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this whole mlattur as he did; and, conscquently, the fiuding
stands.

Thtis ('uurt hai, deeided ltai the proceedings under the leases
are by way of valuiation, flot arblitraition.0 It is, thereforr. un1-

tgsar lu ollow t1e leariied trial J1Tudge Mn his examillatlin
(if lth( fet of Mr. Tille's arguiment before imii.

U'pon the question of atatementts flot under oath heing reV-
eivedl 1y the valuialors auid thec respunidelit's interview withi theim
in thbe ab oceu the appellmnt, I think the course taken by the
pa rt ies 1rvets a ny dif lIuty ;lrisi ng on tI s particular .01ore.
if il becoeee thait the vaiuators are to seek information as
be.4l they eaul, 114-1 il W1etxNs neesail follow that ex parte
statlemuete may bu ecete and jindividual iiuiries md.Thal
tbis t bbc position isý made. elear by the viene

Howeivttr iinproper an itrewwitl une of th(- parties ini
litle absenie (if the, otiter miighit he ini the case of an arbitration,
1 ain unable lu underslanid why il wasLl wron4)lg inl caeif a valula.
lion cdutdupon the above biais to obtain, froim a party inter-
eated fihe Information which 18 admyitted . . . to) he nleves-
gmt'. . .

Mr. Hudson iri his work on Buildinig Cotat,3rd cil- p.
7 13, e-xpreameis ie opinion lthal there is nu restriction as lu whalt
il viluikit4il mai d (o for the pur-pose oif maliking hisvautna
vil-% that I timk imust ble takeni with some liitation1.

1 mil relue14tanit lu) .4ay anythiing thlat %woulld in 111Y way
weakeV 1111l Mauayrlo the subIjeect that obtaiis in cases utf

Mn aritaton ado du ot itent india that theg 1)rinile
may vIiut bo. equailly.N applicable iin lteu urd(inary. case of valuiatin.
liut 1 thiik Iithlich domrs wvere left su wide openl as flot lu

juislifyý thv priesent objection in Ihis pateua ase, which 11ua41
bu, dee-ided u1pon il.peula and 11usual cireuimstancees.

il iii nul vesr lu) asertainthe ex(,(act differencev between
an rbirto antI aL valuation. G4.1nerally' spuakiing, avauto

im euiumitld lu) a person whu hams kili anid kniowledý(ge onl the suh-
jel f0lit hge miav apply bolh lu) the subiljeet-mater la- intanid

wvlthout heariing itnkss Rut this definiition i.9 nol exhaustive,
for lthe vxcereisinig uf mkilli and kniowled(ge, may conistitute lthe

personaelin a quasii-airlitrattor. sec Pappa V. Ruse ( 1871.2),
L.R. 7 c.11. 32, 525;: Tharmim Siphuri and C'opper Co. v. LutIns

( L7) L M (j'.l. 1. Nor is an arbitralion alway vsuI settie a
disllqestioni. Buit a valuation la genierally for the purpose

uf comi plut ing the vountravl engagement betwven lwvo parties by.

*m4,- lIe. Irwin an 'mpel<11) 5OWN.29


