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partnership agreement” was sub-proposedof1939, a a new“draft
owing to Aimé’sbut “was never executedbymitted Auné to Leonce

death.”
ofnothing the existence ato indicateWe find in this evidence
werecontrary, the fact that Aimé and Leoncetrusteeship. On the

partnership definitely confirms thearticles ofcontemplating new
continuing under the old articlestheythat were businesspresumption

agreement could beuntil a new reached.
Motion denied.

All concurred.
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particular juror objecteda to isinstance, indifferent.

discharged.Case


