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right upon 1t. They therafore dismie~ed

the elaim witn costs and

Ties, 15/00 as

counsel’'s fs« for the Defendans,

The Plsintife- 2 pealad,

The Bangkok Appeal Court confirmed ¢t he
Jud:ment of the first Court on the groun. ths

the >ontraet beiween the

Plaintifrs ang Chin

Les was in fact a2 eocniract of anle Yy ins-
talments. The preparty in the machine had

therefore passed to Chin

Lee: and the Plain-

t1rfe had no right to recover it from the

DeTendant!

The Pl2intiffs now praesent Cikea; one of
the Judges o° the . Bangkok Appsal Ccurt being
of opinion th2at the matters dmacidac in the
case ware of sufficient importance t9o Justi-
Ty their submissicn to this Court.

The Comrities Oof “he Dika Court has gone

through the record.

¥ith regara to the nature of the origin-
al contract between the Plaintiffs =2:..4 chin

Lee, we do not share the
the Bangkok Appsal Court
tract or gale at a price
ments; because there was
agreenant tc¢ purchase on

view arxpreus.a:c by
that that was = con-
payeable by insteal -
no obligation or
the part of Chin Lee

The ccntract was one uf hiring only, with an
option to Chin Lee aither to terminate 1t
and return the machine at any time or to pur-
chase. We holdA therefors that under this



