
rhe Frasera arranged mith thait conipany to have- tiiiir p1lana
Lud specliicationis eopi-îd, and for ih1w purpose "Iobaiin
lie copies and to obtain tenders and superintend( thc1 L'on-
truction, they2% emLployedý a Mri. 1roper, w ho, tliouglii not, a
)rofessional architect, hiad had very extensive experienee Ili
nill construction work. Soe ariations were ad bv Mr.
ý'roper in these plans....

The plans for the roof weýre prepared bY thie Doininou
kridge Company, who under contract cons4truci(ted and put on
lie roof.

The bricýkwork was done under contract by defendant
ïaarock, 'who commencedl his w-ork early in March, 19u(3, and

.a portion of bis work was done during frosty w eaithter.
The building was eompleted with the exeption of puttIinlg

n soxue interior machinery, in which the deesdwas en-
-aduder his, employer Campbell on 6;th Augus-t, 119o3.

çheu suddeuly the end mail of the bolier hiouse pi\ e wav andà
ell int bte building, inflictiug injuries toueeav w)ich
auaed his death the next day.

A.ecording to the evîdence, a very severe gale of windl m-ai
dlowing wheu the wall feulu in. su.ad defend1anit con-

ended that it was, the suddenness fond vilneof thie stormn
hat eaused the acceidxi, and that t'hey e-ouldý not, by the ex-
oeCiSe of the utiinost caire, foresee and pros ide against the
rresistible force of the storm....

The end of die poweýr bouse was near the edgce of alae
md faced a >treýtei of 2 or 3 miles of open \\at(2r, aind 1 ihinik,
vhile dlefeudlants ecouldl not 4e expected Wo provide ga.s
itormrs of t1e violence cf ai (- yclone or tornado, that it wAis
tasonable te xpe froin the location, =d position of fii
>oiier houve that it w-ould be subjected] to more than ordinnary
vind strain al tlimes.

1 do not think the storm was greater or, morie violent than
properly onrutdwaill should have w\ithStood.-

There was greait conflict ofcdec between tile eXp-erts-
.llsd by plainitifTs ai thu called by ' ldeendnts.

I am of opinion that it was not unreasonable. for dfnat
0 adopt the plans aind 8puecileatiionsý which had bween used-
n the construction of the building at Wbitney, alo IL;
ras net unreasoinabLe for thein t emnploY Mr. Propier, al-
houaghnot au architect, to take ebarge of the cu(,ý1,trcIfn;
)ut Iamnaso o! opinion thait in fact thie wall wais iiot sufi-î
Jent te withstand the windl presýsure tbnt miglit raoal
Io .xpected ini that 1loealit. ...

Notwithstanding niy conclusions o!fa. arni unaleo to
Idthat defendlants w-ere 1uilb- o! sud- negiguc aIo
mdr thein liable te plaintiffs.


