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arid o(,casionedl bv that brandi of the case. The costs of the
s,-rutin ' should be reserved to be deait with by the trial

Jde or J udge by w bon the scrutiny is continued and
Conlu1dcd.

Andi as on the appeal suecess is divided, there should be
f0 ob of ît to cither party.

0-1,1R and GARRO\W, JJ.A., for reasons stated by each
ùf thenii in, w ritng, agreed with the conclusions reached by
the Chief Justice.

AMACLAREN, J.A., also concurred.

MERFDITH, C.J. agree as to the scrutiny. but dissented
aLs t the corrupt practices ani Lîroof of agencv, and was of
opinion that the election should bc avoided.
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.Nil4ynre-I juyIo Persan-Fallnq of Wlali of Bvilding-
Excetiual fora~-efe(iv (astructioit-Enployment
~f Copetet Su erinendû iid Puilûr - Cause of

Appeal b1) vplaintif! from order of ;i Iivisiona1 Court (4
V. Wf?1. 5413. 9 0. L. R. 517), affirining judgrnent of TEET7EL,

0.( . W. P. 60), dismissing the action, whîch was brought
by the iowand adminîstratrix of one J. S. Valïiuette to re-
cvetr damag-es in respect of the (leath of ber hiusband, a

boile-inaer, ho, while workingr for a contraetor af a houler-
bouse4 in course of ereetion for defendants Fraser & Co., was
kille-d by th(, falling of a walI of the building. After the
w*dls1ý and roof had bee-n completed, machinýry >w Nas brought
ini thie building thoghlrge door openings left, unclosed
for thiat pups.The wind during a violent stori, rushing
in thiroiighI theý openings, forced off the roof, and the walls
feil. Thie Court below held that leaving the openings wua
Biw a negligent a4et, and also that tbere was no ]iability hy


