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eluded the cost of any increase of value by the bleachig. That
»iey did not, and that the purchasersi took themi on the, basis
of unbleached goods, and expected to pay any bleaeing charges
ini addition to the purchase price is 1 think nanifest fromn the
evidience. Mr. Morrow, the plaintiffs' assistant manager, aays
the inventory price is the cost prive, the mainufaoturing price,
by which 1 understood him to mean the cost at the miii before
sending to Scotland. Being as;kedl whether it had oceurred to
himi between the date of the purchiase and] the end of May thta
perhaps lie should see howv Lumsden &MKnze' accouint
au>od and pay them he answered, -I wa-s watching that and just
as soon as ever we had the xnoney 1 sent them al cheque for these
good-for the bleacinig."l And hie goes on1 Speritically to shew
why it was in his inimd,,becausew le had a sale iii view and he says
he was just waiting to accumnulate eniougli money tie pay the'bleachi-
ing account. lie is the plaintiffs' witness and their officer, and
mûkes not a suggestion that theseà bleaehing chiarges should h.
paid by the liquidator, or out of the moneys going te the <Jro'wn
Bank. Again when on 29th May the plaintitfs sent Lumisden
and M,ýcKenzie a bank draft for their account. there is no sug-
gestion that it was considered that the liquidator or the Crown
Bank should pay it, or that it w-as even eharged against either.
If the Grown Bank had to J)ay it, the answer very likely would
have been a further demand upon the guarantee. At that
stage it eould inake no difference te the liquidator or the bank,
whatever the riglits between the plaintiff eompany and it.s eomn-
pouent aliarehiolders miglit be.

Again there were other goods of thiose inventoried as -at
bleacli," lying in the Custonma charge at Orillia on their way
back frein Seotland. The plaintiffs had te pay the Customes
duties upon these: (see their letters to the liquidator of 3Oth
May, and 27th April, 1906), and yet no suggestion even in this
action that they should be repaid the Customsa chargea. AUi
uiakes it elear, 1 think, that the plaintiffs were to taike and did
take the goods as l'a situ wherever they mniglit be, whether at
the factory or in Orillia or in Seotland, and acepted delivery
and took thesie goods as unhleaehed goodas upon whivh they had te
pay the bleaching charges. Such being their position;, ]et lis
see wliat was done with referenee te and by Lumasden & McKen-
uie. On 14th February, 1906, the. latter lirin wrote the liquidator
saying that the Dominion Linen MNills owed thei £87 10s. 10d.,
per their account of 4th January, of whieh they enclosed a copy,
and that ags.inst it they held 67 pieces of goodu bleached, fin-
ished, packed and ready for sale, the value of whieh exceeded
~the claim; and askmng him, if lie did flot eleet te pay their ac-


