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and be cannot, as to the contraci> 10w iii que-ilon, be plaeedýý
in anly better position. I înu11St> therefore, a jurn thaï if

de-feludanit hiad doue his duity, plaintifs, would haveg ul>e
thetir ownl goods on these contractsý, asý they id oil thlier
and 1 iiiii>deaou to place iini il, Ilhe sainel( pýoýl1l<1l

fn*iancially ;1, illiough they had actually dloue so. Plaintitîrs
a re vonit iil l ca '% iug out decorative work> iii vaèrioins pari,

of the ýýor1d, ;mil they are thu-s able to lise ilheir iititll
!Iiiny tiles over. Stili itS ife rnust Ibiul ave a blnît
sud not a ver-y long one, when it is renmee htfaded or

worni goods uauniot well be used for dlecorativeprpes
The goodls uscd,( by defendant on the dIiqputed1 coiitracts have-
ail becin produced4 before me, andprvïcal \ j\iiolit up
lion thley bear iLeor 1)o trace of eveUi haý1\11g left thle 'h
Eroru hes adollier 1oîiertos I av ore tlu the(

conclusion ()ihat, li.id p)lainitTh.' goods beeniîitl a fair aIlllolilt
to have deu df rorii thelir valuie by reaeson of Iiat. s ol
have ben 10 pier cent, I l te abs,-ence of 01hvremdn.
1 airn forced to aiinei thiat the cost of the goudoil aUue
on the con1tr:vIs in question byv defeuidanlt represetatý the1wu
0f the goodls p)1lintifs, wold have usýed 11.1( ihey ben giu"4»
an opor mit, u onl thaýt aunpin10 per cent. of theq
eost of dfJn-danCs goods> wouldI represent thle dieterioýrati:qn

rn takuig the aceount,( thrfrdeedu iIl 1w mi
liîled to dleduci froil thle $1,469.30 'which ucl a. haug

reevd(1) blis cominis sion ainîountinlg to S$2>!3.8I;. ~2 i!a
whoki anounti properly ehairgeable ona) ut fiiatIhv

calld dshusemntsof the flrst 1jiSS, 11( urd ti3 10prcent.
of the vleof Hie articles the charges for N%1hilh I bave vl

dishrsemutsof tuie scondf class.
In arriving at the eost oif the vairionis articles, it will 4e

aeceesarv to heair ;i n niindthe gnrl principles, alrea(ly\ laid
d!own aý oenn the wlet ilqupirv.


