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the year. Oy this subject T refer to secs. 274, 275, an Con~
of Browne on the Statute of Frauds, and Addison Onh-a to
tracts, 9th ed., p. 34, where the author refers, inter ato ’P :
McGregor v, McGregor, 21 Q. B. D. 424. T refer also dhane
428 and 429, gt which Lord Esher deals with Davey v. '
(111011‘, 4 Bx, D. 81, angd adopts Murphy v. Sullivan.
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application to the agreement in question, nor has R. 5.
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to the time of dissolution of defendants’ partnership, ¢ at

to manufacture separatorg for them. There was at



