
p.ni«i reiwrting in .ny one vc«r wa» M .nd the luwett 4«, Um tnnge teini

from the reportn th.- followniK tnctt are gleaned:
The total lightning dainw paid bv all thew companies for tbt whole eisfat

year« on roM building, wa. only ..164.30. which i. an aven«. of $10 16 £rcompau) per jreur On unrodded bmhUng., however, they paid li^htnin. cu£amounting to the large nun. of .TJl.OGS.Ug. which u «. average of »775.lTptr
c*n.i«ny iH-r year-nn.l the numlHT ol unro-Mt-l l.uilding. .nnuwd waa the mim m
tl.« nun.»M..r of rtHU^A onen. ( omparing $rrr..i6 with »1(U6 we aee that for evtry
»1 pa.d on ro,lde« buildin^ts $70 was p«i,l on unro.lded one«, or the rodi Mive $78
0.U of an expected low of m. if the buildings had not been rodded. Thi. .how.

^^r"\u *V P*' '^"*- ^* •" P"*"*^'* that «,me imp«,per roddi^T
included, a8 the rods were not »uhject to inspection

The case is not yet compltte, however-in both OnUrio and lowt the reports
CO er some defective ro.ldi„g. The true efficiency of lightning rod. am oT^determined when we consider a large number of properly rodded bmldS^

INSPKCTK) Bods in Miciikjan Show an Efkicibkoy of 99.9 Pre Cbkt.
In Michigan the writer was fortunate enough to proenn inch a nnort Th.

Farmers' Mutual Lightning Protected Insurance CompLTTM^JUiT^ n^implies, insure, only rodded buildings, and that only^irfter theTom^.nv'^
jpertor. have carefully examined the roddlng and appVoTed of it E 19W
1912. inclusive, ma bi.,ine« which for the four year, totaled $56.172^StZ

lisi;^!"
^ '^''"'^ '" '*"^^"^ ""'^''^ "«« overlooked by th. C^p^?,

9 «fp^- m'I™""'
*'"*"'

T'T
^°«"'-«n''« Co. which also does businww all over the

V.1 .'f? '"?"', ^'^^ '""^^'^ """^ '^^^d'J^d buildings. In the iaLTfonJ
u- / .*^**^ """^ **' $59,567,878 this company paid Hghtning d^L onnddings to the extent of $.S8,868.78, which is 1.008 times «mui aVfte „^

teemed company paid. In conversation the Secretary of the pXmi^ ComiSS•Id that in eleven years they had only had three small claims f« l^^l
^amajre on rodded buildings, all the rest of their liJhIn.r.! T *'«'»*°»n8

.njdded ones. They repoA 80 per cenrof^Lr^lfS.'St^^U"
risk as4e PrL^ r t\"'"

on $55.1 72,075 of unrodded risks, the samfnsk as the Protected Company had. won d be $37,288 which ir i i«« «™L .! I
« the loss on the same amount of properly ^ded ri^ Thus we L t^a^^4e damage to roperly rodded buildin,s%niounts to $1, the ^aZgf to ^Trodded ones amounts to $1,168, or in other words rods mto fel l«?^nf t

W99.10 out of an expecced loss of $1,000, thus substantiating th^ claim m^fS
iNsxnuNCE Assessments Favor Roddbd Buildings.

The Protected Mutual began business in Oototwtr lono t*. -:.u. ^ ^.t

So^r ''•"* ^ Patronl^utual^ Se ^^iL^Z. ^j™S^^
'
ompany that it began to draw members rapidly from the other companie.!^


