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me judgment of the Court was, delivered by HOMIxNS, J.
...The evidence on value givenl on behaif of the

mdents was flot brought within the rule laid down in Re
nal Trust Co. and Canadian Paeific R.W. Co., ante 221.
ie comparison made by Shaw, of Montreal (p. 217)I, is to
iidentified location on the [sland of Montreal. That by
orne, of Toronto, while definite as to its position in Toronto
38). lacks any value on acount of the total ab-sence of coin-
ias to the pressure of population, the conditions of the

by and the rnethod of ti-reiinent tha;t wilI he required to
the Cauiaian Paciific traek îmnd 150) feet more (p. 240)
ase alongsi(de by the Camiadian Northiertî aind its effect on
Ijaeent land, Ini short, nuo fomundation of eimilarîty is
exeept that two railways, sidle by s-ide, e-xiat ini thesi- places.-
1 f Ottawa, gives as an illustration a property kniown as
man's farmr, the secondl far-m froîn the 3ilIings propurty.
lus is not othierwise 1ieitifi(ed, nor1 is am-evdee g;iv(n lof
rity of condtitionis or location. Thils dotrauts grli
uinion, from the Value of' the evidfence oFf these witneosses.
la iuot helped by statemnents thiat crossilig Four uines of, ramih

imuld not increase fihe dnr(Davi.s, p. 23a), anrd thait the
g of the second raiway track creates no daîna1;1ge to theg pro-
froua svverance, thakt being aittributable1t to tlio firist traek,
WaLS laid inl 1854 ('Shjw, p, 229; Davis, p., 230>; Vanhiiorne.t,9). 1I(do not fliid that Vanhornef gavvie icetat the

ous affection spri-md oily a v 1Short disanc foml tlle ila
<114 No state, but thiat opfinion is his alIom-.
e appellait 's witllesscs base their vâews clî0ely on1 a voni-
iu of the propertly iii question with that ownedJ by t1w
s at Rockcliffe, wich is sid( by two> w1insses to bet

r in m1any rsctbut withiout tile disadvmat of tUic
y track. The evidence of ft othiur uxpert wvinesses uponl
mei side is opinion 01d11eonY, eo~sigof dedluctionis
1. as is the case withl Shtaw aod Vanhforne, froan their ob-
ion and experince as reai estate opertators. The valute to
cil to this class of eviIidec, or its an of, value., isdei
)y Mr. Justice Sedgewick in William Hiamilton Maliufilc-

Co. v. Victoria Lumber and anfcurn Co. (1896>,
-.R. 96, 108; and in Rie Tviet andl Canadi(ian Northerni
Co. (1912), 25 'W.L.R. 188.
e prive paid by the rcsporideuuts to C. M. l3illings of *1,425-
ýre for l.ands contiguous to the CanadIiani Paceiflc Railway,
tbat price inceludes, damages caused by the operatou of
spoiudentq' railwaY aliongside has property, oannot be dis.


