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view expressed by Boyd, C., in Munisie v. Lindsay, il 0. IZ.at p. 526, should guide: L' t is flot as a general thiug tiju
best rule, in cases of varying opinion as to value, to reject
one s-et of witnesses in toto, and to adopt the figures of an
opposing, set. One mingllt rather suspect that neither w\a-
exactly f0 be followed, and tbai. truth lay sornewhere b(eteen
the extreies. The very fact iliat juries~ arrive at values liv soi] lsuelb path of compromise, indicates that it comcnds itself totbe ordinary mind as a rougli and ready mode of solving a dit-~ficult quiestion. And even legally trained intellects have resori-edr to thiis expedient in despair of finding any more precisenethod of arriving at a conclusion. 1 recaîl the language of
Sir Anthiony Hart in Scott v. Duînbar, 1 Xloll. at p. 457, whert,lie ay:' 'fhere is noflming whieh raises sueli difference ofopinion as the value of land. Survcyors vary so widely that1 know of no mode lcss unsatisracfory than the rougli approxi-
rnationi by taking a ineami of ail their estimates.' À lik-vniethod of arriving at the average was adopted liv Lord
Ly.ndhuirst, and is workeTf out by him in Botts v. Curtis.Younge R. at ppi. 555 and 559."l Adoptîng this methodI imneýtijnating the value of the " Mlonguagon " at the timie of%hie collision, the 1(iwest average would give $3,500, and thehighest av'erage $3,875, or adding these two results togetmer
and di-ding by two, they give a mnen average of $3,687.

C). Another reason of appeal is Hait " the amomnt claimed
bv the plaintiffis, the St. Clair Navigation Company, by rea-son of the collision in question, was filed at $4,280.25, anilias beeýn allowed at $3,751.~35, whieh is very mueli ini exces.4
of thie damages sustaincd by ftie plaintiffs, t he St. Clair Navi-gfation Comipany, for which the ship ' lVhitnev' shotild l>e

abe"This reason of appeal ineludes 11n conerete forai tueseveýral objections discussed and disposed of under the j rc-
ceding heads 1 f0 4.

It also brings up the confention that fthc allowanee ofdamaiges to the extent of $3,751.35 (which I have rtqduced
by $641.50, making theni $3,686.85) vi(lates th, ride recog-
nized in The "Empress Eugenie," Lusli. 1,18, that, the ostof the, repaiirs allowed as daniages to an injured vessel should
neyer exceed-( the estinîated value of such ve'.sel ati1w îlw tme
or the (,ollision. ln that case, as in fuis, there wvas à (on-fliuet of evî-dence as to flic estimated value of thedunaeu
.hip. Th'le plainriff's value was from £(,),5 to £801); t1ic (1h'-
feuxdant's value was froni £450 i-o £470. The Court foumal


