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after this; and on the 9th of September, after vacation, an
appointrnent was sought front the trial Judge, with a view of
obtaining a judgment, which the plaintiff thought she was
entîtled to, for payment of the $1,580.

In rep!y to an intimation of the application for appoint-
ment, the defendant's solicitors wrote, saying, "The terms of
the settiement have becn lived up to by the defendants, and
thec automobile is now complete, ready for delivery, and bas
been since three days affr the report by Mr. Rlussell. We
nom- tender it to you, and will oppose any application."

Thelu appicýation was proceed,,ed witli, aud failed; owing to
the fact thiat thec learnoid Jw]g ' osý or opiniion finit th,- ap-
plicafion colb" flot beI inladoi iin ;1 ýI.uîîîîîmry\ way,' nIc ijudgint

having ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ I Tentknbne pî b otenu rie t t
is said] thlat tIllearc ug Xr~O h pno ltn

prooucemnthadl beenl'I niade by M.Bsel andl thait lihe
application wasý, thierefore, prmtr.le iu1l-s ie that lie

didiot dti ruî1inîc tii questioni.
O1 Il;(. :"()Il of Octýober MrI. ?Rselaanise te

car, aiid thenýi fouitd that whiiil u bb (c eifl defets iiolwed
inhalttrof, tlw, l9D1h Auu iadl heen remeied, the enlgine(

was n1ot il[ a SatîSfaiwtorvc1 iin.1 a henttti
thie mleaimeiIi two xpr hadl heeni sen for tîte faetory
te laimiltoni, and hiai] spet ve-aj l; vas Ili ende1ayouring to
make th*y car satisfactory ini operuation, but iii thec resuit
it was notingL bwioer it was ralir wos A new car-
huretlerla enptii without Ili a1:il : nei1 Iluagnetýiwo hiad
been upiei u )Ill i1 ine 110 a ' p1or

Mr, luseliauggste tht th enlueho dsoadeden-
tirely and a ncw engine subl)stitutedi. Thisî was accordingly
done; and on the lst of Noveinbeor, he ag-ain inspected, and
reported, "îthat the car in question is in complete repair to,
my .atisfaetion."

Theo inspction of the 3Oth October was mnade in the
presence of representatives of the plaintiff; the inspection of
the let November was made without any notice to the plain-
ti f.

Thereafter te motion for judgment iý sid( to have heen
renewed, and the trial Judgc did not feed called upon to
interpret the memorandum entered into, but merely di-
rected that judgînent be entcred in accordance with the con-
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