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Architecture and Building

The Architecture of the Dominion.

What Lord Plunket said about the archi-
tecture of the Dominion a short time ago
has been discussed cousiderably. His
criticism has now found its way into the
technieal papers of the Old Country, and
the general impression is that the architee-
ture of our cities and suburbs is ‘‘con-
temptible.”” This conclusion is combated
by Mr. T. K. Mason in the Empire Eeview
in that spirit of aequiescence which must
lead most New Zealanders to pray to be
saved from their friends. ‘‘New Zealand,”’
says this authority, ‘‘has no architecture at
all as yet.”’ His meaning will be plain
from the following extract:—'‘Many hun-
dreds of the chief buildings,”” he says,
““‘have been erected plecemeal, new wings
being added as the accommodation was re-
quired. In the old Parliamentary Build-
Ings one portion was wood in the plain
gable style, and the other, of stone, con-
tained Gothic arches. There are no tradi-
tions, and such forms as there are, are
generally adaptations of English designs to
achieve the greatest accommodation at the
least. cost—that Is, plain, barn-like struc-
tures with oblong windows. Ornamenta-
tron is avoided, as a rule, on the ground of
expense, for economy is a ruling factor in
colonial affairs. Hence any criticism of
architecture in New Zealand must be pre-
mature.’’

Now it iz all very well to declare against
adaptations, but must all architects be con-
demmed to originality? It seems rather
late in the day to insist upon new forms and
fresh combinations when the world is so full
of the achievements of genius.

It is worth noting here that condemna-
tion of imitation is not confined to the
works of the Dominion architects. Pro-
fessor (Geddes, in a late issue of the Mumi-
cpal Journal, complains with regard to
many cities of both England and America
““of a too erude and hasty adoption of city
plans, inspired, not by local life, but by
imitation of the costly and meretricious
pompositieg of great Continental capitals.’’
The result he sees “‘in dreary perspectives
and conventional orpament, relieved only
by occasional extravagances,’” a state of
things he boldly condemns as “‘even uglier
than the prevalent industrial squalor and
garishness of our poorer quarters or even
than the featureless monotony of our re-
spectable ones.”” In conclusion, he pro-
tests against repetition of the mistakes of
the French eity improvers of the Second
Empire, and the ecorresponding develop-
ments of Berlin, Strashurg, ete.”’

The ideal of the Professor is individu-
ality. ‘‘The problem,’” he insists, ‘‘which
every city has increasingly to face is to
conserve and express its local individuality,
its uniqueness and character, yet to recon-

cile this with a full and increasing partici-
pation in the material appliances and the
immaterial advantages of other cities; in
short, ai once to live its own life, and this
more and more intensely; vet to be aiso in
the great world, and thig more fnlly also.”’
On these lines he advocates work of the co-
operative order, hinting at something also

here to ventilate it, not to endorse the sen-
timents.  These, however, are commend-
able to say the least.

_To return to the ‘‘defence’ of the Em-
pire Reviewer. It striles the most careless
ag somewhat too sweeping in its generalisa-
tion. One would imagine that everything
ir the Dominion’s street architecture is
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in the way of official interference, say by
an officer at the head of a sort of civie
(General Survey Department empowered to
see that architeets keep to certain specified
lines. This iz the way in which ancient
¢ities were built, and in which the modern
lines of advancement are in some cases
carried on. We have menticned the matter

pateched and botched, antiguated and
hideous. It is true that the old Parlia-
mentary Buildings were patchy and very
mixed. But we must not conclude that all
other buildings, public as well as private,
are of the same order. Speaking of Wel-
lington alomne, take the big wooden build-
ings for the Civil Service: surely they are



