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au agreement with Frances Darling for the sale to her of the car
in quiestia)n for $2,390.30, of which $80 was paid in cash, and the
balance wvas to be paid in 10 monthly instalments, of '$159 each.
The ,oeitract %vas emhodied i a conditional saile agreernint, dullyffied ini accordance wvith the C'nnditiuinal Sale,, Acýt, .. 1!?14
eh. 136. The Property ini the car and its equipmenýý)t, t)gethe(r
with ail additions or substitutions of parts, acesretires, etcý.,va to reniain ini the vendors until payxnent in fuil The pur-
chaer expreýslv agreedl to make ail nec("ar repairs and to kéep
the. vehivle and its equipinent free and clear of ail liens andI incuin.
brwnces. There were provisions entîtling the vendors to reposses ý-
gou in the event of the purchaser's faïlure to observe any of the

etipulations and agreements contained îi the contraet.
The contract Was assignied to, the plaintiffs the Commercial

Finance C'orporation Limited, but was, afterwards re-assigned tothe plaintiffs tfie Premier Motor Sales Limited.
The. car was taken by Frances Darling, and on the 1SthOctober, 1919, while ini charge of McK., a friend of Frances D.,wa badly mnjured in a collision with a street-car, At MK'

request, the car was taken to the defendant's garage for repair,
and MüK, gave the defendant instructions to repair it.

There wws a great deal of evidence as to-whether or not Frances
1). had ratified MeK.,s instructions to the defendant. She
,epudJated ail liability for the repaira, but adinitted gîving instruc-
tios Wo the defendant uiot to allow McK. Wo take the car even if
b. paid for the repairs.

tipon coitradictory evidence, the leamned Judge finds thait
Frances D). did in fact inake herseif responsible for the repairs;
that Wo ail intents and purposes McK. wus acting as lier aigent inicrdering the repaira; and tht any orders given by hinm for which
he. had not at the time express authority were afterwards ratified
hy ber. The facet that, the defendant opened the accourît in his
books agatinst Me.and subsequently billed MrK. for the, repairsdid no amounlt to an election Wo look tù McK. alone for payxnent
noe release Frances D. from liability.

Thxe repaira were completed on the I1th Novembei, 1919, uid
th defendant's account for material and labour axnounted Wo
$54,47. This amiount not having been paid Wo hlm, lie claimed
tob. entitled to a lien upon the car therefor.

Frncs . failed Wo pay any of the instalments payable under
th coziditional sale agreenment, the firet of which feil due on the

13hNovember, 1919; and the plaintiffs now souglit the recovery
ofthe car, but declined Wo pay for the repaira.

Ile contravt between the vendors and Fraces D. being
edecdby writing signed by lier sand duly filed as required by

th Conditional Sales Act, the provision that the ownership of


