
BURTON r. L0C1KIERIDGE.

Section 411 of R1. S. 0. ul9 c. 632 provides thnt an
arbitrator inay at any stiage of tie, proceedings under arer
ence, and shall if so dictdby the Court or a Judge,stt
in the form of a spial caefor the opinion of the, Court
aniy quesioný of' Iaw arising ini tht (-ourse of 1lcreew ne
butn it aicir luiuo welI settled that if the( airbitratior, whcn1
appqlied to, teu e state a ýpecîa i ai . !1kld prceds

xctehis iwrd te Court wlil 11not, wb1le flicawr standl(s,
remiiit to flic aýrbitrator to te lil> Inar ii efo of, ;
c-ase: secItdmn' Arbitratfiins ani( Awad', e~d., ). 255.

is refus.ai to stt a spedial calse, niaver 'a\ be a ground
for setting the award aside: H'ie Painier ln lo4ken, L 1898]
1 Q. B. 131. 137....

Iii jny 'îic of the facs, (if thiis case, flie aw\ard should,
on the aliorý)it\- or Be iPi iaîd llosken, be rernitted lu
the arlîitrator- fo(r reconsideratýionl under 11c i of R. S. 0.
1897 eh1. C-2.

'flcrecen of reference contains the folliwi- clause:
"And it is furthur igreed thatf if motion is nmade to set asidr
or otherwise- r(:espeti-ng thef :awarid, the Court rnay, whietbor
the award be insufficient in laýw or not, remit thc award front
time to linie to the reconsideration and re-determina*tioýn of
the arbitrator."

I further think thai the arbîtrator did not comnply with
the termsý of the orOder of ý22nd June, 1904. That order re-
quired lirat te find and awavýrd as to the ownership of the pro-
perty* ineluded in the inst rumient of 151h January, 1901; a.nd,
withont deoteriîing hehe Iii, liasý the power to vest the
property in one part), or the othier, I arn of theu opinion that
he does not satisfy the ternis of the order by awaringlT, thiat
the propertv "behcreby vested in the Lake Superior Power
Company a-s the owner thereof;" and. for thî is ldditionial
reason, 1 think flic award should be remitted to the arbiitrator
for reconsideration.

I express no view upon thei othier grounds set forth in the
notice of motion.

There wîli be no0 costa to either party. The award te be
made on or before the lirst Mowday in April ncxt.

BRITTON, J. JANUARY lOTIt. 1905.
TRIAL.

BURTON v. LOCKBRIDGE.
Promigsor Note-Forger y-f Xrnflicting lfvidence - Collateral

Circumstances-Comparîson of Ilandwri4tng.
Action againazt William Lockeridgc, John Lockeridlge,

and May . Caminpbell, npon a pr-omi-ssory note, alleged to


