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twenty-five milcs of Potad Jamerstrasse, Berlin, or St. Stefans
Kirche, Vienna." GoIdsoll had transferred Mis business to, the
Tecla Gemn Co., and he and that company brought the action
against Goidman and 8Scýs3l, a former manager of the Teresa
Company, and S. Sessel & Co., a company under -"hose namne
Sessel and his wife h-'c1 started a sixnilar business ta that of the
plaintifTs in London, claixning an injuniction against Goldinan
restraining breaches by him of his covenant, and restraining the

other defcndants from procuring and inducing such breaches.t It appeared, as the Judge found, that the Sessel Co. had been
promoted and a8sisted by Goldinan, and that the business wa-s

.4 really bis. On the part of the c.efendants it was contende'd that
the covenant was too wide in area, and extended to the dealing
not cnly with imitation but also real jewellery, and -was not
nece&ary for the plaintiff's protection, and was therefore void.i. Neville, J., who tri-d the action, held that as regards thedealing
in real jewellery the covenant wvas flot toce wide having regard
te, the nature cf the plaintiff's business, and as regarded the ques-
tion of area it was severable, and so far as it related to the United
Kingdom and the IsIe cf Man it vwas not tee wide, and he granted
the injunctien as te that area as prayed. With regard to damages,
he held the evidence cf damage te, be of toù general a character
te, enable him te estimate it properly, and he therefore gave only
the nominal amount of £10 as against Sessel and Sessel & CO.

INSURANCE 0F DEBENTUREs-RE-INSURANCE-BANKRUJPTCY 0F
INSL'RER-LABILITY UNO ER COlNTRACT 0F RE-INSURASCE.

In re Law Guarantee T. & A. Society,,-Liverpool Morigage In-
surance Co.'s Caee (1914) 2 Ch. 617. This was an appeal from the
decision cf Neville, J., (1913) 2 Cli. 604 (notcd ante eol. 50, p. 61),
the question in controversy being the'nmeasure ef Iiability on a
contraet of re-insurance. The 'Law Guarantee T. & A. Society
had guaranteed the payrnent cf certain debentures. They re-

j insured two-eievenths of this risk with the Liverpeci Mortgage
Co, The Society becaine insolvent and went into liquidation, and
a schemne was arranged whereby the dlaims cf the debenture
holders were compromised at l0s. in the pounid. The liquidator
claimed to recover the two-elevenths ef the gro',s amounit for
wvhich the Seciety was liable, and( the Mortgage '-o. contended,

4 and Neville, J., *,,o held, that it was only fiable for two-elevenths

of the arnount payable under thie arrangement made with the
debenture helders. The C'ourt~ of Appeal (Buckley, Kenn~edy
and Scrutten, L.JJ.) dissent frorn that, view. on behalf of the


