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~we know it and have seen it to he, it is yet less of a
menaee than the steel and wood combinatiou, and
worse still, the mill eonstructed buildings so plenti-
fully scattered all about our lavger Canadian eities.
The fiveproof building is absolutely distinet and
different frou struetures of the Pavker buildiug type
hecanse in the first place it constitutes a fire barrier
where ever it stands. It is cither built of solid re-
inforced conerete or has every particle of steel pro-
tected against fire: each storvey of the building is a
separate wuit and that in turn is divided into still
smaller units.  Or, to use the words of the designer

- of the Singer building. New York, Mr. Ernest Flagg.
*“a fireproof building has nothing ahout its stracture
that cau hurn and the damageable parts are in turn
proteeted. In designing the Singer building T was
unrestricted as to the materials I shonld speeify. and

T selected those that would make

MODERN the building absolutely safe. The
SCIENTIIIC  frame, the covering. the floors. the
FIREPROOF  partitions. all of them ave nnburn-
BUILDING. ahle. Steel and terra eotta hollow

tile. that is  the combination.

The window frames and frimmings are of metal, too.
and cannot take fire. Tf by any chanee a flame did
start it could not get out of the voom where it stat-
ed. Tt would have wothing to feed upon.”” .

ITad the Parker building had its steel frame com-
pletely firepraofed; or its elevator and stair shafts
enclosed by rdreproof walls. its window openings
protected with metal sash and frame. giazed with
wired glass and all its parvtitions of fireproof ma-
tevial : or had it heen equipped with a sprinkler sys-
tem; or had it heen used for the purpose it was
intended. such a disastrous fire wonld have heen
impossible.  Anvone of these well-known, recogniz-
ed precantions would have rendered the biilding
sufficiently fireproof to have made sneh a fatal and
costly fire next to an impossibility.

Our building departments in Canada are less
active in demanding hunilders to conform with the
secientifie principles of fireproof construetion than
are those of the lavger cities in the neighboring
republie and it eerviainly hehooves them fo try to
have it so that all new struetnres in business dis-
triets shall he of the really fireproof class. whatever
the height or the purpose for whieh it is intended.
and ‘that. the old ones of the inferior elass shall he
so improved and protected that as disastrous a
conflagration as that of the Toronto five of 1904 will
become an impossibility.
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TILE advoecating veforms in conncetion with
fireproof construction it is well to eall atten-
tion to a much needed amendment to the building
laws of all our larger Canadian cities. The huild-
ing departments, of course. issne permits for all new
buildings under the headings of ‘“fireproof’’ build-
ings, second, thivd. fourth and other classes. hut
those departments should be called

BRAND upon to also label all huildings
FAKE within the congested business dis-
FIREPROOF  tricts of cities. within certain pre-
BUILDINGS. scrihed fire limits. laheling them

¢ fireproof.”’ ¢ inecombnustible,”’

“third.”” ““fourth’’ classes. and so on. This added

responsibility would make those officers partieularly

keen and diseriminating in how they classified the
bnildings.

Fuarther, it would he well to have it enacted that

it would be a grave misdemeanor amd a punishabie
offence for an owner to eall or advertise his huill-
ing of a superior class when by rights it helongs 1o
an inferior one.  That would in great part climinaie
one of the worst curses npon and greatest detriment
to the safety of owr cities. .\ man tnrns some old
ramshaekle of a warchouse into a theatre, puts in a
few pieces of metal lath. plasters upon it and dubs
it a ‘‘fireproof’’ theatre building; another puts a
briek veneering on an old wooden house and adver:
tises it as an “‘absolutely fireproof” hotel, and cases
are not unknown where frame store buildings have
been sheathed with galvanized iron and called fire-
proof. Owners exercise the greatesc effrontery in
this matter and obtain the confidence of people, high
rentals and the storage of valuable goods under ab-
solutely false pretences.

Thus it was to a degrec in the Pavker huilding.
Tts matevials were of the hest and arve those mast
commonly used in fiveprool consteuction, but they
were skimped, the essentials ol thorough good huild-
ing were not there, the very first principle ot safe
constraction was lacking—the perfect protection of
the steel work with hollow fireproofing tile.  Despite
all this the huilding was called ‘‘fiveproof”’ and is |
partial destruetion simply means that the unthink-
ing will say that theve is no such thing as fiveproof.
for. lo aud behold, the Parker building is a wreck!

By all means label the buildings properly and
thus prevent “‘econstructive lyving.”’
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@NE of the mast interesting lessons of the Parker
building five is an indiveet one. The eity
couneil of New York city has for some time heen
considering the passage of the new Ibnilding code,
many of the provisions of which have heen severely
eriticized hecause of the undue restrictions placed

on the use of reinforced concrete in
PROBABLE the larger class of huildings. and
VICTORY FOR while it is maintained by the Mer-
REINFORCED chants’ Association in their appeai
CONCRETE.  to the Board of Aldermen of New

York for the immediate passage
of the proposed code, that had the new code been
in effeet and its provisions complied with such a
fire would have been prevented, it is nevertheless
a fact that it would not have prevented the erection
of a structure built according to the same principles
ot construction used in the Parker building, [nas-
much as this type of structuve has shown itself to he
far inferior in fire resisting characteristics to well
constructed reinforced concrete buildings, which the
proposed code, if adopted, will prevent the crection
of, while permitting the construction of the former
it is quite possible that the authors of the code will
find it necessary to revise it in this respeet before it
will pass the Board of Aldermen.  Thus this falal
and expeusive fire may work a victory for rem
foreed concrete in bringing abont a vevision of 2
building eode that promised to deal vne of the most
disastrons blows yet received by cement building
construetion.
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R. CLARK. Fire Chief of the City of London.
Ont., has given notice to all merchants in that
c¢ity that all doors must be made so as to open oul-
ward. This is another move in the right divect'on
and will have an appreciative effect in prevent ng
exits from becoming jammed in ease of a precipit e

exodus.



