton v. Angus, above. 
i Partridge v. Scott, 1828, Law Journal, Exchequer. 

Lemaitre v. Davis, 1881, Law Reports, 19, Chancery Division, 281. 
§ Colebeck v. Girdler's Co., 1876, Law Reports, 1 Queen's Bench 

Division, 234. 
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friable or unsolid that a quarter of a mile is required for yielding 
support, that will be the extent.*  

If, however, an intervening owner in the lawful exercise of 
his rights has made an excavation, and the subsoil so removed 
would have sufficed for supporting land or buildings, the owner 
of the buildings receiving support cannot maintain an action for 
damages against the distant owner for digging in his property in 
a case where, if the intervening excavation had not been made, 
he could have done so without causing damage to the property 
next beyond it. 

Supposing support for a distance of 200 feet from my building 
is required, and my next adjoining neighbour only owns the first 
too feet, my right is not limited to that too feet; it extends to 
the remaining too feet owned by my next adjoining neighbour. 

Put in another way, if a property owner makes an excavation, 
thereby rendering his surface or building less stable and more 
likely to fall when the adjoining or neighbouring land is exca-
vated, he cannot thereby impose a greater responsibility on the 
owner of the adjoining or neighbouring land, or increase his own 
natural right to lateral support ; neither can his natural right of 
support be made to affect land not immediately adjoining, if an 
intervening owner removes the rock or soil which serves as the 
first or nearest buttress of support. 

Thus, the Swan Village Gas Works of the Birmingham Cor-
poration stood on land lying a short distance away from land under 
which one Allen was working coal. Many years before, the coal 
under some land lying between the site of the Gas Works and 
Allen's Royalty was worked out by a third person. The seam 
dipped towards Allen's coal-field, and on his working nearly up 
to his boundary, a creep or pull-over occurred, and cracked the 
gas works. It was admitted that if the intervening coal had not 
been worked out by the third person, Allen could have worked up 
to his distant boundary, without causing any damage to the 
gas works. Whereupon Sir George Jessel and the Court of Ap-
peal in 1877 decided that the Birmingham Corporation could not 

* Birmingham Corporation v. Allen, 1877, Law Reports, 6 Chancery 
Division, 284. 

[maintain 
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maintain an action against Allen. A similar ruling would be given 
if an excavation from or near to the surface should be made in 
similar circumstances. 

HOW THE GAINING OF THE RIGHT OR SUPPORT CAN 
BE HINDERED. 

Assuming that land on which a house is newly built could not 
be let down as land by excavations in the neighbouring soil, then 
"at any time within twenty years after the house is built the 
owner of the adjacent soil may, with perfect legality, dig that 
soil away, and allow his neighbour's house, if supported by it, to 
fall in ruins to the ground."* 

An injunction will not be granted to restrain anyone from 
erecting on his own land a building which may gain the right of 
support after uninterrupted enjoyment for twenty years. 	The 
only way of preventing it is to excavate or operate in the adjoining 
property before the twenty years expire. 	If it does not suit 
the purpose or the interest of the owner of the adjoining property 
to do this, the law will presume from his remaining passive that 
he acquiesces in support being gained against him. 

OBLIGATION AND RIGHT TO REPAIR A SUPPORTING 
BUILDING. 

Although a person cannot do anything actively which results 
in support being withdrawn from his neighbour's building en-
titled to support, yet the person whose property affords support 
can sit still and do nothing, even though his passivity may result 
in his own land or house giving way, and his neighbour's buildings 
may, in consequence thereof, fall down. 	For this reason, it is 
competent for the person receiving support to enter upon his 
neighbour's land for repairing the tenement or party wall which 
affords support. 	The person wishing to preserve his right of 
support must himself take active measures for that purpose. This 
was so determined in Colebeck v. Girdlers' Co. in 1876. 

Colebeck was lessee of No. 4o Basinghall-street, which was 
supported by a wall which stood between the next house, No. 38, 

* Lord Penzance in Dalton v. Angus, above. 
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built soon after the great fire of London, and an archway leading 
to the Girdlers' Company's Hall. Colebeck had covenanted with 
his landlords the Girdlers' Company that he would keep No. qo 
in good repair. He contended that this covenant implied an obli-
gation on the part of the Girdlers' Company to keep the supporting 
wall in such condition as to enable him to perform his covenant 
to repair. But a strong Court held that there was no such im-
plied agreement on the part of the landlords, and that the tenant 
was limited to the right of repairing or rebuilding the supporting 
wall in order to preserve his easement. 

As to whether or not underpinning upon the adjoining soil of 
a neighbour constitutes trespass in law, I have not been able to 
find any recorded decision directly bearing on the point. 	By 

analogy with Colebeck's case just referred to, it would appear 
that it does not constitute trespass for which damages would be 
awarded. Rather than have to pay substantial damages 
for removal of support, it would be better to run 
the risk of an action for damages for trespass 
in underpinning. A small sum could be paid into Court 
to cover nominal damages on that account. 	If the adjoining 
owner should be so foolish as to sue for trespass on account of 

the underpinning, the probability is that any tribunal would hold 
that he thereby waived any claim for withdrawal of support, and 
acquiesced in his land or building being let down. The defence 
to his claim would be volenti non fit injuria. 

DAMAGES FOR DISTURBING SUPPORT. 

He who by the removal of his own building causes injury to 
the contiguous building of another must compensate that other, 
if he had the right of support, however carefully the operations 
of the person pulling down have been conducted ; while if the other 
had not any such right, the person pulling down will only be 
answerable for negligence. 

Negligence will be inferred or proved if the person charged 
with it could have conducted his operations according to some 
other reasonable and usual method, which would have materially 

[diminished 
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diminished the risk to his neighbour without materially increasing 
the burden or expense to himself. 

The obligation of the owner of the supporting building has 
been put into doggerel thus :- 

" He must not kill, but need not strive 
Officiously to keep alive." 

Even though a right of support may not exist, any owner digging 
in his own land or removing his own building must use due care 
and skill so as not to damage his neighbour's building.* 

When does a cause of action arise for withdrawal of support? 
It first accrues when the owner of the damaged building sustains 
actual damage. t 

Excavating in the adjoining land does not constitute a cause 
of action ; because it may be that no damage will actually result ; 
or the excavator may put up a retaining wall strong enough to 
serve as a complete substitute for the soil which previously afforded 
support. Accordingly, the owner of the injured building can sue 
for damages at any time within six years from the happening of 
the mischief to his building. The time is not reckoned from the 
date of the withdrawal of the support but from the occurring of 
the damage. This rule flows from the right of every man to do 
what he likes in his own land subject always to this, that if his 
mode of using it does damage to rights possessed by his neigh-
bour, he must make compensation. 

As damage to the building entitled to support is the essential 
factor in a claim for compensation, it follows that fresh claims 
may be preferred on every successive occurrence of fresh damage 
resulting from the removal of support. t Neither the risk of future 
damage, nor depreciation of the selling value of the surface in 
consequence of such risk, can be taken into account in assessing 
damages in any action that may be brought. § This being .estab- 

* Dodd v. Holme, 1 Adolphus & Ellis, 493. 
t Bomoni v. Backhouse, 1861, 28 Law Journal, Queen's Bench, 378 ; 34 

ib, 181. 
t Mitchell v. Darley Main Colliery, 1886, Law Reports, 11 Appeal 

Cases, 127. 
Tunnicliffe v. West Leigh Colliery Co., Law Reports, 1908, Appeal 

Cases, 27. 
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lished law, it will be prudent for anyone paying compensation for 
damage caused by the removal of support to take a discharge 
expressly covering future as well as past and existing damage. 

If a cellar or other excavation was made by a preceding 
owner of a piece of property, and the building of a neighbour 
sustains damage, the succeeding or present owner is not respon-
sible to his neighbour. It was not the present owner who made 
the excavation and no legal obligation is cast on him Lo build a 
retaining wall. This was so determined in lgoo in a case* 
where Lord Donington, as proprietor, had worked out coal result- 
ing in the cracking of an adjoining manor house. 	After his 
death, Mr. Hall, the owner of the house, sued the Duke of 
Norfolk, as trustee under the will of Lord Donington, on the 
ground that His Grace, as present owner, had failed to provide 
support. But it was held that the Duke and lessees to whom he 
had granted a lease were not liable, inasmuch as they had not 
made the excavation; and further that damages could not he 
recovered against the estate of Lord Donington, because, the 
action being a personal one, it ceased with his death. 

Although the claim in Hall v. Duke of Norfolk was based on 
subsidence resulting from mining operations, the principle of the 
decision in that case would undoubtedly be applied where the 
excavation was in the surface of adjacent lands. 

LIABILITY FOR DISTURBANCE OF SUPPORT WHERE 
CONTRACTOR EMPLOYED. 

(i.) Both Employer and Contractor Liable. 

The circumstances may be such that both employer and con-
tractor are liable to the person whose right of support is infringed. 
Thus, if Mr. Peate employs a contractor to pull down and rebuild 
his shop, this necessitating the digging of deeper foundations, and 
the contractor fails in the necessary duty of shoring up or under-
pinning the adjoining shop belonging to Mr. Bower, with the 
consequence that Bower's building is damaged, Peate the owner, 
and also the contractor employed by him, will both be liable to 

* Hall v. Duke of Norfolk, 1900, Law Reports, 2 Chancery, 493. 
[Bower 
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Bower, notwithstanding that the contractor has agreed to indem- 
nify Peate against all claims. 	When so deciding in 1876,* the 
Court pointed out that the contractor had not been employed by 
Peate to give support ; Bower had it independently. The Court 
said, "that a man who orders a work to be executed, from which 
in the natural course of things injurious consequences to his 
neighbour must be expected to arise, unless means are adopted 
by which such consequences may be prevented, is bound to see 
to the doing of that which is necessary to prevent the mischief, 
and cannot release himself of his responsibility by employing 
someone else, whether it be the contractor employed to do the 
work from which the danger arises, or some independent person 
employed to do what is necessary to prevent the act 
he has ordered to be done from becoming wrong- 
ful." 	In such circumstances, therefore, it is important to 
the owner to employ a contractor who will be financially able to 
stand to the indemnity which he has engaged to give. 

The rule is thus stated by Lord Watson in the leading case 
of Dalton v. Angus :t "Where an employer contracts for the 
performance of work which, properly conducted, can occasion no 
risk to his neighbour's house, which he is under obligation to 
support, he is not liable for danger arising from the negligence 
of the contractor. 

"But in cases where the work is necessarily attended with 
risk, he cannot free himself from liability by binding the contrac- 
tor to take effectual precautions. 	He is bound, as in .a question 
with the party injured, to see that the contract is performed, and 
is therefore liable, as well as the contractor, to repair any damage 
which may be done." 

The building owner will be liable for damages occasioned by 
the removal of support, even though the specification provides 
that the support is not to be disturbed. 	It is his duty to see 
that reasonable skill and care are exercised in operations which 
expose the adjoining property to risk. 

* Bower y. Peate, 1876, 45, Law Journal, Queen's Bench, 446. 
f Dalton v. Angus, 1881, 50 Law Journal, Queen's Bench, 752. 



He cannot escape from liability unless he proves that it 
could not have been anticipated that any workman of ordinary 
skill would have dreamt of interfering with the support.* 

He will probably be exempt if he can prove that the contractor 
or his workman is positively dishonest or insane. 	But short of 
this, the employer must stand the consequences of putting his 

trust in fools. 
The reason why provisions in a specification are not sufficient 

is that the person who employs a contractor really does his own 
work with the assistance of a contractor, and is responsible for 

seeing that the work is properly done.fi 

(ii.) Only Contractor Liable. 

It may be that only the contractor will be liable. 	Thus, 
where a person entrusts the rebuilding of his house to a contractor 
who, as a matter of contract or usage, can and should, by shoring 
or other usual means, prevent damage from happening to adjoin-
ing property, the owner of the house that is being rebuilt will not 
be responsible for the negligence of the contractor. 	The law 
presumes that the contractor knows his business, and will adopt 
the usual means of avoiding damage that in the nature of things 
can and ought to be avoided. The distinction consists in the fact 
that in such circumstances the mischief does not arise from the 
thing itself but from the negligent way in which it is done. $ 

(iii.) Neither Owner nor Contractor Liable. 
It may be that neither employer nor contractor is liable. 

Thus, supposing support is withdrawn from a newly erected 
building as to which it is certain that no right of support from 
soil or buildings exists, then neither the owner of the adjoining 
property, nor a contractor under him, is bound to shore up the 

immature building. 	The owner of the adjoining property is 
merely doing what he likes with his own, and he is not infringing 

any right of his neighbour. § 

* Hughes v. Percival, 1883, 52 Law Journal, Queen's Bench, 719. 
t Lemaitre y. Davis, 1881, 51 Law Journal, Chancery Division, 173. 
$ Butler & Hunter, 1862, 31 Law Journal, Exchequer, 214. 

Gaysf;'ord v. Nicholls, 1854, 9 Exchequer, 702. 
[defects 
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DEFECTS IN SITE OR SUBSOIL. 
In a well-known work on "The Law of Building Contracts," 

it is stated that "an architect owes a general duty as a profes-
sional man to know and act in accordance with the law so far as 
it affects his profession, and if he designs or constructs without 
reference to the rights of adjoining owners he may render himself 
liable for negligence." 	But no English case is cited for 
showing that it has been conclusively held that an architect is 
personally liable to persons other than his employer for not 
knowing the law as to support. 	It may be that no architect in 
England has ever been remiss, or has ever been caught napping—
just as it is said that there is no recorded instance of a solicitor 
having lost in a case against himself of breach of promise of 
marriage—the reason scandalously assigned is that he always 
writes the magical words "without prejudice" in his love-letters ! 
Be this as it may ; if an architect should actively superintend and 
direct operations which result in damage being occasioned by 
the wrongful removal of support, the arm of the law will prob-
ably be found long enough to make him personally responsible. 

Both for the sake of avoiding legal liability and for the credit 
of his profession, an architect will do well to consider whether any 
right of support will be infringed, and to call his employer's 
attention to this risk. 	If damage is probable, then the specifica- 
tion should provide for shoring, or underpinning, or putting in a 
retaining wall, or whatever else is necessary; and also that the 
contractor shall indemnify both employer and architect against 
all claims and demands connected with the carrying out of the 

work. 
As excavations enter largely into our minds on this occasion, 

it may be mentioned that in the absence of any specific guarantee 
or definite representation as to the nature of the soil, the con-
tractor who has engaged to do the work cannot throw up his 
contract on finding that the soil is different from what he expected 
it would be.* To be safe he must ascertain the facts beforehand, 
or add to his price a sum to cover contingencies. 

* Tackson v. Eastbourne, 1886, 2 Hudson, 67 ; Bottoms v. York Corpora-
tion, 1892, 2 Hudson, 220. 
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It is a well known rule of law that an action cannot be main-
tained by a person from under whose land percolating water has 
been drained away. But in 1899 a singular case occurred near 
Hull, where the Sutton Gas Company, in digging a tank for 
their gas holder, pumped away not only underground water, but 
also large quantities of silt, with the consequences that houses on 
the adjoining land were let down and damaged. The problem 
before the Court was, is this dirty water? 	If so, there is no 
remedy. Is it watery dirt? Yes; therefore pay damages. The 
contractor and also the gas company were held to be jointly 
liable. * 

PARTY WALLS, 

so far as support is concerned, substantially stand in the same 
situation as ordinary buildings. 	Where there is a party wall 
neither owner of it can do that which will cause damage to the 
other owner or participant by removing or weakening the wall, in 
whole or part. 

FLATS. 

There is only time for one word as to flats : but Lord Chan-
cellor Selborne in Dalton v. Angus said : "If a building is divided 
into floors or `flats' separately owned, the owner of each upper 
floor or flat is entitled to vertical support from the lower part of 
the building, and to the benefit of such lateral support as may be 
of right enjoyed by the building itself."f 

SUMMARY. 

To recapitulate, in dealing with questions affecting the right 
to support for buildings, the first question is, Would the land 
entitled to support have been let down if it had remained in its 
natural state, even though no building had been placed upon it 
If so, damages will be recoverable. 

* Jordeson v. Sutton, &c , Gas Co., 1889, Law Reports, 2 Chancery, 
217 

f Per Selborne. L.C., Dalton v. Angus, 50 Law Journal, Queen's Bench, 
731 . 

[Has 
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Has support been withdrawn by a stranger or trespasser not 
having any ownership or interest in the land which has afforded 
support? If so, damages will be recoverable. 

Has support been withdrawn by a person who, under express 
or implied obligation by document, was debarred from removing 
it? If so, damages will be recoverable. 

Has support been withdrawn from .a building which has en-
joyed it for twenty years, without force, concealment, or permis-
sion? If so, damages will be recoverable. 

Has the damage happened within six years before beginning 
of action? If so, damages will be recoverable. 

Is the person dead at whose instance the damage was caused? 
If so damages will not be recoverable from his representatives. 

Did the contractor responsible for carrying out the work 
undertake to indemnify the employer against claims in connection 
with interference with rights of support? If so, he can be called 
upon to deal with demands made by the person whose rights have 

been disturbed. 
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ROYAL VICTORIAN INSTITUTE 
 OF ARCHITECTS 

EXAMINATION TO QUALIFY FOR CANDIDATURE 
AS ASSOCIATE, MAY 1912. 

GROUP A. (Total, too marks). 

HISTORY AND CHARACTERISTICS OF THE STYLES OF ARCHITECTURE. 

May, 1912. Examiners: Percy Oakden and A. Henderson. 
(10o marks). 

Note.—All answers are to be illustrated as far as possible 
by sketches. Only six questions are to be answered. Questions 
i, 4, and Io must be attempted, and the candidate may select any 
three of the remaining seven. 

1. Sketch to scale the following :—(a) The elevation of a 
Grecian Doric pedimented front, showing entablature, starting 
of pediment, and at least three columns. The columns to have 
a lower diameter of three feet, and the intercoluminations to be 
mono-triglyphic; (b), Do the same in Roman Doric, and point 
out the differences between the two. (Note.—The details of 
cornices, triglyphs, and cap molds need not be drawn. All that 
is required is sufficient outline to show proportions and spacing. 
The distances from centre to centre of the columns must be 
figured in feet and inches). 

2. Describe one typical example of any two of the following 
styles :—(a), Egyptian ; (b), Persian ; (c), Cyclopean. 

3. Define any four of the following terms :—(a,) Loggia; 
(b), Peripteral ; (c), Hypethial ; (d), Pylon ; (e), Chevet ; (f), 
Triforium ; (g), Clerestory. 

4. Describe (giving approximate dates) the development of 
the following :—(a), The Arch; (b), The Dome; (c), The Vault. 

[5 
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5. Give and describe any three typical examples of Gothic 
spires. 

6. State what you know of any three of the following men 
and their works :—Pugin, Waterhouse, Ictinus, Violet le Duc, 
Charles Barry, Gilbert Scott. 

7. Give and describe a typical example of any two of the 
following styles :—(a)  Byzantine ; (b), Romanesque ; (c), Norman ; 
(d), Renaissance. 

8. Describe one important Modern Building in each of 
any three of the following countries :— (a), Britain; (b) France; 
(c), America; (d), elsewhere. 	(Note.—"Modern" to mean the 
i9th century or later). 

9. State what you know of opened timbered roofs in Britain, 
giving typical examples. 

to. Take the accompanying photographs, numbered t to to, 
and state in reference to each photograph—(a), Whether you can 
name the building it represents, and (b) in what style, period, or 
country you would place it, giving your reasons. 

MOULDINGS, FEATURES AND ORNAMENT. 

Examiners : R. J. Haddon and E. J. Clark. 
(125 Marks). 

t. As characteristic of architectural styles generally. 
2. As characteristic of the special style to be selected by the 

candidate. 
Candidates are to answer three questions at least under each 

heading, but must attempt question No. 13. 

CLASSIC AND RENAISSANCE. 

1. Draw section t Z inches high, of a Corinthian entablature, 
indicating in writing, the proper enrichments of the various mold-
ings. 

2. Draw, both to the same scale, a Greek and a Roman 
Doric capital. 

3. Sketch the distinctive features of Italian, English, and 
French Renaissance. 



q.. Sketch a cornice and balustrade characteristic of 16th 
century work in Italy, France, and England. 

5. Name the orders used in the following :—The Pantheon; 
The Arch of Titus ; The Erechtheion ; Give locality and approxi-
mate date. 

6. Explain with sketches the following :—Echinus, Pronaos, 
Polychromy, Eustyle, Caryatide. 

GOTHIC. 

7. Draw one-eighth full size, plans of door jambs of three 
consecutive periods, showing three styles. 

8. Draw three different sections of bowtels, and assign dates 
to the periods when used. 

g. Draw a Perpendicular finial, three inches high at the apex 
of a gable. 

Io. Show by sketches, the difference between Italian and 
English Gothic. 

I i. Show in outline only, three traceried windows of differ-
ent periods of English Gothic, ail to the same scale. 

12. Describe by sketches, the following :—Flamboyant, 
Lucarne, Barbicon, Respond, Foil, Brattishing, Broach. 

13. Draw in the style selected by the Candidate :—An 
Arcade with columns and balustrade between. The diagram to 
be about six inches high. Show jointing and sketch any details 
of parts in perspective, if time allows. 

GEOMETRICAL AND PERSPECTIVE DRAWING. 

Examiners : W. M. Campbell and I. G. Beaver. 
(75 Marks). 

Drawings were supplied for all problems, which are simply 
described, as follows :- 

I. A chamber i8 ft. square has central square pier, and 
responds at angles, and in the middle of each side wall. 	It is 
to be covered with plain groined barrel vaulting. The springing 
of arch is to ft. 	Show plan of groins, one diagonal section, and 
one section paralled with two of the sides. 

[2 
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2. A 5 ft. circular turret staircase, with 20 stone winders 
to the revolution, with 61. in. rise. The central stone column is 
2 ft. 6 in. dia. 	Show section on line of diameter. 

3. Plan and elevation to 	in. scale, of reinforced concrete 
drinking fountain, 20 ft. square, with four columns to 
each side, over which is a cornice with flat roof behind. 	The 
latter is pierced by the walls of a central chamber 13 ft. 6 in. 
square, with a small cornice at top of wall, and semi-circular dome 
surmounting the whole. 	Work out a perspective drawing 6o 
ft. distant, the eye being 5 ft. above ground line. 

GROUP B. 

SHORING AND SANITARY SCIENCE. 

Examiners : Gerard Wight and John Little. 

(Shoring, 25 Marks; Sanitary Science, too Marks). 

t. To 4  in. scale, show raking shoring for side street wall 
of a warehouse 4o ft. wide. 	Heights of all floors 12 ft. in clear. 
Ground floor 2 ft. 6 in. above street, and warehouse four stories in 
height. Foundations 3 ft. below ground line; and walls ground 
floor, 2 ft. ; first and second floors t ft. 6 in., and upper floors I 
ft. 2 in. thick. 

2. You are about to build an adjoining warehouse on further 
side of this building, with a basement to ft. in clear, on a block 
of land 3o ft. wide. On the other side of this adjoining warehouse 
there is a brick warehouse, similar to that in previous question, 
in dimensions and construction, and both old buildings have 
right of lateral support. 	Show how you would support these 
old buildings during your operations. 

3. Describe the precautions necessary to take, and how to 
proceed with the work of underpinning. 

4. In the case of a residence in a town that has a water 
supply not suitable for drinking or cooking, what arrangements 

112 
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of pipes and tanks would you provide to supply baths, pantry 

and kitchen sinks? 

5. Under what circumstances are traps liable to be syphoned, 
and what are the remedies? Give careful sketches in each case. 

6. What are the objects of disconnection and ventilation 
respectively, in drains and wastes, and for what fittings and cir-
cumstances is ventilation absolutely necessary, and why? 

7. What are the alternative methods in use for supplying 
hot water to the house fittings? Explain how to avoid the accu-
mulation of cold water in the branch pipes. 

8. What are the Public Health Regulations as to churches? 
Assuming a country church 7o ft. x 4o ft. on plan, calculate the 

requirements, and give rough sketches of how you would comply 

with the Regulations? 

PRINCIPLES AND PRACTICE OF CONSTRUCTION. 

Examiners: E. A. Bates and W. M. Campbell. 
(zoo Marks). 

r. A brick pier 6 ft. x 3 ft. x io ft. high, has to carry an 
added load of 15 tons per super foot. 'The foundation is on silt, 
and piles, driven, will carry 4 tons each. 	Sketch to z in. scale, 

and figure and describe the foundation you would suggest for this 

pier. 
2. Show, on accompanying sketch, the jointing of the tracery 

of this stone Gothic window. 

3. Draw to I in. scale a casement window frame 6 ft. x 

2 ft. 6 in. over all, the frame being 5 in. x 3 in., and having II in. 
casement sash and fanlight, both opening inwards. 	Draw (to 

larger scale or to full size) sections through sill of frame and 
casement, and also through transom and bottom of fanlight. 

4. Draw to z in. scale a simple principal for a church roof, 

the span being 25 ft., pitch 5o deg. Roof covering, slate. The 

spacing of principals is about I2 ft. centres. Show the joints 

in framings, and figure sizes of timbers. 

;~; ■ ';';;; 
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5. A steel girder 25 ft. long between walls, carries a 14 in. 
brick wall 15 ft. high, and also a bay of floor 25 ft. x 6 ft., the 
total load of floor is 2 cwt. per super ft. 	There is also a steel 
stanchion below this girder to ft. from one end. 	Design the 
girder only for the above conditions, and show formula and the 
working of the various calculations. 

6. Describe the various methods of fixing the glass in glazed 
roofs. 

NATURE, PROPERTY, AND APPLICATION OF MATERIALS. 

Examiners : E. A. Bates and W. M. Campbell. 

(loo Marks). 

I. Name the building stones in general use in Melbourne, 
mention their characteristics, and describe any practical tests you 
would apply if using them. 

2. Name some defects in bricks, and describe their cause. 
Show the method of jointing to brick facings. 

3. Describe the various methods of metal reinforcement in 
reinforced concrete. 

4. State briefly what you know about Oregon, Red Deal, 
Clear Pine, Californian Redwood, Kauri, Stringy Bark (Victorian 
or Tasmanian), and mention the purposes for which they are 
used. 

5. Describe briefly the various limes used in Melbourne for 
brickwork mortar, and for plastering. 	What is lime putty? 
What is gauged stuff ? 

6. Give a list of the various roof coverings used in Melbourne, 
and describe how they are fixed. 

7. State briefly what you know about Zinc White, Turpen-
tine, Size, Boiled Linseed Oil, and for what purposes are they 
used? 

x+. 
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GROUP C. 

DRAWING AND DESIGNING-  PLANNING AND ARRANGEMENT. 

(125 Marks). 

Examiners : R. J. Haddon and E. J. Clark. 

(N.B.—The subject should be drawn to one-eighth scale, to 
express the design in all its aspects. 	Details of special parts 

should be given to half-inch scale). 
Subject.—A Bishop's House in the English Gothic style, 

adapted to the climate of Victoria, and containing the following 
accommodation :—Library and Anteroom, with private approach ; 
hall ; diningroom (45o ft. super.) ; drawingroom (460 ft. super.) ; 
breakfast room (30o ft. super.); servery; larder; two pantries; 
crockery store; kitchen (15o ft. super.) ; scullery; fuel store for 
wood and coal ; w,ashhouse ; laundry ; servant's W.C. ; small back 
verandah and boot cleaning room; small boot room for house 
use ; small lavatory near, or off the hall ; best bed room (280 ft. 
super.) ; dressing room and bath ; guest's double bedroom (25o 
super. ft.) ; dressing and bath rooms (25o super. ft.) ; guest's 
single bedroom; five single bedrooms, each about too super. ft. ; 
one slipper bathroom ; one small shower bathroom ; i W.C. ; day 
nursery (30o ft. super.), and verandah or balcony for same; two 
maids' rooms, each about go ft. super., en suite; small back stair 
and bath, and small store, en suite ; small sittingroom for maids. 
Main aspect of house to face the south. Side road 

view to the east. 	Materials.—Stone throughout, or brick with 

stone dressings. Roof, slate. 	Purity of style should be studied. 
(N.B.—The superficial areas of apartments are approximate 

only). 
SPECIFICATIONS. 

(Examiners : R. J. Haddon and E. J. Clark). 
(5o Marks). 

The building designed by the candidate under "Drawing 
and Designing," etc., to be taken as the subject for the specifica- 

tion writing. 
[I. 
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I. Give the titles of the various "Trades" in their proper 
consecutive order. 

2. Give a careful index list of all the clauses necessary in 
each trade in the job under review. 

3. Write as much of the "Carpenter and Joiner" as possible 
in the time allowed. 

QUANTITIES AND ESTIMATES, AND PROFESSIONAL PRACTICE. 

Examiners : Gerard Wight and John Little). 
(75 Marks). 

(All Processes to be Clearly Shown). 

I. Take off and bill the quantities of the carpenter and joiners' 
work of the building you designed yesterday. 

2. Take off and bill the quantities of the roof covering of 
the above building. 

3. Estimate the cost of the above building. 
4. In the R.V.I.A. Conditions of Contract give the spirit of 

the clauses dealing with :—(a), Access of proprietor to the works; 
(b), alterations and extra works ; (c), liquidated damages and 
extension of time. 

5. What matters in the R.V.I.A. Conditions are referable 
to Arbitration, and under what circumstances? 

6. In the case of a Clothing Factory to be erected in Mel-
bourne, which will employ 6o female and 3o male employees, 
state the requirements to workrooms in respect of (a), Con-
tents ; (b), Height ; (c), Ventilation ; (d), Sanitary Appointments. 



R  V.I.A. COMPETITIONS, 1912. 

R.V.I.A. SILVER MEDAL. 

Open to all members and pupils of the profession who are 
serving or who have served their articles with an Architect, being 
a member of The Royal Victorian Institute of Architects, and who 
shall be under the age of 3o years on the 3oth day of June, 1912. 

SUBJECT : An Anglican Gothic Church, Suburban Site, 
Corner, Level. Accommodation, 35o sittings and usual acces-
sories. Also Morning Chapel and Baptistry. Heating and ven-
tilation included. Design of fence and Lych gate. Materials, 

brick and stone. No internal plastering. 	Drawings to consist 

of plans, sections, and elevations sufficient for elucidation of 
design in Indian ink outline only. Windows and sections to be 
blacked in. Perspective medium optional. 

The Institute's Silver Medal will be awarded to the design 
adjudged first in order of merit. A prize of the value of £3 3s., 
with a special prize of £2 2s., kindly donated by the President, 
Mr. Gerard Wight, to the design adjudged second, and a Certifi-
cate of Honourable Mention to the one adjudged third. 

[The 
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The judging of all designs will be based upon the number of 
marks obtained. 	To enable a competitor to obtain first prize 
in the Silver Medal competition, he must succeed in obtaining 
not less than 66 per cent. in each of the following :- 

(a) Designing. 
(b) Construction. 
(c) Draughtsmanship ; and at least 75 per cent. of the 

total number of marks allotted. 

The maximum number of marks obtainable under each of the 
above headings will be as follows :- 

(a) Design and Plan--6o marks. 
(b) Construction-20. 
(c) Draughtsmanship-2o. 

R.V.I.A. BRONZE MEDAL. 
MEASURED DRAWINGS. 

Open to all students of the Institute and pupils of members 
of the R.V.I.A., such students and pupils to be under the age of 
25 years on the 3oth day of June, 1912. 

SUBJECT : The East right hand doorway of South Transept, 
St. Patrick's Cathedral (as shown on photograph accompanying 

Íh~ 	 the Conditions of Competition). 

Drawings to consist of one plan above bases of column, one 
elevation, one section, half inch to the foot, and quarter full size 
drawings of principal moldings and ornaments. 

Competitors are not expected to take any measurements which 
cannot be obtained from the outside without opening the door. 

Drawings to be in clear ink lines, without shading. 	Section 
parts hatched with Indian Ink. 

Drawings to be accompanied by the original sketches and 
measurements taken on the ground. Elaboration of sketches not 
necessary. 

The Institute's Bronze Medal will be awarded to the draw- 
ings adjudged first in order of merit. 	A prize of the value of 
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£2 2s., kindly donated by Mr. Percy Oakden, Vice-President, to 
the design adjudged second, and a Certificate of Honorable 
Mention to that adjudged third. 	The judging of all drawings 
in this competition will be based upon the number of marks ob-
tained. To enable a competitor to win a first prize in the Bronze 
Medal Competition, he must succeed in obtaining at least 66 per 
cent. in each of the following :- 

(a) Original Sketches in field books. 
(b) Accuracy of Measurements. 
(c) Draughtsmanship. 

The maximum number of marks obtainable will be too, ap-
portioned as follows :-- 

(a) Original Sketches in field book-25. 
(b) Accuracy of Measurement—t5. 
(c) Draughtsmanship-6o. 

L 

 I 

R.V.I.A. SKETCHES. 

Open to all members and students of the R.V.I.A., or pupils 
of such members. All competitors must be under the age of 3o 
on the 3oth of June, 1912. 

SUBJECT : Sketch of portion of Chapter House, Melbourne, 
across end of roadway, at side of Metropolitan Gas Company's 
Offices, and including first gable of return opposite Diocesan 
Book Depot. Sketch to be taken from about doorstep of goods 
lift entrance to Gas Company's building. 

A prize of £2 2S. will be awarded to those judged first in 
order of merit; a prize of 1os. 6d. to those adjudged second. 

GENERAL CONDITIONS. 
Competitors are to make a statutory declaration that the 

whole of the work in the drawings, and the taking of measure 
ments for measured drawings, is the work of their own hands, 
and that it has been done during the current year, and such de- 

[claration 
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claration must be sent in with the drawings, and enclosed in the 
sealed envelope containing the name and address of the author. 

The drawings are to be submitted without motto or nom de 
plume, and are to be accompanied by a sealed envelope contain-
ing the name and address of the author, and delivered at the rooms 
of the Institute, 57-59  Swanston Street, Melbourne, addressed 
to the Hon. Secretary, before 5 o'clock p.m. on the 18th 
November, 1912. 

All drawings will be exhibited to the public if practicable. 
The drawings to remain the property of the competitors, and to 
be removed by them at their own expense when notified so to do. 

All drawings to be mounted on stretchers with plain coloured 
paper margins. 

The prizes, except the medals, will be awarded in profes-
sional books or instruments, to be selected by the successful com-
petitors and approved of by the Council. 

The Certificate of the Institute will accompany each prize. 
The Institute reserves the right to retain photographic or 

other reproductions of all the prize drawings. 
The winner of any first prize in any previous R.V.I.A. com-

petition shall not be eligible for, and is debarred from competing 
in, the same competition for 1912. 

By Order of the Council, 

JOHN LITTLE, 

HON SECRETARY. 

57-59 Swanston Street, Melbourne, 
1st July, 1912. 



VICTORIAN ARCHITECTURAL 
STUDENTS' SOCIETY. 

Since the last issue of the "Proceedings" meetings were held 
on June z i and July g. At the former, about 25 members at-
tended, and had the pleasure of hearing the experiences of Mr. 
H. L. Peck, one of the senior members of the Society, incident 
on his recent trip through England, Belgium, and Holland. The 
interval following Mr. Peck's lecturette was occupied by refresh-
ments, after which a short musical programme was submitted 
and heartily approved. 

The J my meeting also found an old V. A. S. S. member lecturing 
before the Society. The way in which past students are coming 
forward to give the benefit of their experiences at home and 
abroad, is a most commendable feature in the Society. We hope 
that all students will bear in mind that they can give and receive 
much benefit by coming to the meetings, as students now, and 
perhaps as lecturers in the future. 

Mr. Gawler's lecture was entitled, "A Trip Through Italy," 
and dealt with the main cities of that country, viz. :— Milan, 
Venice, Florence, Rome, Pisa, and Genoa. A good set of post-
cards was on view, and a book containing a number of sketches 
done by the lecturer, and showing considerable skill with the 

pencil. 	This branch of architectural training is generally rather 
neglected by students, who, as a class, always seem to be devoid 
of spare time for anything ; but it should not be treated thus, 
for it is most important that an architect should have the power of 
putting his ideas on paper, and this cannot be done without prac-
tice. 

It seems apropos here to urge members to try and enter for 
the R.V.I.A. Sketching Competition, the conditions of which, we 
hear, are to be out very shortly. 	Last year not a single entry 

was received in this section. 
The "Students' Annual" has been delayed again, but is now, 

we are assured, almost complete, and may be expected out im-
mediately, possibly before this article appears. 
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