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GORRESPONDENGE.

clai. îiî ibri liii il 1w

BUILDING RIGHTS AND MEASUREMENTS.
MONTR EAL, jan. 25, 1896.

SIR, As there are differences et opinion, would you
kndly give tlle law of the Province of Quebec wiehî
governs tlie following questions concernin.g walls :

Ist. If the fo0unidation of a building requires to be
plankedi or concreted say 6 feet wide, do te i respective
proprietors pay 3 feet cach ? If the footings are 4 feet
wide whben there is no piank or concrete, do thiey pay 2
feet each, presiming in both cases there is a 2 foot
stone wall built on it »? And do each pay 3 feet or 2 feet
of excavationi respectiveiy, oi juîst the thickness of the
2 feet wall ?

2nd. IHow manyv teet Englisi Ileasure are there in a
toise of iaisonry.

3rd. fIow imay bricks aire tlere in a cubic foot of
brick work, ani des tuhe different thickinesses et aî brick
Wall iake any difference in the iuiîber ? By answerine
the above in your next edition youi will greatly oblige'

A Si ust. iiîi> .

ANsWER. Accodingo t Act i2 and 5 13 ef te Civil
Code e I-ower Ca nada, all those tlai have right to
coinmuityx of wall aIre oblîgedi to contribite to repairs
and reconstruction Io half' the anouit of valie of tlie
whole portion of said wall they use, IIIess they abandon
their clains to comii nunity. 2nd. Te practice in Mon-
treal is to couit 8o cubic 'eet in Engil isl easure per
toise; imieasuîrenients vary, however, according to localit
3rd. A Square foot of brick eneeing is assumed te
contain 7 bricks, an 8 inch wall 4i bricks, and although
at this rate a cubic foot tif brickwork should containî 2 1
bricks, it is genierally reckoined las 20, tlere being a
little less than 2>i bicks in a cubic foot.- Enrro'
C. A. & B.

FIRE RESISTING STRUCTURES.
Toi t1i UIiir J tIe CANADIAN ARCi 1liC ANID Ul 1,0i1R.

SIR, Regarding the article which appeared under the
above heading in your February issue, I beg to subiiit
a resurne of the report of F. 1). Moore, President of the
Continental Insurance Co., anîd a menber of the Board
of Examiners of the Building Departient ef' the City of
New York. This gentlema says lie has visited and
examiined the M Ianiattan building iii his ofiicial Calpacity,
and clearly states that the caise of the accident was due
te the box girder supportiîng the floors not being pro-
tected ; it sagged and carried the upper floors along
wii b it. Mr. Moore also calls attention to one part of
the building, coniposed entirely of wood and glass,
which buried fiercely.

This gentleman's report is, in my humble opinion, oft'ar more importance than thie opinion of chief Boinier,
who, as a fireiimani, sees a building ont>y when it is on)
tire. For a nan like Chief Bonner to pass an opinion
on fireproof buildings, of whicli lie knows nothling, is
siiply ridiculous. Chief Beriîeî sihouild learn first that
iron whicli is not properly protected, is not considered
ireproof by anv one who knows what consttutes a tfire-

proof building.

What t.oes chief Bonner now thiik of his wooden
buildings in the light of the Trov and Ltica tires? Thie
buildings, destroyed in those filres xxere, accoing to
your statement, t he kiînd lie recoîmiends. i would say
further, that New Vork City sbould never be taken as
an exaiiple as regards firieproof construction. I dare
say there are thousands of buildings in New York that
are called fireproof, but judging from what I have per-
sonally seen, I an sure that not oîne-lialf of t heni are
actually fireproof. There is ne law to prevent anyone
froi calling a cow shed fireproof' if be chooses he Iay
advertise it, post up notices ail over that the building
is fireproof, and no one may be the wiser uintil it takes

fire ; then ien like Chief Bionner will sav fireproot
bludings are a failure.

I see only One remei tor this condi tion of affairs, and
tlat is for tlie gernment to appoint an expert, and
Imiake it a criminal offence for an yone to adverti se a
building as fireproof wvithout a certificate to that eIect
fromg1 the g n expert. If that wvere done you
would be surprised to sec how few really fireproof build-
ing-s there are, and iowx' easily the y v could bc made lire-
pr<of, and those who iitend to put up a really fireproof
building w ould be protected against unscrupulous con-
petitors with their cheap mi tations as well as against
fraud and ignorance.

Y'ours truly,
N. T. GAGcNON,.

TESTS OF CANADIAN BRICKS.
By thle courtesy of Mr. Kivas Tull, chief architect et

the Public Works I )epartment of Ontario, we are enabled
to publish the accompanying table showing the result of
tests of Canadian pressel brick made during the past
three vears foi the Public Works I Departiment under Mr.
Tully's direction. The tests vere mlade in the laboratorv
of thle Scliool of Practical Science, Toronto. The table
of resuilts is as follows :
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The South Kensington Work on "Building Coistruc-
tien," referring to the absorption test, says, " 'lie
amount of water a good brick will absorb is a very good
indication of its quality. lisufficiently burnt bricks
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