Mercer Quarterly Court.
Claude Whitenack~ Plaintiff.
--VS5-~ Reply.

Martin Garage and Implement Co- Defendant.

he plaintiff for reply he

n says that he denies that -
the defendant at any time has been ready,willing or able to deliver the machine
to‘the plaintiff upon his compliance with the terms of the salejhe denies that
the ilix!ﬁxnkxxntdxtnxxiaxxiiff consideration for the mac

was to be, paid inlcash on delivery of the machipe or that any part of it was to
be paié cash except $I00.00., which was paid.

' He denies that it was a part of the contract that the plaintifi
ﬁas tq pay for.sald machine in cash before it was delivered to himjhe denies
that éy reason of the failure of plaintiff to take said nachine when tendered to
hi@'or to pay £herefor according to the terms of the purchase it has been dam=

aged in the sum of $I0I.00 or in any sum.

Jas. P, Vanarsdall. _—

ATEOPNEY FOR PLAINTIFF.
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