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4 Te Ge WILLIAMS LAV BCHIOL
BEAMTHATION ON PARTNINGHIE - JMAY 4, 1921, 2S0INTING AT 7130 P,

READOMT POR ARL ANZURRS UNLRGG CLIARLY NQT RIQUINED,

1.{8). Uhat is mewnt by the “"Uniferm Pertugrship Act? (b) About whenm
m;m lmﬂ het sdopted in Virginia? ?«;}, How mony times, S.i’) ua;w, have you
rasd the said bet turough? '

11.{s) A, B snd C, are purtners in the ¢ eeery business dolng buniness
under the férm neme of The Fure Weod Gro, Company, They decide to buy
the Wuilding in whieh they sre conducting business and empluyed yvow
to superintend the tranesactiom, Utate seversl weys Leel Lhe coaveyunce
gf the property whoht be nude ae to grentes or prantoean? '(llm). A ds
gtrongly in faver of seguiring sn sutomebile truek for the purpone of
meking daliveries in the pluee of u horse snd weagon, After congultotion
it is decided not to do vo, B wnd U belng wpoesed, A, nevertheless,
poas to wn gutonobile dealer, vugs & truck, sipns & contreot for paynent
- instelluent and 8 negoetiuble uete, beth in the nmmcefl the irm,
#rhe Pure JToed Oro. Coupeny,” Fer h. The truck is delivered snd B and
¢ jmuedistely netify deslef thwt they do net propene to be responsible,
yhe decler refuses Lo toke beok the trudk spd sctivn is browht, Whe, -
4f ony ene, would be liebl e ob the contreot and en the nete? {e}. If
you repravented the dealer, whe we will say is williew Jones, uader
woet atyle would yoeu bring the proceeding?

115, (w)e Teking the some Ilem trading ss mt Corth in 1i{a). Suppose
thet the firm iw inmolvent und that A snd O heve ne proparty, but thet
B is uosen of meand. ;f you represonted o cludm for goods seld to the
fira in the smount of JR0L0.U0 how would you proveed wid eould you
gollect the some under the ¢ revastancaes stuted? ('b).“f md Y nre
attorneyssetelaw procticing as pertners, || coaeults 7 as to w leged
mptter snd ceke him whet the fire +ill gherge for taking his cesa, X
eonmilbn ¥ Qrivmmly end t..:r:% dneide they will not teke the cose feor
less than [50L.UL, X leter/E811ls 1 ¥hat the fee will be snd upon N'e
kicking, wndertiekes to. represent him for J100.00, Would the contrigt wo
mede, be binding on VY (e). Suppose thet in the sbove law Cirm that Y
without the Jnovledre gr consent of X sipned & controct in the nume of
the Tirm ond pave nete of the firm for & set of Corpus Jurds snd thet
vhen ¥ lewsrned of 4%, he refused to mccept or pey for the busks, wiat
gould be the vights of the seller, if sny?

IV, Teking the firm mentioned in 11{n), sgain suppeve that® desi:ed

to retirve from the fhibn ond he secks youwr sdviese, (o) as te the affect
of niw retiremsnt on provicusly erented obligetions? (v)s A8 to eblie
ations crested subsequant to his retiresent? (o). As to whot atepe
ﬁf any, he cowld teke to pretect hianself speinst past wnd future
gbligntions er either?

v, (8)s Teking ssme fims mentioned in ii{a}. (8)s Swpoose that the fimm
gwed & nuwsber of Hebts, but thay decide to pay X bie debt of JI000,
whigh peyment lesves the sevets of the flm insufficlent te puy sll of
the debls, could the other eraditors teke steps 1o prevent or upset
guch setion on the part ar“'t?n Tirm es » matter of cowaen law er the
semersl lew of prrinershiip? ]+ Teking the some firm sgain, suspowe
thet it were found Necessary or wes degided to liguidate, whet iz the
in which lisbilities of the Tirm ahoudd be pudd seswaing in thds

=

der
::sw thet the firm hus been & m?am wid hes sn undivided swrplup cole
pisting of undintributed pretit, (e), Tuking the smme firm ogein, supposs

thet diesolution snd llquidetion wers being conducted om to the fimm snd
the manbers thareol, OSuppose the firs owed JUGLG, snd 7& 2 HuUG

auppese thel A owan 22000 personal debts ond has SL000 2 A
no poreonsl debts, but has JA000, perssnsl mssets snd C hes 22000, worth
of proparty end owes 1500, personzl Webts, Druw up » schene for dise
tribution of the sssets of the firm snd of the mexbers secording o
reppective priovities under partnership lew of Vieginis.

WRITE QUT D SN PLEDOM,
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