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ABSTRACT. 

DEFENDAN'r'S BRIEF. 

The bill, on its face, shows that on the first day of August, 1856, the partnership 

was ended by an agreement between the parties that the defendant should have all the 

partnership property and pay all the debts of the firm, and pay the plaintiff $3,200 out 

of the goods then �n hand. This agreement was, in effect, a contract of salo. 

This agreement (it is submitted) renders a discovery, accounting and settlement, 

(and consequently Chancery Jurisdiction,) unnecessary, and if it is not complied with, 

the proper remedy would be a 8Uit at law on it for damages, and not a bill in chan­

cery to settle the partnership. Stout vs. Whitney, 12 Ill., 221; Gaw on Partnership. 
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