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There was a provision that on the expiration of the period
first providLd for , ~tesi was to ha entered iiito between
file parties and that during the period o? such partnersihilp the
Rasistant thould receive for his services one-third of the net
proceedg and -the senior partner two-thirds and that a for'xîrl
partnership agreemnent inutual]y satisfactory to hoth partios
should be entered into, with a further agrecînent that in the
events o? the terin 'lot heingr nitîtially satisfactory andi the
partnership flot going int effeet the respective rights o? the
parties in rega~rd to patients and who should retain thein to be
referred to arbitration No forniai agrement was entered into,
but the parti es contin led to dû business together for al poriod or
six înonths after the expiration of the original period, after
whicli there was an arbitration -and an award.

H eld, 1. Afflrming the judginent o? the trial judge thiat dlur-
ingi the period o? six months after the expiration of the ori-
ginal period the relation between the 'parties was that of part-
iiers at will, rather thanî an employinent on the original ternis.

2. As tlie provision in the agreemnent with respect to retain-
ig patients on the termination of the agreemednt contaiîied

f0ô effective provision hinding on either party, the court couid
iiot enforce it either by specific performance or injunetion.

3. Au award whieh goes otitsRl.e the tprinîs of the subînision
or is uncertain is void and cannot bce nforced.
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