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lecided is Everet v.
For long it was un-
1. In 1797 Lord Kenyon
gaging action brought by
| parliamentary candidates
itertaining voters in their
S s , , Bacon V.-C. called it “legen-
" darv.” 3 though fot rs later Jessel M.R. referred to it as
2 “well-known case.”” ¢ Sir Frederick Pollock was one of
hat ““ it took rise from some

: in an equity draftsman’s

chambers.”” 5 Whate jer its status, its memory was preserved
by Pothier,® and made generally available for the profession
by Lindley.” Not until 1893 was the veracity of the legend
established through the assistance of Mr. Hubert Hall of the
Public Record Office.® ‘b i :
The proceedings were brought ill in the Equity side
of the PExchequer. The Billug:lutez'l that the plaintiff was
“ skilled in dealing in several sorts of commodities,” such
as plate, rings, watches, etc.; that the defendant applied to
him to become a partner; that they entered into an oral
partnership, and it was agreed that they should equally pro-
vide all sorts of necessaries, such as horses, saddles, bridles,
and equally bear all expenses on the roads and at inns, taverns,
alehouses, markets, and fairs; that the plaintiff and the

defendant * proceeded jointly in the said dealings with good

1(1725) 9 L.Q.R. 197; Lindley on Partnership (1 1th ed. 1 . 123, n. (d).
2 Ridler v. Moore (1797) Cl.:go - 5 e

3 Ashhurst v. Mm (1875) L.R. 20 Eq. 225 at 230.
4 Sykes v. Beadon (1879) 11 Ch.D. 152 at 195,
:S::'g;,). 3bll..l.Q.R. 106,
gations (trans. by Evans) Vol. 2 (1806) p. 1.
:Pannmblp: see <.g., 2nd ed. 1867, : e
See (1893) ¢ L.Q.R. 197. It was judicially cited in Burrows v. Rhodes [1899)
1 Q.B. 816 at 826, a case arising out of the Jameson Raid.

rd’s Report of Southwark Election Cases (1802)

Vol. 1, p. 180; 11th ed. 1950 p. 123, n. (d).
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