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arbitrator is flot. in conteitillatîiî of the Coaurts, in anv
sense the representative of the person who appointed him.
The agent ? Su(!I a thiing could flot 1we thouglit of. Il îs
a domestie Court of Justice. lit a s'aluat ion eas it is dif-
feront. Fven tlwn a triangular tribunal of jaidicial inipair-
tialilv is hn oledsrd u ti aoyb
the p;arties. hgo b-7-eldesiredlait itis apon(diredbv
expected of hirn that lie would bie earnesi, vigilant and lova\il
in lookîing after the defendant*s interest, ani lie -as, a ~n
sitive! anxiety to proteet the other side-unassailahle jaidi-
cial poise-was not expýeted, or desired. Whien Mr. Gar-
land lhalte(] (Campbell lie was endeav ouriiîg ta value the
property down. Already Mr. Millar had sent iliehlard Smiîth
to blîn, and lie kîîew, what the other two valuators did not
know, thiat Smithî put the buildings at $40,000 andi Arînond-
at $42,000. lie remembered that Camîpbell was soînewhiat
disenehianted I)v tlîe evidenee in the O*3rien valuîîtiau. [le
knew that 'Mr. lUillar lîad beexi nost enipliatie in insisi.ing
that it was thse dutv of the valuators to seareli for inforina
lion everywhere-and tiiere wvas no telling wliat tliese eiî-
quiries miiglit elicit-and lie knew that to cail Smîithî or
Armrond would bie but to corroborate the statenîentq alreadv
in; and in this situation, as a keen, shrewd busiiness ian
hie aeted promptly and boldly and bv doingtyso 1 Lave nio
doîîht broughit absout a valuation soi-ne t housîînd. la)wer
than it otherwise would bave licou. 1 don't tlîink anv oh-
jection is open to tlîe defendant upon tluis bead. 'llie de-
fendant is not in a very good position to roxaplain. Tue
party eomplainîng auglît to lie free froin Mlaine. Lard
Eldati iii Fcatlîer4ýone v. C'ook, 9 Ves. 67. 1 arn sat isfied
that it wvas quite clear to Mr. Millar that lie eould bringy
forward any evidence, estirnates or opinions upon value lie
thought fit to use.

6. The valuation is avoid'ed by ineludiug ini it $300 for-
~Jidge Barraon's costs.

1 was surprised tlîat tlîis point wsas pressed. Thiere ks
no ground for saying that Iis m-aq donc, 1 ain quiite satis-
fled tlîat it was not (lonc. The $300 hiad referenee ta i liçe
lavatory, as was stated în Court.

7. The valuation is not in the ternis of tlie leases ami is
inefleetual for 1eav ing uîîdce-idled ".the anioaa iil p roper t o hie
paid " for the buildings.

The award is clearly sufficient and I, woffld nat think it
necessary to refer to this point were it iiot that in addition
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