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PARTirs.

1. A ccstud que trust under a deed of family
arrangement settled bis sbnre. There were two
trustees of tue settiemeuit, oe of wborn vins
also a trîîstee of the deed of arrangement. la
a suit te adnîinister the trusts of this deed, and
nialze the trustees responsible for breaches of
trust, hdd, tluat as a trustee cf tue settlement
%vas an accounting party te tbe suit, tbe cestuis
que trust under the settlement should be made
parties.-Payne v. .Parker-, Lawi Rep. 1 Ch. 327.

2. In a suit te enferce a covenant in a ]ease
not te carry on a certain trade, the original
eci-enantor is net a preper pnrty, if lie bias
parted witli all lus interest, and is uîot in fault.
-'tements v. ]illIes, Lawv Rep. 1 Eq. 200.

3. If, on tbe construction cf a will, tberc is
a doubt whetlîer tbere mny net bc an întestacy,
and if the fund te be distributed bias been paid
iato court uinder tue Trustee Relief Act, the
Ilouse cf Lords wili not proceed wvitb an appeal
iii the absence cf any one te repi-esent tue xîext
of in-r-iio.v. Kiiiylet, Law Rej). i Il. L.
31).

Sec CiiAml'ERTY; COVLNAN-r, 1 ; IIiJSAND AND

WXFP, 4.

PARTNERSMIP.

1. T~he test te determine the~ liability of one
souglit te be charged as a partuier, is whietber
the trade is carried on in bis b)eliînîf; auîd parti-
cipation ia tue profits is net decisive of tiiet
question unless tie participantio>n is suchi as te
constitute the relation cf principal and agent
between tbe person taking the pirofits and tbose
actîially carrying on tbe business-Bullen v.
2lunip, Lav Rep. 1 C. P. 86.

2. Tvio partners, vibo biad deaiings withi tbe
respondents, toek a new partner. The nevi
partnersbip vins foraed by dced, and a balance
sheet, showing tbe liabilities and assets of tbe
old firm, vins dravin up, and admitted by aIl]
the partners. Tbe new flrmi centinued te trade
witlî the sarc2 beoks as tbe old firni, and no
distinction vins made in the payments, balances,
sssets, and debts of the old and new firins. Tbe
respondents centinued te trade witli the new
firnu, and part of the debt due tlueun fromi the
oid firni vins paid by the nevi firn. Hld, tbat
the re-pondents could prove against the estate
ef the new partnerslîip, wiuih biai becone

bankrupt, for debts due tbcma from the old firm.
-Rolfe v. Flower, Law Rep. 1 I>. C. 27.

3. A pnrtncrship vins formed to continue five
years, notwithistanding the deatli of any part-
lier; the profits to bc tlivitlcd annually; and,
before anfl division of profits, eaicl partner at
the end of cach year to bc credited -%ith inte-
rest on bis capital at the beginning of the ycar.
Onje partne: laving died before the expiirationi
of the five years,-held, that the iîîtuest un lus
share of capital w'as apportionable, so, mnueh as
accrucd in bis lifetime being co?7n1.t, and the
rernainder incoîne of bis estate, but that bis
share of tie profits, diviaed at the anual divi-
sion next after bis deatx, wvas ail income.-.
lbbotson v. Elain, Lawv Rcp. 1 Lq. 188.

4. Partnership articles provided that a part-
ner desirous of selling his sliares should offer
themn to bis co-p,.artners coliectii ely ; if tbey
sbould decline, then to the partuers desirous of
collectively p)urchasing; andi, if none sucli, then
to the pnrtners individua]iy; after wuuich, he
iniglit seli to a stranger. Oneocf four partners
offéred luis slîares to the otber tbree collectively
(one of whom lie knew would not purebase).
The otiier two declared their willingness to
accept. and viere told tlîat nu offer vies made
tliem. IJeld, tiiet tlîis offer enured to, the bene-
fit of the two, and specifie performance decreed

nccodinly.-ornrayv. Foilhergill, Lawv Rep.
1 Eq. 567.

Sec ADIuNISTRiATION, 5 ; INTERROGATORIES, 2.

PATENT.

i. Wbien a pateunt is granted to two persons,
eachi may use the invention witlouit the otber's
cousent, and witbout being accountable to the
otber for liaf the profits from its use. As to

ie profits fromn granting licenses, quoere.-
ratjhers v. Green, Law Rep. 1 Ch. 29.
2. If a plaintiff, at the filing cf a bill, vies

entitlc31 to an inj unction te restrain the iuîfiingre-
ment cf bis pqtent, an inquiry ns te danuages,
under Cairn's Act, yul net be refused lîim at
the hearing, thougbl the patent bias then expired.
-Davenpî-t v. Ryilands, Lawi Rep. i Eq. 302.

3. An interlocutory injunctien te restrain the
infringement cf a patent, moved for in July, tbe
plaintiff having cornplained cf the infrin gement
in the preccding November. atid known cf the
defendant;s proceedin-s in the previous August,
vies refnsed.-Bovill v. ('rate, Lawi Rep. i Erc.

4. An application for extension cf the terni
of a patent on the ground cf inadequnte remu-
neration by a patentee, wbo did not manufa-.
ture or seli the pittented article, but granted
iicenses te manufacture, was refused, it appear-
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