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a particular subjeet lias a riglit to retain the subjeet tili hie Îs

paid for his work, It hais, accordingly, been decided in the Scot-

tish Courts that a bleacher lias tliis righit. but lias no riglît to sdi,

the subj ect. If the retention of it is eauLsingr hirn expense, lie hîay

îihilirn;e to the owner that lie intends to sell; if the owner refuses

to rei ,e f the goods, lie may seil,'or lie may apply to the Court

for power to sell. But lie cannot dio so witlîout these formalities."

Two causes or action were alleged in the statement of dlaim:

the fîrst wvas on flie contraet for not delivering the goods sold to

lthe plaintîfis' inr and which were included in the inven-

tory anid paid for- the seeond was for the conversion by thie (te-

fendiuît in the consent lie gave to Lumnsden & Mackenzie to sel

the goods to satisfy thle lien for bleaching amiounting, to, £87 10s

J. Bicknell, K.C., and J. W. Bain, K.C., for tlhe plaint iffs

0. F. Sliepley, i'.('., for the defendant.

MACMoMHoN, J.:-Mr. Shepley contended that the plaintiffs

coula not succeed on thie first ground, as the sale was " subject to

shorts and longs," which protected the defendant from any short-

age of goods mentioned in the inventory. i do not understand

tlîe nîiing of tlie word-- to be as contended for. No evidence

was giveit the trial as to the ineaning of the wordq in sucb a

(eoinat. But 1 understand thiat if soine pieces of cloth are

Încluded iii thie invloice ais containing 25 yards, when their actial

uteasure i5 i20yads and other pieces are inventoried or

invice asconainng20 yards, when in tact they uîeasure 25
ards, lte luv rpcpts the short pieces, and the loss thusF ius-

taied s cînpnsaedfor byv the long pileces, and in this way a

ro ml(i1î rieady adjustinemi iz effecrted. . I bldh

total perversýion1 of language to say* that 149 pieces of goods, con-

mtdýiiÎig,3 ý;. vards, and valued int the inventory at $1,084.94,
shiould' be eonsidered as coînng under the designatîon of "shorts
anîd longs."

As thec gmods wers sold hy the defendant as " free from M_-

<uîîîrance," mm wure pid for by Todd, the plaintiffs'asgn,

anid as the paoils werc not delivered by the defendant, hie isz lable

foi. a brearli of lus contiract.

Thle poils were puit in the invento-ry at the miii manufadtur-

crs' prices, mand 1 assess the plaintiffs' darnages at $1,084.94, for

wiîhu tluey are ent it]ed to judgnuent ana costa.


