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Countdown to Professionalism

by David T. Humphries

In our society we guard ve\%,closely the
freedom of expréssion. Without” this
freedom we would be unable to exam-
Ine ourselves, our directions, our contin-
ual striving for a more abundant quality
of life fof our society, our professior,
our jaentity, The points of view of Mr.
Endleman’in his_quest editorial in The
Ontario Land Surveyor, December,
and the insert by Mr. Rogers are valu-
able contributiors to this cause. It would
seem that hoth these gentlemen are aga-
Inst separating surveyors into various
catetqones._Would yQu believe that the
Restructuring Committee is of the same
opinion and working toward the goal of
a Professional Surveyor who is compe-
tent and licensed in all_the fields of
surveying? By-Law No. 73-3 is oo re-
strictive n my opinion_and should also
Include such areas as Survey Engineer-
ing, _TopogFgaphlc_ Surveying,_Town and
Regional "Planning, Ldnd” Economics,
Management, and” Appraisals, among
others.” Without mentjon of these topics
in the By-Laws of the Association or
preferably on the Roll we are continu-
ally In danger of losin ?rou_nd as may
be”illustrated by the folfowing excerpt
from “The Qld Dominion
November 1973” and | quote:

“The statute_provides (1970 Statute of
the, State of Virginia permitting organi-
zation of professional corporations) that
no professjonal corgoranon shall engaé;e
In any business other than the rengeri %
of the professional services for which |
was specifically incorporated. In August
1973, the Virginia "Attorney General
rendered an opinion that a professional
corporation otfering engineering, land
surveying, or architectural services may
NOT" legally offer planning services if
such planning services are outsige of the
scope of the normal services offered b
the professionals pursuant to its charter.
We would, interpret the Attorney Gen-
eral’s opinion to mean that if the Services
are NOT offered as part of the profes-
sional service generally offered by land
surveyors, etc., thei)\//.could 0t be Offered
as pdrt of the services 0 the_corHora-
tion,” s this another field going down
the drain?

urveyor,

| am confident that Mr. Endleman
Mr.. Rogers, and any others who hold
similar views will be “avid proponents of
the principle of restrycturing (I call it
restoratjon) whe they follow through the
|0([1|C of the _ph|IosoPhy. Permit me to
establish a time-table “of events in the
Past present, and a proposal of events in
he future to effect this philosophy that
we have embarked on:

1960 — Formation of the Survey Op-
tion Course at University of

Toronto,  Civil
Department.

1967 — Incorporation of A.C.S.T.T.0.
Already restructured).

1967 — égrrﬂference on Survey Educa-

1969 — Enactment of The Surveyors
Act,

Engineering

1970 — Conference: The Survey Profes-
%IOH — Its structure “and IS
ome.

1971 — Institution of the Survey Pro-
gram at Erindale.

1972 — Enactment of our Regulation
delineating level of Atademic
qualitication and term of
articles.

1972 — Evolvmg the terms of reference
-1973  of restructuring, and laying
down the technigues.

1974 — Confirming ~ the . necessary
changes in legislation to effect

restricturing.

1975 — Enactment of these changes.

On page 67 of our Anpual ReRo_rt
1971, “our. members confirmed their
resolve to mveshgat_e and make recom-
mendations regarding the procedures
required to reco?nlze the fields of
geodesy and photogrammetry.

In 1973 oyr Membership went on
record, e_ndorsm% the principle that the
Association embrace variqus fields of
surve%]lg% such as  Geodesy, Phato-

rammetry, and Hydography,. and that
e Asso_cYann “ta%e S%C%Pagflon that %s
appropriate to open the rolls to those
hlghly,quahﬁed, surveyors outside our

Association. ..’

_The issue of re-structuring our Asso-
ciation has become an emotional one,
with firm convictions on both sides. Firm
convictions are usually stated with a
basis in logic. It seems’to me that many
of us have forgotten what haﬁpened 0]
ltem Number One in the chronology.
Where is our Option Course, today? The
program of stydies at Erindale is. a
considerable enlargement of the studies
taken in the Option Course, to take Info
account the continually expandln? tech-
nology. Both programs worked toward
the goals gropose in the mjd-1950s —
the work a surveyor is asked to do calls
for an academic standing at the bacca-
laureate level.

_ | propose to you that there is no
incentive whatever for graduates of the
Erindale Program to pecome members of
this Association as 1t Is_ presently con-
stituted, and that the Erindale Program
may follow the Option Course " into
oblivion without a total commitment by
ourselves that,

L. Professional SurveyjnF embraces all
asgects of terrestrial” and spatial
measurement.

2. The Ass&)matlo_n rePre_sents the
Survey Industry in Ontario.

3. The A.O.L.S. Is the natural Profes-
sional home for the Graduates of
Erindale.

This is only a statement, but I submit
the logic is clear. How, then, do we
implement this philosophy?

Not by forming an Institute of Ontario
Land Surveyors.”We have enough clubs
]ggekgeggg to"now — not to mention extra

Not by askm? the Canadian_Institute
of Surveying fo become a licensing
ody. The President’s page of the De-
cember issue of The Ontario Land
urveyor outlines the area of responsi-
|I|t>f_and activity of C.1.S. and the new
C.L.S., neither of which is a licensing
dy. Education and licensing _bod;r.
ucation ang licensing of professionals
Is within the bounds of Provincial
ponsibility esPemaIIy in Quebec
ich has tecently reStructured the
nd Surveyors Act by Bill 261 the
ebec Association has_ been replaced
the “Professional Corporation of
nd Surveyors of Quebec” or the
rder of Land Surveyors of Quebec”.

The Resolutions stated aforesaid
together with the many chronological
SIEJJS taken and proposed, toPether with
the many endorsing resofutions of
Council, “indicate a "clear course for
action of this Association. To demon-
strate that this Association is tryly the
professional home for all disciplines of
survey we must welcome the disciplines
Prese fl _outsP% our Ahssomanon with a
rue teeling of brotherngod. Only then
will it be evident to our future mémber-
hip, the graduates of Erindale and
similarly qualified people, that this s
also their professional home.
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The alternatives?
We failed the OEtl_on Course.
We will fail the Erindale Program.

We will fail future generations of land

surveyors In Ontario.

We have a fine feeling of rapport on
the present restructuring committee. If
we Blow it this time, we will create a
cred|b|l|%ga, 0f monstrous proPortlons
between the disciplines of survey that will
not be closed for decades., This Associa-
tion will become a society of stake-
pounders, and | would SU% est that
present members contemplating this
course should gain_admittance {o
ACS.T.T.0. fasf while the)]( can still
pass the examinations. As we Tade gently
Into the sunset  the ﬁraduates from
Erindale will find another professional
home — probably the P." Eng. who
||rrr%%dy recognize” the  Aerial ~Survey

continued on page 14
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by ANDREW GIBSO

A few days ago my assistant and | were
e_nga?ed In the survey of a parcel of land
sitiiate, lying and being in the Township
of McNab.” The  weather report had
Promlsed blue skies, and so it follows
hat the rain was_incessant We were up
to our armpits in what anY developer
would call a private lake, but which was
known Iocall;{ as that g d swamp. M

assistant was the more waterlogged of the
two of us, for, although a non-Swimmer,
he’d undertaken to retrace a fence
through the ,deepe_st_gart of the swamp
and had rqot into difficulties, Encouraged
by my pleas to throw me his wallet,” he
had “survived, but his  fobacco and
matches were wet, and without these he
was not himself. Still, we persisted,
whoever he was.

At this hunctur,e, when it m|%ht be
expected that things couldn’t get any
worse, we_ heard, in"the distance, “sounds
as of an irate land-owner, or Bosmbly{ a
sabre-toothed tlger. We also heard the
crack of a rifle, But, since we didn’t hear
the whine of the bullet, we assumed that
l)twas merelg a go estic qélaérel, and,
peing persons of delicacy and discretion,
|gfnored what we susRec ed was a lover’s
titf. But, shortly thereafter, we were
confronted bg thé owner of the rifle who,
It transpired, had mistaken us for
Martians, Godless communists, long-
haired creeps, short-haire red-necks, or
some other phobia maifestation. The
atmosphere was tense for a while but,
after I quoted the Surveys Act, and he
was assured that we weren't trying to
stealthily drain the swamp, we Parted
am|cab|¥] enou?h, we to return to the
swamp, e to refoad.

continued from page 4

Our restructuring committee js having
worthwhile discussions regardm? pro-
P_osed acceptable chang$s t0 _ov_r egisa-
lon,our ~methods articling,” the
provisions for acceptance of corporations
Into Associations, changes to the Code of
Ethics, changes to odr, By-Laws, efc.,
with the continuous participation of our
solicitor. Nothing can be done finally
without the aﬁgrovaj of thf_ votng
membership. T _othns, to live wit
and 1o be responsible for, are ours and
ours alone.

_ As the mafter of voting has been raised
it may be informative tq the. members to
Buot,e from the Sturgis Standard Code of
arljamentary Procedure which all our
presidents are required  to abide by:
‘Some parliamentary writers have mis-
takenly assumed thaf the higher the vote
required to take an action,” the |%;reater
the protection of the members. Instead,
the opﬁosne IS true, Whenever a vote of
more than a majority s required to take

The Ontario Land Surveyor, JANUARY 1974

oS My Dot

Now | don’t want to start an% Incon-
clusive arguments about whether sur-
veyors should be shot. That, | feel, is a
controversial subject, on which reason-
able men may differ. Some persons,
navin éust recéived their bills, would like
10 shoot them at once. Others, more
humane, would only shoot them after a
fair trial. Still others would be content
with a sentence of a few years at hard
labour. But | feel that the public should
be aware that, when they draw a bead on
a surveyor, they are _contravemnt{; the
statutes” of the’ Province. of “Onfario.
Assistants can’t be shot either, because
the |aw states that the surveyor and his
employees can enter on any property
whatsoever, without so much as a by-
your-leave.

Some may think that this is gross
favoritism, dnd there should at least he
an open season, as there is in California,
I've done quite a bit of work there, and
have heen gursued bly ranchers, oil men,
Prospec_tor ,.and every variety of nut. An,
he thrill of the chase! | do miss the
excitement. But We ,Canadhans are a dull
and sto gy lot, who insist that the lives of,
surveyors, senators, and even members of
Royal Commissions are not to be taken
without risk of a civil sutt. Also, in my
case, my creditors would complain.

So, if you should observe my brother
surve_%/ors, my assistants or myself
Pursm g our measurements, remember
hat we are profected by the reviseg
Statutes of Ontario, a tome dull enough
to turn back any bullet. (Amprior Guide)

an action, confrol is taken from the
majority and given to a minority. For
examPIe, when a_ two-thirds vote s
required, the minority neea be only one-
third plus_one merber to, defeat_the
Proposal. Thus, a mmonty IS I[)erm|tted
0 overrule the will, not only of the
majority, but of almost two-thirds of the
members. If a two-thirds vote is required
to I[T)Wass a proposal and 3|xtg/-f|ve
members vote for the proposal and
thwﬁx-ﬁve vote against it, the thirty-five
members make “the decision. This is

minority, not majority, rule.”

Please excuse the long quote above
and allow me to Jeave you'with a dictum
of Einstein’s. “No Qreat dlscovery{ or
advance has_ever been made except by
those who lifted their noses above the
grindstone of details and ventured on a
more comprehensive vision”. Gentle-
men, we need the pursuit of a positive
aim that will outrange the negative one of
trying to avoid self-destruction.

Books

CARTOGRAPHIC. Land Surveys of
Southern Ontario, Monograph No. 8,
by Louis Gentilcore and Kate Don-
kin, published by B. V. Gutsell,
Department of Geography, York
University, Toronto, 116 pages,
$4.00.

Monograph No, 8 is an introduction to
qhnd al |,nd?x of the field note books for
the original township and other Crown
surveys for the period 1784-1859.

The book has been broken into two
parts and an appendix. Part One
explains the history of township survey-
Ing, outlines the Survey systems, what
documents are available and the use, of
field notes. A fuyther sub-part explains
now to use the index which makes up
Part Two.

The index _is in six separate lists
covering A - Townships, B - Counties,
Districts and Larger Divisions, C - Lakes
and Bays, D - Rivers, E - Roads, F -
Named * Settlements. In_each list the
major entrjes, 1.e. townships, are listed
alpabetically followed by the surveyor, a
key to the amount of detail contained in
the notes, the Ministry of Natural
Resources hook number, date of survey
and a partial subject index.

Although surveyors have been usmg
the Crown land récords for many year
P”‘” to the publishing of this index; It is
elt that the materjal ‘will be of value to
those surveyors whose lp,ractlce permits
them to work_ In various parts of
Southern Ontario and who must make
frequent reference to the original notes
also to those surveyors attempting to set
up practice in primarily rural areas. It is
not essential, but a definite assist.

. The appendix covers a particular and
interesting use made of the ongma_l notes
ILha;]ywll lfe left to the reader fo discover
or himself.

The monograph was published with
the help_of a ﬁrant from the_ Social
Science Research  Council of Canada.
This writer wouyld like to see others seek
simylar grants for expa_nqu the current
work even more meaningfully and that
might provide previously nidden answers
to "the’ many "questions posed to the
R(r)z%gycmg surveyor In his use of original

Support
Surveyors’
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