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It wvas, of course, contemnplated that the other niembers of the
irm, thotugli there wvas no absolute obligation on their part,
would deal wvith the firin in providing for their own threshings.
Aeeordingly, it was part of the agreement that their threshings,
Must be paid for at thic same rates as those charged outside.
Thus, while a liri was constîtuted of whichi each of the twenty-
seveu persons was a partner, it was evidenitly not eontemplated
that as between thenelves each should be endowed with ful
authority to ne-t for aadf on behaif of the firai. The principal
authority was delegatedl to the board and the manager acting
uinder anld as authorised by it.

The buieswas procveiee with unider the management of
Dowsoii. Ia October, 190S, the plaintif! arrangedl with Dowson
in the ordînary way for the thiresing of hîs grain. Dowso0n
iindiertookç te dIo it in the unirai couirse, and the thireshing outfit
wa.s takvii te the plIaintif! 's lace and operated, Dowson being in
chanrge of the eniginle, and eue- G(lon, 'also, in the cmiploy, of the
liriii, being in charge of the separator. The plaintiff on this occa-
sion took ne p)art in the mnanagemient or workçiag of the outflt.
an l ne re.spect acted otheriie than as owner of the grain.

While the wvork ef threshing was proceedling, the plaîutff's
barni took lire ndf wasi censumred together with a large quautity
et grain and other preduce and somne fa ri i mplements and stock,
tIre total valuie ot which lans been foundl by the jury te be $3,601.

It was feunid by the itury thait the fire originatcd tram defeeta
il Ille Rimoki-stacek of the engine, andi that; their existence wau
dite 10 Doso ' egligenve, andt] that hie was aware of theai...

lIt is nôt questionedl that, if tire plaintif! was net a inember et
the firi, or if, insteadl ef a lirai ef individual partuers, it was an
incorporated coinpany la which thre plaintif! was a sharchelder,
his reme0y wvould ire etean. But tis dees net appear te advance
the inqniiry-.

The preeise point dees net secai te have arisen or to bre
naticed,( in aay repIorted( decision, and the text-.beeks in diseussing
the rights et partnrs inter ne do not deal with the precise
peint. ...

f Reference te LindIley on Partnerahip, 7th ed., p. 413.]
In tire preseut state of facts, onre partuer Iru sustained a

direct Ios owing te an net of tire liri, negligent and wrengtul te
suil au extent thnt if it oecnslaned lois te a third perion he could
recover againat the firmn or the co-partuers. . . .There is ne
authority fer saying that in such a cas the los thus sustained
by tire one partirer miust ire berne entirely by hlm, and ire la net
entitled te, contribution in respect thereot freai tIre other part-


