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.n this statement, the defendants set forth items of payment
outlay on aceount of 'the plaintiff, aggregating $1,613.55,
it is admiitted that these items are correct. But in the
tstatement the defendants credit the plaintiff with

79.60 value of shortage in supply of slops, and strike a bal-
* purporting to, shew the defendants indebted to the plain-
mi the suxu of $666.05. And, if there had been no dlaim by
plaintiff for damages, this miglit have been adopted as a
,h and ready adjustment of accounts between the' parties.
if the plaintiff had aecepted the allowance of $2,279.60 and
dropping of ail dlaim for the difference between $2,914.28
$2,550 per month, as a settiement of bis dlaim for damages,
same resuit wouid have been achieved.
3ut, in dealing at the trial with the plaintiff's elaim for
ages, the learned Chancellor treated this statement as en-
ig the plaintiff 10 the balance of $666.05, as well as to his
dlaim for damnages. It is plain, however, tbat the plaintiff was
Pntitied, under the eircumstances, to the credit of $2,279.60,
thia sum should have been stricken from the account,
zig the plaintif! indebted on this account 10 the defendants
ie sum of $1,613.55, as well as for the difference of amounts
for rentai, an'd-the assessment of damnages should have been
eeded with tapon that footing.
'ben as te the amount of damages. An examination of the
adants' accounts rendered to the plaintif! and the plaintiff's
records, shiew that the plaintif! was put to a considerabie

tiouai outlay for fodder in consequence of the failure of
slop supply; and, on the defendanta' own shewing in this
,ct, as disclosed by an analysis of their accounts, the
zut se expended exceeded what would have been necessary
e contract had been carried out.
'he testimony as te the fattening and weight-producing
ities of the siop and the rate of încrease per monîli or dur-
ffbe seasen diseloses a very considerable variance of opinion.
admitted apparently that the average gain or increase in

lit of the plaintiff'. cattie up to the lime of the fire was
t 69 ils. per head. There is evidence tending to shew that
ould have been as mucli as 250 lbs. per head, while others

it ah eonsiderabiy less. The plainti! estimates 215 ibs.,
deducting 69 lb.., lte actual increase therefrom, lie makes

i fer 146 lbs. per head. There seems le, be very 11111e, if
dispute as to the price, viz, 51/2 cents per lb. It i. of

le impossible te estimate the exact amount of the shortage;


