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rhe other itemns in question affect the credif side of the
tit, and the contention of the respondent is that a mueh
er sumn than was credited to the Canadian company should
Sbeen credited te i *t for the property that was taken frein i1ts
ary to the factory of the Detroit eompany; and the Master
fotind in faveur of this contention, and hias chargcd the
'oit comipally with everything that, according to the account
at the Walker-ville factory, was shipped to that eompany,

est price, with the duty added on articles that had been
»'ted fremn the United States....
Iaving regaird to what took place at the trial, and the formn
ie judgment, thie account should net have been taken on the
i of the appellants other than the Canadian company being
igdoers,;, but the Detroit company shnuld have been charged
what it actually received, et a fair value, having regard to
lie circumastances; and the assumrption that the business of
Canadian comipany could have been carrîed on successfully
Iiolly unwvarranted....
Jpen the whole, 1 ama of opinion that the respondent failcd
is attack on the accuracy of the appellants' aecounting for
preperty ef the Canadian company which was sent to
-oit exeept as, to two items, one of $198.15 and the other of
.:37. The itemo of $198.15 is for articles amouinting in value
at sumii which were received by the D)etroit coxnpany but
neot iinclidedl in the invoices mnade out by Iltrtrnan. By

rror, this itema was debited instead of being credited te the
idian coinpany; and, when the errer was diseovered, a cross-
y was mnade which mierely cancelled the debit entry. The
shouild also hiaveý heen ereditrd to the Canadian company.
M,%aster, unider the rreosimpression that the Canadian
auy hiad bven imiproperly credited with it, dedue d it froin

;Uni for which hie found the Caýnaianii comipany to be enititled
,edit; and, iiponi appeal to my brother Latchford, insteadl of
crror being rectified, the sum -was againi debited te the Cxiii-
n eemipany.
'lie itemn of $298.37, as was admriitted( byI eunsel for the
!Ila.nts, ahouild have been, but was ilot, credited to the Can-
ri eomnpaiy. l3y miistake, upon the, appeal to mny brotheri
liferd, instead of erediting it to the Canadian eomnpany, that1
)aiiy was debited with it.
f we had agreed with the conclusion of the Maister in ether
cets, the anounit iii which the Detroit eomrpanv hias been

dte be indlebtedc te the Canadian comnpanY should be ini-
ied bY three timies the amount of the itemt of $198.15 and


