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Singer Manufacturing Company v. Bullard.

aWhere is delivered an thatsewing-machine agreement' aupon specified
sum is to be for the ofuse it until a certain amountpaid monthly is

returned,and then the machine is to be orpaid, one cent for itpaid
the machinethe title to does not to untilpass the bailee the full amount

is paid.

Replevin of a Facts found asewing-machine. referee. Inby
March, 1879, the defendant received from the aplaintiffs sewing-
machine, and an thesigned ofagreement acknowledging receipt

dollars,the machine of the value of and totwenty agreeing pay
for use ofthe the it five dollars month untilplaintiffs theper

ofamount dollars was tothen return thepaid, and machinetwenty
orto the one cent for it. Afterplaintiffs pay making payments

dollars,to the amount of ten the defendant and refusedneglected
1881,to make further and in after apayment; demandany July,

defendant,the and a to machine,refusal or deliver theupon pay up
the it. Judgment was ordered for theplaintiffs replevied plain-
tiffs, and the defendant excepted.

O’Connor,for theSulloway, Topliff plaintiffs.8f

J. forBartlett, theP. defendant.

Clark, The machineJ. was the of theproperty plaintiffs,
whether the is as aagreement lease or as aregarded conditional

title would notsale. The untilpass the was inprice full.paid
ofa demand and a refusalpayment, toUpon within acomply

time, or machine,reasonable to deliver the theup plaintiffs had a
to it. v. 29;34 N. H.right replevy Bailey Colby, Singer M’f’g
Graham, C.,Co.v. 8 17­—­S. 34 Am.Oreg. Rep. 572.

Exceptions overruled.

J.,Stanley, not sit:did the others concurred.

a. v.Rowell Hollis.&

The towns to theirduty imposed upon keep inhighways suitable repair
cannot be avaried of custom toby proof make inrepairs a particular
manner.

The admission of evidence immaterialwholly furnishes no sufficient ground
for a trial.newgranting
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