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affected. Tlw arbitrators had the added advantage of having the
iwiliesses before theni.

The gist of the object ion to the awa rd on the part of the other
arbitrator is, that the two arbitrators reifused te take into cou-
sideratîin any advantagre whieh the owners might have derived
frein the construction of the railway, whieh, he stated his opin-
ion to be. " was t ho work for the purpose of or iii conneetion with
which the Land w-as injuriously affeeted." That, as 1 have said,
does liot, ini my opinion, enter into the nwrits cf the c-ase.

In Re Brown and Town of Owen Sound, supra, the lsu of
the rcad whieh injuriously affeeted the property cf the owner,
was parit cf a seheine for granting faeiities te a lumber eonîpany,
and the owiier wvas held entitled to compensation withoct any,
dimiiiiution because, the ereetion cf the eomttpany's mil -iiliuaned
th lue cf Ilis lands. It is seldom thait auy ' two-g caesn their.
farts and cireuxastances, se nearly reeîbeechohr ste

OwnSound case ami the present, case.
Tlhe question) whiAh thie ar-bitratiors had to volsidoir was,

w'hetherl there was a1 dîimîinutioni in the vailuet cf' the reuspolndents'
Lands cesqet pon the closing cf Hlope street, FEv\ideacev
was practimallY dir-ected to that ver faet-evidelnce which estah-
lishied that the. owniers suifferedi ili thuu ir preert y, nelt as par-t cf
thle pulblie, but in] a pei way beue' cf their- ownevrship cf
ttese lands. Mrl% Gii who foi. veira -ars huldt ihe posi-
timn of awerfor. the aplatalld was egae by thin te

reretheir as inl th1eseý proee llsa gave evidence on
their behlaif, putts it this wa

-Q. Yen dIo conisider the elosinig cf Hopi, street Nwas a'l dis.
tinet disadvanftge te the peole eni i ? A. No-if neoeeft

-Q. The e-lesing cf Hlope street itsoîf, distinct ? A. Without
any eountkrvailingelmets

"Q.Ian imnincetrviigeeet.AIca'
sepaatethen. hawe to agsociate thlei tIeter i tat stree'(t

wias elosed, there was neo raitwýay and the, caninig facterY down
111rn; cer-tainlly it %weuldl be a damlage.",

As touciiig tipeni the. loss te thei par-ticlar owner, ats dis-.
tilngishedi.( friom the njr te the public, thi, statement cf Lord

1>uûc lit Met r-opolitanl Boiardi cf W \rs . M44 'il 1thy - (187d4>),
L.U 7 ILL. 243, is ini peint: -The question thuin is,ý whether,
M11-n a1 ighlway is obstrueted, the ownervs cf those lanids whieh
are situlated inl a sutfrient deogree cf prexinity te it tei be depre-

eiaedluvaueby the loss ef that aeeess along thehih y which
theyprcioulnjcyed suffered especial damilage 'mlore( thlan'


