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At our r ecen t  Annual  Meeting th e re  was some d isc u ss io n  concerning our  p r o ­
f e s s i o n a l  status as Ontario Land S u r v e y o r s  and the need f o r  g r e a t e r  c e r e m o n y  in 
welcoming n e w ly -c o m m is s io n e d  Land S u r v e y o r s  to our  ra n ks .  It was r e m a r k e d  that  
this  would tend to i m p r e s s  upon the new s u r v e y o r  the im p ortan ce  of his n e w ly - a c q u i re d  
p ro fe s s io n a l  status.  It might  a l so  be said that th e re  is an urgent  need to have this  
im p r e s s io n  of our  p r o fe s s io n a l  status made upon us a l l .

We a re  in v e r y  g r e a t  danger  of losing our  p r o fe s s io n a l  s tatus - i f ,  indeed, we 
have not a l r e a d y  los t  it. These a r e  h a r s h  w o rd s ,  They a re  fighting w o r d s ,  but they  
a r e  awfu l ly  c lose to r e a l i t y .  Let us r e v i e w  the si tuation.

A  t rue  p r o fe s s io n a l  is one who constant ly  s t r i v e s  to im p ro v e  the s e r v i c e  which  
is o f fe red  to the client while at the same t ime seeking to p ro te c t  h i m s e l f  and his  
client  f r o m  m a lp r a c t i c e ,  i m p o s t e r s ,  etc.  He has sought and r e c e iv e d  g o v e rn m e n ta l  
pro tec t ion  in the f o r m  of leg is la t io n  which ac c om p l ish e s  the l a t t e r ,  and the onus is  
on him to police the m e m b e r s  within his p r o fe s s io n a l  a s soc ia t io n  whi le  at the sam e  
t ime promoting the techn ica l  advancement  of his p ro fe ss io n .  It is a tw o - w a y  s t r e e t .  
The g overnm e nt  w i l l  p ro tec t  his ex c lu s ive  r ight  to p ra c t ic e  his  p r o fe s s io n  prov ided  
the p r o fe s s io n a l  w i l l  accept  the burden of r e sp o n s ib i l i t y  of mainta in ing that p r o f e s ­
s iona l  status.  S u r r e n d e r  of any par t  of this burden to any o ther  group or  g o v e r n ­
m en ta l  agency, t h e r e f o r e ,  is not compatible  with t ru e  p r o fe s s io n a l i s m .

And yet ,  what is happening to the Ontario  Land S u r v e y o r  tod ay?  C ons ider  a 
few  of the a r e a s  of endeavour.

T own Planning

This should be the S u r v e y o r ' s  g r e a t e s t  f ie ld .  This  is w here  he should ex c e l  
and be recog nized .  But what is happening? It is being taken o ve r  by a rc h i te c ts  and 
"Town P l a n n e r s ” . What has happened to u s?  W here  we not the o r ig in a l  Town  
P la n n e r s  when we laid out the P ro v in c e  of O n ta r io?  W h ere  then have  we fa i l e d ?

We fa i led  when we did not study and prom ote  this v i ta l  a r e a  of su rvey in g  to a 
g r e a t e r  extent .  We fa i led  to teach  our  new s u r v e y o r s  enough about this  im portan t  
f ie ld  - population t re n d s ,  the changing scene ,  buying habits ,  t r a n s p o r ta t io n  changes,  
the changing popular  atti tude,  the growth of sub urb ia ,  the shopping cen tre  etc.  etc.  
etc .

Now, too often, we a re  handed a d ra f t  plan and h i red  to ca lcu la te  the c u rv e s  
and c l o s u r e s ,  to d r ive  the s takes  and i ron  b a r s  and to d ra w  the f in a l  plan which m ust  
be done to a c e r ta in  s ize  in a c e r ta in  way. We a re  no long er  p r o fe s s io n a ls  in this  
f ie ld .  We a re  punch-drunk c a lcu la to r  o p e r a t o r s ,  h a m m e r - h a p p y  stake d r i v e r s ,  and 
b a r e l y  m o r e  than jun io r  d ra f t sm e n .  Unfortunate ly ,  we have been too busy  c o n c e n ­
tra t ing  on plans that would be e a s y  to s u r v e y  and ca lculate  instead of promoting good 
town planning and subdiv is ion  design fo r  be t te r  l iv ing.

Land S urvey in g

This  is our bu s in ess  - o r  is i t? In some a r e a s  n e a r l y  e v e ry o n e  gets  into the 
act. F i r s t  of a l l  th e re  is the im p o s te r  putting s takes  in the wrong place fo r  ha l f  
p r ic e .  Then there  is the ’'c o n v e y a n c e r” drawing d e sc r ip t io n s  that go nowhere  and 
sell ing p r o p e r t i e s  on top of each  other .  We a lso  have som e l a w y e r s  doing th e i r  own 
survey ing  f r o m  t h e i r  o f f ic e s ,  o r  asking the s u r v e y o r  to d ra w  a d e sc r ip t io n  without
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a su rvey .  And on and on. But what is done about these l i t t le  things which th re a te n  
our p r o fe s s io n ?  Too often, nothing.

P r o f e s s i o n a l  Conduct

Here we can show our t ru e  m et t l e ,  but is this a lways  the c a s e ?  Do we m a i n ­
tain  a high e th ica l  code in our  conduct? Do we have the c o u r t e s y  to check with  
another  s u r v e y o r  be fo re  d isag ree in g  with his s u r v e y ?  Do we take our  f a i r  wages  
and not something l e s s ?  Do we have the educationa l background which w i l l  p e rm i t  
us to take our place among the other  p r o fe s s io n s ?  Can we comm unicate  with a 
sound knowledge of the E ngl ish  language? Do we mainta in  a high s tandard  of s e r v i c e ?  
Do we f r e e l y  exchange notes ,  knowledge and ideas among our fe l lo w  s u r v e y o r s ?  If 
we fa i l  in any of the above m a t t e r s ,  we a re  not t ru e  p r o fe s s io n a l s ,  we a re  ju s t  
sk i l led  technic ians.

What,  then, is the an sw e r  to this  cloud of g loom ? It l i e s  in our  deve loping a 
r e a l  pr ide in o u r s e l v e s  and our  p ro fess io n .  It begins when the new s u r v e y o r  is 
welcom ed into the A ssoc ia t io n  of Ontario  Land S u r v e y o r s  with a r e a l  f a n f a r e .  It 
continues when we se e k  the advancement  of our p ro fe s s io n  and r e c l a i m  those  ^ reas  
of endeavour  which we a re  losing becau se  we have not concerned  o u r s e l v e s  about 
them. It w i l l  r e m a in  as long as we can m ainta in  high e th ica l  s tand ards  with the  
courage to defend them.

NEWS OF THE REGIONAL, GROUPS  

South C e n t ra l  Chapter  of Onta r io  Land S u r v e y o r s

The Toronto  and D is t r i c t  Guild of Ontario  Land S u r v e y o r s  is no m o r e !  On 
J a n u a r y  17th, the f o r m e r  Guild ca l led  a meeting attended by m o re  than a hundred  
s u r v e y o r s  to o rganize  a Regional Group under B y - L a w  51.  A f t e r  a g e n e r a l  question  
and an sw e r  pe r iod ,  the meet ing r e s o lv e d  i t s e l f  m a in ly  into d isc u ss io n  on two i t e m s ,  
a name and o rganiza t ion  p ro c e d u re .

An organizing co m m ittee  composed of B. J .  Haynes, D. S. McIntosh,  J .  W. L.  
Monaghan, K. M ucklestone ,  R. A. Sm ith ,  C .E .  S ta u f fe r  and G. W. W adsworth  was  
e lec ted  to set up a d ra f t  const itution and appoint a Nominating Com m ittee .  Suggested  
na m es  fo r  the G roup  w e re  to be sent  to M r,  Monaghan and w e r e  to be se le c te d  by  
vote at the next meet ing.

The Organizing Com m ittee  held tv/o m eet ings  and d r e w  up a d ra f t  constitution.
A nominating com m it tee  composed of F. H. M ucklestone ,  C h a i rm a n ,  R. H. M cBain ,  
W . F .  W e a v e r ,  and W. H. W i l l ia m s  p re p a re d  a s la te  of candidates f o r  o f f ices  under  
the proposed constitution.

On M a rc h  14th, another  w e l l -a t te n d e d  meeting was  he ld . F i r s t  i tem  was  
voting fo r  one of the s ix  proposed names submitted re su l t in g  in the choice,  South 
C e n t ra l  Chapter  of Ontario  Land S u r v e y o r s .

The d ra f t  constitution was then d i s c u ss e d  a r t i c l e  by a r t i c le  and approved with 
m in o r  r e v i s io n s .

The f i r s t  B oard  of D i r e c t o r s  f o r  the SCCOLS was e lec ted  as fo l low s :  By  
a c c lam at io n ,  P r e s id e n t ,  J . W. L. Monaghan; V i c e - P r e s i d e n t ,  W. J .  G. W adsworth ;  
S e c r e t a r y ,  J .  M. Le i tch ;  T r e a s u r e r ,  S . B .  Panting.


