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ence, it xviii 1w 10 the Local Master ai ONwen Souliol. ossof tht'
reference and further dliretionsxiiý i be reserved. The jtudgiicnt
will bc without prejudiee f0 t he rights of C reepel' & ( riflfii
ILimited against the Asbestos eomipan.v. W. Il. figh, foItll'
plainiffs. Hl. E. Rose, K(.,and J. W. Piekup, for thted'fnl
ants the Asbestos Manufaeturing ('oxpaiiv . Iîiinitvdc. W. S.
Middiebro, KI.( ., for the tiefendants C reeper & Grriffui Liiiiîttd.

RYMAL V. UG.-LN X,1-V IL11

I>artneistip-Disýsolittio)n hbj I)at/i of rtîrAtoul
Reference lVirnling-îîp <'o.sts.1-i Actîi it) revcr ;'$.42 il
ieged to be the share of t1e plaintiff as a atint' ielt M(ut ual
Sfafionery C'ompany ; foir a deelarationi tbai tew patirsi> as
dissoived on the 5111 Apî'il, 1914, hy the tuleat of \V. 13. Newý-
some ; for an injunetion restraiiig the tlfidnsfiot earry-
ing on the business andi distribtiting the ptnri assets ; anti

for an acuai ing and windîig-up. The leairni( J1udge saitl
thaf the partnership bof ween the tieteased William akrNew-
some antd thc plaintiff xas 110f tlissolved iii Ncevsoine's lifvijune,

as contended for by the defeidants. but ctuîtiiîutd unfiil bis,
death, and was dissolved by his death ot the 5th April, 1914.
J udgnîcnt deeiaring this aeeordingiy. anti ii retfinîg a 1-'efei-reuîc
to the Master in Ordînary aft Torouito to tikt' an at'oif f ie
partnership assets, ineiuding an>, profits nade, by tht' d4feni-
dants out of the business since the 5th ApriL. ani for' w îîidîîîig-up1
the partnership aifairs, iii the usii terins. Tht' plaintif' \\;1,, en-
titled f0 eosts out of the share of the dc(ctscd nlaais is
estate gen)eraliy down to the triai. l. K. A'ru ;a iid .11. B. Daw,
for t hc plaintif. G. GIrant, for thedfeans
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Costs-Taxcd Cosis in Lirai of orisiî dniirain
Proceeding-Ritle 653.1-lui a;ieetii forý tut', iiniiisf raf iton
of t he estafe of ILeon GroIdeuberý,. 0wesd.hesoiio fotr the
applieant, having the eonduet of the protee ing nved fo.r an
order for payment out of the estaf e of baxed cost s iii liu of fthe
commission allowed by Rule 653, RionELîiý, J-, said thiat, in the
very partieular circumstanees of the case, t he solieifor mighf
fax his cosfa and be paid the same insfead of comission under
the Rule. Ci. W. Piaxton, for the solicitor,


