
agreed to pay as one. of the terma of settiement between the ud
parties."$

Held, that the plaintlffa could not meover ini an action in the
form in which it was set up, as the plaintiffs ini such an action
-would be strangers -to the contrat-t (Mindy v. Oamdy, 30-Ch.D!.
57; Leake on Contracta, p. 292; neither eould the plaintiffs que
oz eestuis que trustent claiming a benefleial interest under the
agretnient,-for the evidance did flot shew that the $50 was tob.
paid to the defendant 's wife as trustee for the plaintiffs: In re
E'rpress C'gcHtg(o., 16 Ch.D. 125. Bunt that there was
uxider the ciroumxtane8 an equitabie assigrinent of the wife's
Plaim for coats to the solicitors, whieh was assented by the thre
parties ail pr6sent together, and which enabled the plaintiffs,
by au aniendient of their particulars of dlaim, to main tain an
action in their own niianes for the costs in question, and that,
upon sueh aniendnient being made, the verdict in favour of the
ptaintiffs in the County Court should be aliowed to stand. Ap-
peal dismnissed without eosts.

Bio-bidgc, for plaintiffs. Phtillipps, for defendotnt.

Richards and Perdue, JJ.A.J [Jiine 29.
SLINGsBurty MANTIFACTURING CO. V. GELLER.

Pa?,tnersqhip--Lienited pa.rtteship-R.S.MV. 1902, c. 129. Rs. 61-81,

Appeal from decision of PnnipPE-;, J.A., notedl ante, p. 210,
allowed with cos.

B'eld, that Rosenthai., having agrecd to enter into a partner-
ship with his co-defendants, thougli intending to take adve.ntiige
of the provisions of the Act. so es to lihit his liability to that
of a special partner, and having contributed $4,000 to the capital
of the firm flot as a loan, as he lad failed to coniply wîth such
promisions, had maade himself liable, upon cotnmon law princi-
pies, as a general partuer.

To becorne liable as a general partner, it is not neeessary that
the person should bcelcothed with authority to bind his feilow
partners as their agent. Ho may be a silent or dormant partner
and yet !!able as a general partuer.

Pooleli v. Driver, 5 01.1). 474, followed.
Gameron and Ph.ilUpps, for plaintiffs, Bradshaw, for defen-

dant Roseuthal.


