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Action tried ai Hamiltoni and Toronto, llroughlt by the
lainiti*f. a contradtor, gi. the de-fendanit 'opn vto
àcove>r the cost of work done and atril supplied. wh1ich
ere not covered, or only partI.N coveredl, by the contradt for
ie coinstruction of certain works for a hydrauliv powur sy' s-
ýni at Port Dalhousie. The plaintifr also ;oiugit Io have% the
4fendant llhan declared disqualified Wo aut as arbîtrator
i the ground of bias againist the plaintif!, and Wo enforce his
~gstered lien against certain othier dlefendants who claiined
)me interest in the property in question.

Wullace NebtK.C., G. 1,c-Santn K.C., nd E.
Lozier. Hlamilton, for plaintiff.
R. C. Cite, K.C., and J. A. Maclntosh, fordoeat

)Mpny.
J. V. Teetzel, K.C., and G. C. Thompson, Hamilton,

oedêefendant Hiliman.
BRITTONp, J., held that thie dlefendanit Hlillian before

id at the time of niaking his final estimates, had a bias
ýanst the plaintiff and liad not acted inipartially Wwmards
Jn. 'lhle plaintiff, therefore, was entitled Wo have his claimi
irte. investigated, and lie was allowed a reference with re-
wet to hie dlaim, in so far as not otherwise disposed of, Wo
wýrtain wrhat amnounit was due hini f roml the defvnldant colil-
uiy. The plaintiff was further entitled to a xnechanic's lieni
rix the property in question, but only for the amni(jt feound(


