oWl Loyl mi, T T A RN Rl . ] : ' e " ; L . ' " a H ., o P i . L Pal e A | AT " qal bl ¥ XNy ] | .. : M y, . ! TH b | " ik £ - ol el A

Lot T A G T SRS | . _ el o ) o : o il . X IV . SIS LA e+ v, e BTN vl R A LI A Dy T m s Tty g ML SR T N 2 B T T e e T e T R e AN

ki ._.. i " £ . - f : . & s } . " 1 . J . | d ; ¢ / ... i A i - . ol L iy .... : s i = .. L G G , e 1 2t ..1 Ny oan v .-.1...._.1.__.___.... , ....... L i X P A ALY ; ! .. it ” L ... ... ; | L YT il i ; =" g T ne i b .. : 4 .. M e BT 3 .. I LY 1._.1.. ; i ..... T _...: -....?‘ ___“.. & 4 _1'._ [T}

ol .—-1.‘ 5 A v 1 r L .. '] 1 L f i AR . w1 RN .n_. 4 . . » ! sl &L, I | .. ol il - ! . ... ] ... . J .. -.. 1 e 4 ...n ....1. I : ; W | y ! v . i o ! . r ....... ..1- .. " ¥ 5 L"m-.“._..-_ .. _..-..1

-l.”-..-_.ﬁ-..__.. .. ._- \ i ] | 1 i "k | v R - .. il ¥ ; . 3 AT - . ) 1 ] T H : i i .. 1 -.. g [ : ] A ! L o * | o § i P L ! W .... 1 i T ] 1 4 ‘ ..J_..‘ .___Tﬁ hﬂh_
SRR oI e D i VA G L i

¥, i) Bod ol xSyl A M . . I T,
Tl ppc A SRR b 00 vy T bt I i e P sh¥a iy e A TALW N ot A L8 ARS

i

3"
Il ;_.. Friy
Ty

i
i

= Ngn, . "l i‘.‘ g, =

B A

E R iy
o o TR L et

e

<y -

I -...I . s
..q..uﬂ..l. T_d._....._ wlile ‘. [_-l.r..“..-._ﬁ_ L iy ...- vq... i

!
§ s
|

.-“ - ..-.._.-_u1 i

M
_-
T 0y )
}

vimi

M-

i, T YR
Y

L

Fraall

the

owS ,

ted as

“and:

: wo:;d

-

io

W
L]

as

In that

7

mitat

The

-
s

~limite
iness." -

a

=

'

of

the bus

L

1d not be

Ffect wi

S shou
1n e

d

-

plus 20%.

L

(Tex.).
to take down and

was

LS a
ing

L

ipense
1S use

ts"
615

ontfact-

L]
&

COS

v

ll
duct

ua

ar

con

ice ex

cost"
SRR

> "actual
nk, ll SW-24

d 'act

Y-

W
g .

B I |
RN 2l

-
-
=
e gl

-

T
=

tled to cha

L 2

wOX

to a ¢
s for "actual cost"

.. w...
U4
O
0
P a
0.0
Q 'S
RO B (¢
r~{.:
—

¢ "
-

rom -a
h

-

1

[ 4

Sta
n
hbank £

-
-
—

he p

£

foll
ont

hed £
taxes

C

i

tl.

r
in

W

is

Fa
=

'

rta

tractor was

u
01
whe

A

at

=804 3
luded

-

Ge

. »

a contractor e

=

-

insur:
f rase "ac
.+ . Anccher case where
Mailander v, te Ba
tered in
xture

case.
et

—

L
-

con

s

i 8tg
as disting

g

=

Depx

-
.

LNC
13

P
-

o LS

a

--.t:i]::
st

ti

-not.én
1S

1eld

1
i

erat

i ....‘

i e
 NLE - ol T H.?t-.t.- Ma.__-.._un..

.. ——_—— L e e T T e § . 5 e - 'S
L] L ]

ihary
-Was

g -
L

d

the

-
I'

r

"Actual ¢o

)&
itation.

Again the Court con-.
imi '

rge any part of

job.

ar

ing a particul

e

factory (overhead

%

g h

in
actual

do

.OpE
S in
word

1

ia

of
he

t

d mater

an
781

-

. eéxXpenses

..as a word of 1

dered

-
=

Johnson

the Massachusetts Cour

4

-
o=

-

w

&

4

ry cas

ass.

contra

=

55 S
A

e was the case of Fillmore v.

1915) where

gLt g

.._.‘..-_.__..__.._i

t dealt

-

L

actual cost" of manufactur

® -Ei ‘153 (M

L

with the quest

109 N

L
-
-

o ...T...;. :.-....

T
L

Ty

g 4

toilet

ing
d-to buy toilet -

£ .-the "
the defenda

10n O

AT
e

5 ¥ r.h..i...wr.-..*-

i_r._ﬂ.ul_.
n

R

" s

agree

had

nt

is case

In th
from the pla

ju

h

-
1

%

LSSue.

c

L N

ff at a pr

ing

LCEC

-The-

=

to be

the ‘actual
ging.

~actual cost, the ifems mak

L

items

perxcent plus
- packa

the marxkKet pr

L]

-as the

based on
lls and

ice

Q
"the same

th

B

ive (5%)
lssue ro

il
-

lus £
yet t
1ning

oi

t.
determ

-
-

]

-

1

o
mbo rolls p
ol 5

11

1ng in
in

-

in
inis
Court held that

—

up' actual cosi-are substantially

a

issue’

t - Of-L

-

tlssue

=

+OELE
cCOSs

i o |
T L L
. E [
P g B T e s

= &
=

X’

b 1fs b
; --r .I : . . [ Al \
. L | iy L _L..l__ vl -

LIS

in lnguiries

f .
L]
[ ]

-

- 3

certa

ofits,

i0n,

P net pr
lat

-

a
=

cla
ave discussed and made

, depre

ts to make u

1
enses

ice exp

£
In addition I h

-11

. deducted from gross prof

-
T T o L Do

- |

s |

& bW | J...
MV SR LR R, AS
A

vt _.-._L.. fﬁ i H .
3 o, N # oy
NS AT

d/or
It was.pointed out to me by Vic

,State'Roads Comm

|
1
1

ey F L : ok ¥ s Y
AN SN Rl i sk SR S M PR nt
1 % g F . ... i . 1 Py ¥ . - . .. ... ... ¥ ¥ i : -1 . . : J%ﬂvwb ___1._.-.

-.-.1.

| ....._....v._. A ...
AR g

|
VO I Sl AR
N D IS

Tl TR -~ q”__ o

[

pibw oy W g o

’

tor| Walter

the const

11

vice versa

-

4 -

1LSS10Nn an

treets.

-

L

roads and s

el
.Jw 1
gt -

i
dl b Fa, 1=

e construct

de for

1.....1 -_-..".

RN

A ¥ il

[ ! .. J W .1. iy T _“.. o L
¥ L i b ey { . i N Y A [ 4 o
e 1 sy dy - ., ‘wm...w....._:.. _ Ay ,.:...._.h..;...,...,. ..w__”f.:_._,ﬂ_.. s ' ,u___._rf - :
\ ...Jq.., iy w i e ._mi,._,.__“___..., ..,,__.____ Yo IR 14 ..._....___. "y ... 1

'y

5 -0 L] A
- h *- * .1'. & i
i .ﬂ.. .J.“.-.._..__-. 1 ] |=__.F1..H._.ﬂ —...f
AN

1

T bl

2 __.ﬁ
K

i

' .n.“—-..lﬂr. 1 4T " 1 . 1 1 .

i 1 £ o r .#h_ "y ) .- | R .._. p . ﬂP

: ML T s . Yy . M F..
S Ay

i
1 __.i

engin-

-

rcent

View .

-
o

&

/& ten pe
includes

5
ea

oplnlén

cost
) overh
~word of 1

ion
10%

L.0nN.

L

ten percent (
Lstrat

minis

is my

B

-

£ th

O
is

T
Th

Dnsandﬁgg

e

3
conc

ok

il
.
-

pa
15

overhead.,
inspec

Yovi
(10%)
. eexring

o -
4
-

-

¥

..__1 i _._-*

1k L []

lus
d

- that the ‘bette
ion,

1t

actual'

L

.01

s1us

& o W 1 .. M__ ?.--.- N

i i

-..... .. ok i~ 2
s _. T ) 1 A a_..jvr.‘ .. " W i

i

both

Ll

stra.

g the
i

Y
o

Ml

b
Cts. with

L]
r

in

Eo tHose

‘ad

imi

L

—

24
1S case
t contra

.supported

th

ed sum for

-

tat
1S

in

imi
3
pinion
the faat that.presen
1LX

This o

g

lude a f

-=

‘the C

1NC

-
-

1S a
do’

2 charged to
jo

3 a
i

ty and

ission

1

\

4 ey

.

&
-

il
hor
s Comm

t

i
-

may

W
-

au

h
of
Road

1C
£

Lo,

-
-

ht

ord
wh
y expended on the-

-

expenses

4

L

that the w

-

State

é'

-

ectl

e welqg

=

is
th

~th




