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rothing apparent that would indicate that the pool bad been constructed
in an uwrwokmanlike r.;mcr. : 1

‘ihe defendants presented several witnesses sto testificd that the
color of the pool, the maner in vhich the deek brick were laid, the
lack of wniformity of the steps was noticeably performed in an

L

unorinlike pamer. I |
. ‘ihe defendants prodoced testirpny that the aunt required to correct ;
~ the damges. tothe pool as a result of plaintiff's ncgligence In construction
was substantial, Defendants’ Exhibit Yo. 5 by Dore Hasonry showed that
tooorrectdgmsmrywﬁcinlayirgtl‘cbrickintmaeckmﬂdtotal ~ ’
Eight Thousand, Four Hindred Sixty-Eight and 50/100 (§3,453.50) Dollars. .
Dv?tiaﬂr.'}_ti‘_ Exhibit to. 8 showed that, to correct the color of the pool :
and re-vork the steps tould cost Four Thousand, Nine Hundred Eighty-Five )
ard Fof100. ($,935.00) Dollars. Ocher smll aonts of dasges were o | .
testified to but have no real significance in deciding this case. )
‘there were relatively few cbjections to the introduction of .
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evidonce. The plaintiff ohfected to testiromy ccocerning the defendants’
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testiromy concerning the alleged negligence in the tamer of laying
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brick in the deck. 1 concluded that éefendants’ general allegations .
of plaintiff's fallure to properly ccnstruct and install the swirming
pool in a rwpéﬁmd worlmanlike ramper was sufficient allegatiom to

aduit evidence of any alleged mepligence on the part of the plaintiff
in the construction of the pool In question.
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In reaching a éecision in this case the 1av in South Carolima s
very clear that in a contract for work or services there 1s a duty to
perfora it skillfully, carefully, diligently, and ina workonlike rarner. J

Soction 371-17 3. Jur. 2d., Thorpe v. G. E. Yoore Co., 174 S.E. 24 397,

: 251 S.C. 307 (1970), Terlinde, et al. v. Neely, et al., 2711 S.2. 24 768
1 (1950).
A oontract for a price raises an irplied warranty that the thing
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1 sold is free from defocts, knoan and uwknown (to the seller). lane v.
Trevholn Building Caopony, 229 S. E. 2d 7128,
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