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HON. MR. JUSTICE- RiDDELL :-The case w-as presented
on both sides most earnestly, exhaustively and abiy. I bave
also the advantage of elaborate and carefullv prepared rea-
sons of the Master-in-Ordinary for his judgîuent: ivhile the
Master-in-Ordinarv had himself the advantage of a* carefuLl
iiersonal inspection of the premises and a detailed examin-
ation of the gootis in thc prescncc and liv the consent of
counsel for both i)artios (it is said that: this w-as at thie in-
stance of the p)iitïff: but that 1 (Io not eiinsiflcr of any
c(>Iiseql(inee). The Mlaster Lad aiso the inestimable a&-

ramae ofsveig th wites~)s wiieh of course I bave not:
anîlt 1 miu-1 approacli t he bewl îaring t hat handicap in
inind-andl hm-t reinmberi t hat aeordiug tii the wcll-
estalisited ratiee Ot(ntaruio th h- Master ks the finual Juidge
of tle eredibilit v or the wiîiiesses lie lbas sie'ç-, îîaless indeed

kind w hiei sheîw s the eout rarv oîr m-lî eh 0ie Master bas
faileti to taike( into i. îîm-tei-atiii. Tl'ie tiiing ia Master
areý on thie sanie ;i-i uga t he tiiîl ingýs îif a trial J udgre for

whiclîJhl y. 11i,1iiquxnt (-'Pitri li$i. C'o., 19 0. L R. 502,
îima b l ok-at- ai. Iiu~I v. R'illi, 21 S. C. Rl. 63î. at p.
643, and like( cass. .g. 1,>e u,ý,1merson v.Sorille (1912), 26
0. L. E. 6il16 at p. Gi231 aii1 assilere cil cd. 1 note the
cýomplaint of the plainif that thec Master bas in elfeet at
least,. reversed hie iningits id Ihie trial and has in substance
foiindi fraud ini the p-rooFs or loss. Of course he lias not
donc so in forn)-ito such issue w-as open liefore im-and
1 do) not, thin)k that a fling- of faet as Io value upon wlîiel
an ament1111 co)ud be baeIending Iu slîew that the real
valum, of' the goods hl 1 bc nsersuc in the proofs
of ioss (,111 at ail be sai lu lue awý reve(rsal of te deelsion at
lte tril Tl'le dec.ision \\as itat teuru \vas no fraudulent
over--xjiuation at theine iniw ie proofs uf loss-not that;
there, w as 11no e-tlain or that the plainlilt or atîy of
bis witnesses wonid not at, soutne future timue.*ie about the
value.

1 hiave read ail te tuaterial. uiist of ih more than once,
ard with caeard I aia un1able tii find tirat the Master-n-
Ordinary lias mad a nstake-.

Thie appeal ývi1] li])s(- si' witi eosts.
As to the motion for Pjudgutettt, titi c-îsls bavie heen re-

served tili now execpt the costs uip to triai oecasioned lîy
charges of fraud mb(ii the defendanîs bave been lîy lte


