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Summary:  Four crab fishermen sought to dissolve a partnership of five. Oneterm of their
agreement spoke of termination by four out of the five. Another provided for
unanimity to dissolve. Agreement provided for arbitration. Before the
arbitrator, the four also argued that s. 29(1) provided for termination by any
partner and that there should be judicial dissolution, a power assigned to the
arbitrator. Arbitrator found for the other partner.

| ssues: 1) How to resolve the ambiguity? 2) Whether s. 29(1) applied? 3) Groundsto
interfere with discretion to dissolve.

Result: 1) Arbitrator correctly resolved the ambiguity in favour of unanimity. 2) Mosev.
Elphick is good law in Nova Scotia. 3) No palpable and overriding error in fact
finding, and discretion exercised judicially. Appeal dismissed.
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