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aSsuwing that no further sagging took, place between the
time of the stringing of the electric liglit wire and the time
of the placing of the nuessenger wure.

Il -was shewn that the stretcbing of the copper w-ire on a
span of this kind wo-ul bc inflnitesjimal, The increase inthe sag between the fimie of stringing and the tin{e of con-
tact w-as oecasioned by the settiement or bending of the
electrie ight poles, whieci were flot sufficiently guyed to pro-
vent the sagging. Experts stated that as a matter of calcula-
tionasl8w of xpeniment,if the tops ofthe poles each
moved two inches inwardly, this would hring the wire dowiu
£rom the two feet to the four feet six inches. If is alto-
gether probable that; unot of this settiement took place w-hen
the poles were newly ereeted; s0 that 1 arn satisfied that therew-as not anything like a clearance of two feet six juches
w-len the messenger wire wa plaeed ini position.

- Al parties agree that bo inure safe construction wires
should flot l'e placed dloser thah three feet, as some ssgging
l8 ievltable and there la alway's danger of extra sagging
being caused l'y uleet and ice.

I flnd as a tact that the Eleetrie Light Comnpany in the
erection of its polos did nuot take adequate precautions, by
guying or otherwise, to prevent the increase o! the sag in
thefr wire> and that they did not inspect the wires, or they
would have discovered the contact, which existed fronu early
ini the Bumnuer iuntiI the time of the accident.

It w-as shew-n in evidence that througliout the summer
this w-ire, w-hen sw-ung l'y the breeze or otherwise, emitted
sparks whlen it camne in contact with the mies enger wire;- and
st»ne children w-are eailed to testify that their sunumer oven-
ing~ amusement -îa8 the rnaking of fireworks hy swinging on
the guy w-ire so as to cause the wires te separate and couic
iii contact, and toe mit flaies.

Ib is contended on behaif of these -defendants that, how-
ever short o! perfection their construction may have been,
and how'ever negligent their inspection may have been,
thêy had no duty te the telephone company or its employees
te protect the w-ire inxproperly placed l'y the telephone coin-
painy in a dangerous position, and that the accident beifif


