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company and the deposit, and acceptLd the liability of the pur-
ohaaing cornpany, the deposit ought nlot to be ordered to be re-
turned to the company. The app'ecation was therefore ordered
to stand over with leave te amend.

qP 4ARNEIRSHIP-NOTICE 0F DI-SSOLUTO-P.iRTNERSUIP TEP.,IN.
ABLE BY MUTUAL elGRr,ýEEMET-PIRTNEUSrnp ACT, 1890 (53.
54VICT. c. 39), ss. 26, .32.

Iii Moss v. Eiphick (1910) 1 K.B. 465. a Divisional Court
(Darling and Pick'ford, JJ.), determined that when by the ternis
of a partuership it is to be terminable by muttial agreement, it is
flot open to either partner to put an end to it by notice, nlot-
withstanding that s. 26 of' the Partnersh:p Act, 1890, provides
that a partnership for "no flxed tirne" rnay lie dissôlved by
notice, and s. 32 provides that "subject to any agreemnent" a
partnorship for '<an undeflned tiiie" rnay also be dimsolved hy
notice. Here the agreement of the parties was hield to eontrol
the construction of bath sections.

RAILWAY COMPANY-CARRIER-NCE M OOD,,-OWNER 'S RISK
-REASONABLE CONDITION.

Sutclffe v. Great IVestera Ryl. (1910) 1 K.13. 478. In this
case the plaintiffs had for xnany years consigned wooden cisterns,
lined with lead and litted with a cross bar, and lever, which pro-
jected above th~ edge of the cistern, for carrnage hy the defen-

-1M dants unpacked, and at the defendants' risk. Many of the cross
bars and levers having been broken in transit, in 1907 the defen-
dants uotified the plainties that thereafter tho defendants would
ouly accept themn unpacked at the plaintifso'risk, expept on proof
that damiage, if any, arose froni the wilful acts of the defendants'
servants. The plaintiffs claimed tixat the requirement of packing,

âri.dth refusai to aecept the cisterns unpacked except at the
plaintiffs' risk, were unreasonable conditions, and the County

.M Court judge so held, and his decisici -vas affirnxed by the Divi-
sional Court (Darling and Jeif, JJ.,, but the Court of Appeal
(Williamns, Buekley and Kennedy, L.JJ.) came to the conclusion
that, in the ciroumstances, the conditions were reasonable and
just, and the orders of the courts below were therefore reversed.


