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bec,, ionieed this Court ini the case of Re Small and St,
Lawvrencc VoundrY C'o. (1896), 23 A.R. 543.

1 thiiik thie %vight of judicial opinion, inicae of eomïpena
tion or fhe lik, is to admit the evidence of other saeand to
treat its witafter cross-exarnination, as a iniatter for the
tribunal in deal with. Ând whcxî Mr. Justiee Burton (in the
8mnall cas)nonts out that titis elass of evideneo tenits to raise
-a imultilicity of collateral issues eonfusïiing, the jury and act-

ipgi as a suirprise upon the parties," 1 think lie states the full
extent of 111o objection to it. Evideonce of previolis. sales, of the(,
saine property' is open to w:11 ny\, if flot ail, of the bjeton
raiscd to eývidenrce of sales of ucighbouring properies, auîd niaav
involve isusno less con fusing-vcveii if the sales, are reocent
and under4-t sirn i lar circum ttist ances.

lIn fiese- buiiîness dmys in which it is posbchy meais of
adýjouirnmenitý or of cofrn e t guard agis srprise,, that
elemnent miay bie safely left to the discretion of the, p)residinig
Judge or to the arbîtrators. 1 amrnet eonvinced that thie issiueS
raise-d are wholly collateral. It is rather that the evidenue nay
b. of no p)ractical value without knowledge of the cî*rtcumsîance11,Is
ini each case: per Meredith. J.A., iii Re Torontto Conservaýtory of
Music and Governors of thie UJniversity of Toronto ( 1!99), 14
O.W.R.. 408, at p. 410. Thiis is an objection to il-s weoighlt rather
than te its admissibility; and, as Wigmore, { ':n. edvol. 1,
p. 463, points out, it iii evidence which the eoinînereial world
p)ercetive-s and acts upon.

No doubt, there are elements whicIr siteli evidtîiee inust pos-
ses before it should lie received. l'They are, substantial sinilar-
ity in the conditions regarding tht' p)roperty, proxiinîty of situa-
tion, arnd, whcre possible, a inens ii seo ini potentiality,
and tlie sales should bie recent and undvr liker terns. ,.

D)eaIing- with the case in hand, uipon the prinelipl ri-furri- to
in lie Ke-te(soin and Caxiadian Northerni Onrtairio R..Co.,
ante 36, 1I(do flot thiink that any of the taleýs, ep onv, Oant I)t
said te afford any safe basis àf value. Th 'y a kre niotsiw to
corne within thre liitations %vhichi 1 have taed andi sirnilarity
o~f conditions is nlot proved.

It i.s said that the sale and purchlase, of an unidivided hiaif of
the, property in question here is thie only relevant fart. 1 do
net agre with this. It is evidecev to esabi a nîarýkect value.,
indter Dodge v. Tht' King, suipra. Buit, il* thte mie is, adopîed.
as 1 think it shiould 1e, thant sales nt' siiimia andi near-by% pro-
pertie.s illay be adîuitted in evidenice, it is ilot the only fac.tor.


