
.which buildi "ig was conducted into the gutters and spouts of the
-one occupied by defendants, and these spouts were inad. quate to
cr-rry off so xnueh water -as vas so thrust into thcm; anid fiuaIly
the dlefendants deny liaving eut the 6pouts or gutters, &o. lu
1871 the defendants' original tenancy under plaintiff ceased, but
-defendants, it seems, are there still under sorne fresh agreemient.
The building referr,d to is of brick, and-the outside wall was very
mueh decayed from the sumnit downwards t o about ten feet from
the ground, se says McDonald ; but this does not, mean that the
vhole ,)f it was so ; in parts the degraded part d id not exterad far
downwards froin the cornice or spout hor.zortal'lune, but along it

iahout 50 or 60 feet, and dcscending from two feet to three and
mnore in piaces. The brick wail was repaired by MeDonald in
April, 1872. In 1870 a tinsmith repaired tiie spouts and gut-
ters, and found axe euts in them ; other brîcklayers' wvorks were
in 1870;ý for ail these things defendants are sued. The plaint;ff
lus proved the expenditures alleged. S-ave the damages been
-caused or doue by de fendants ? A're defendants te be con-
dexnned ? That some cuts with an axe were made in the gutter
a.nd for whichi defendants are blameable, is clear. As to the

-semengine being the cueof' the damage, this is oprvd

Tite ovidence is much stronger -for defendant than for plaintiff
zupr-n thjs point%-. The defendants contend that they are not liable.
1flaey say that the damageswere the fault of plaintiff himseif, and
result of defective construction of bis spouts and* gutters, and of
-the insuffciency of these. IL must be admitted that seme strongr
ipronfs have been miade by the defeudants. Several witnesscs
F-wear that thue gutters and spouts as erected by piaintiff were cheap

:and bad ; the tin gutter was in two places not soldered, wherc.aEi
the apron piece ought te bave been soidered te the gutter proper;
-or, botter yet, both ought te ha-ve been iu one piece. Soe wit-
nesses say the defective gutters were the cause of the whole trou-
bie. But .1 do not hold so. .There was sonie axe cuts in the
rpouts, -as 1 bave çaid before. But as to these it mnust ho re-
xnarked that they ail -were within the limit of 15 or 16 feet lengtb,
-while the wall damiage vas '72 feet in length, according to one
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