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Defendant Tom Nolan (Nolan) appeals from a judgment awarding Plaintiff Charles 

Winslow (Winslow) damages stemming from undivided profits and unjust enrichment on 
Winslow’s claim of an equal partnership interest in a plumbing business.  The trial court found 
that Nolan and Winslow had agreed to share equally the profits earned from their plumbing 
partnership, that the profits had not been equally divided, and that Nolan was unjustly enriched 
by accepting the benefits of Winslow’s labor, knowledge and experience.   

 
REVERSED. 
 
 Division Four holds: Finding no substantial evidence of a partnership agreement between 
Winslow and Nolan in the record, and no substantial evidence of unjust enrichment to Nolan, we 
reverse the trial court’s judgment. 
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