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& a. &v. Robinson a.Wallace

the billof a in of mem-During pendency brought by two the fourequity,
of a two, account, &c.,bers the for another the de-partnership against

fendants billcommenced a in the sameplaintiffsfor theequity against
Meld,and obtained apurpose, thereon trustee that secondwrit. the bill

should be dismissedwith cost.

Equity.In bill,The E. G. & E. Wallaceby against Charles E. Rob-
inson & R. inCyrus Robinson, 1872, vacation,was infiled and a trus-.
tee writ ofissued the the Theupon application plaintiffs. allegedbill
the formation and dissolution of a between the andpartnership parties,

for an and a forprayed accounting, payment anydecree the of sums
which, should to be toupon due the Noaccounting, appear plaintiffs.
service was term,made E. Robinson. Atupon Charles the first after

bill,the of thefiling R. Robinson moved toCyrus dismiss the andbill,
also filed the following plea:

The said R. onCyrus 21, 1870,Robinson that Novembersays he
filed billhis in theagainst parties suit,other to this in whichequity he

forth ofset the existence the set inup the billpartnership plaintiffs’
modification,and the and for an allof theprays adjustment partner-

affairs in as full a as inship bill;manner for the andprayed plaintiffs’
the iaplaintiffs, their answer to said bill R. Robinson,of setCyrus up
the same of fraudulent E.charge issue of notes Charles k R.by Cyrus
Robinson as is in bill,now set the and theby issueup present joined

bill,in said the same issue -was as is inpresented billpresented the
Wallace,E.broughtnow G. & E. andby between the same parties,

and that these were to and could haveplaintiffs entitled the same re-
andlief in suitprotection Cyrusthe wherein R. Robinson ispending

and E. G. E. and defendants,& Wallace E. Robinsonplaintiff Charles are
bill;as in the that the in billthe formerpresent proceedings were

taken for the same as and that said bill ispresent,the nowpurpose
in this court.pending Wherefore the said Robinson thatprays the

bill be with costs.may dismissed
dismiss,In of his motion to the defendant relied on the rec-support

inord the suit—Robinson v. Wallace—described in theequity above
court,of that the itplea. Upon inspection byrecord thatappeared

bill in suit R.the that was Robinson E. G. &brought by Cyrus against
;E. Wallace and E. Charles E.Robinson that Robinson wasCharles

of Massachusetts,described as and that no hadservice been made
him; ;that the suit had been that E. G.upon since 1870 &pending

answer;E. Wallace had filed an that R. had filedCyrus Robinson a
“; and a hadthat master been to decide and’re-replication appointed

all matters of Saidfact involved in the billport upon pleadings.”
R.Cyrus allegedRobinson other the forma-by (among things)filed

intion and dissolution of same tlie billthe describedcopartnership
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for anthings)otherfiled E. G. & andWallace, (amongE.by prayed
that theandaffairs,and of theaccounting partnershipadjustment

might,whateverR. RobinsonCyrusshould directed toWallaces be pay
them.fromto himto be duesaidupon accounting, appear

a. shouldRobinsona. v.The court ruled that the suit Wallace & &
dismissed,be and the excepted.plaintiffs

ofamade partare'suitsand records inThe entire bothpleadings
this case was reserved.statement. The

Sanborn for theClark, plaintiffs.&

S. C. Eastman, for the defendants.

“ in equity,a suittoLadd, anyJ. the of partyUpon application
security,for hisan order it to bemay made, requiredbe when appears

asand returnablein in such formfavor,for a writ of hisattachment
otheranyofthe court ordirect, the estatemay against property

190,Stats.,Gen. ch. sec. 7.party.”
“ againstoneby partnera bill in for an account filedequityUpon

all the partieshis of theafter the termination partnership,copartners,
settle the partner-are shouldactors,to be as and the decreeregarded

aif was complainantas eachconcerns between all theship partners,” “ ifa; such proceeding,his bill his and infiling against copartners
defendants,of thea in favorbalance is found theagainst complainant
defendantsmay favor of suchthem,or of a entered inany decree be

H. 201.N.Came,v. 45the bill.”upon plaintiffs’ Raymond
in thisreliefno orremedyIt is obvious can havethese plaintiffs

in other suit whereto them thethat is notproceeding entirely open
mustare defendants. The be overruled.they exceptions

dismissed.Bill

& a.Plummer Currierv.

inmadeevidence, thoughinadmissions be shownmayIndependent
aof dispute;—of a reference or compromisethe.course fornegotiations

heldwerecertain premisestrial a asthus: on the of to whetherdispute
rent, orto payunder an agreementthe of the defendantby plaintiff

of muchhowrefer theotherwise, questionan offer the defendant toby
received.as rent wasthe shouldplaintiff pay properly

the meaningwheat and are withinunthreshed oats provisions,Whether
factattachment, a ofisof the statute from questionexempting property

J.,thefor dissenting).jury (Ladd,
from factsthe court speciallya verdict can be concludedbygoodWhere

entereddone, accordingly.andfound the it beby judgmentwilljury,


