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ness of clothiers, had agreed that lie would not, within three
years &ter leaving their employ, ka engaged ini or carry on a
simi!ar busins to the plaintifsé within twenty-live miles of
London or within twenty-five miles of any place where the de.
fendant should have been employed by the plaintifs at any time
during the continuanwe of the agreement The Countyv Court, in
which the action wss commeneed, granted an injunction, whieh
was reversed by a Divisional Court (Pickford and Avory, JJ.),
whieh decision in turu was reversed by the Court of Appeal
(Williamns, Kennedy and Buckley, L.J J.). The House of Lords
(Lord Haldane, L.C., and Lords Dunedin, Shaw and Moulton)
have now reversedl the judgknent of the Court of Appeal, and
restored the judgment of the Divisional Court aetting aside the
injuriction granted by the County Court. The D.-vWsonal Court
had, however, decl'kÀd the question on the ground th&t the
areement was too vague, because "London," as a place of de-
serintion, was too indefinite, and because in an earlier parn of
the agreement it wai; described as being in the County of Middle-
sex, wht:reas Londoýi is now itaelf a county, and is not in Middle-
sex. The Ilouse of Lor'is. lioxu- ý dispose-i of the case on the
broader ground that the restriction was unreasonably wide. As
Lord Moulton remarks, it is sad tc, think that in this case the
appellant bas to g,) through four courts before lie cor'ld free hixu-
self f rom the unreascnable restrqiint whieh lie had -.mposed on
himself liv his covenant. Aecording to t'ie report hte arrived at
therourt cf last re-surt in forma pauperis as might lie naturally
expected.

EXECUTION-FIERI FACIMS-U>NPATENTED MININQ CLAIM IN ON-
TABIO-SEIZtR.E AND SALE£-M.ININo AcT op ONýTARio (8 EDW.
VIL. c. 21) ss. 35, 59, 72-74, 77, 78--EEÇcrONý AcT (9
EDw. VI 1. _-47 ON0T).

t C? !jrksoit v. Vîi.çfart (1913) A.C. 828 îs an appeal from the
High Court of Jistice of Ontario. The simple point lieing
whether a judgment dlebtor 'a interest in an unpatented minixag
claim is exigible under a fieri facia8 against the goods and lands
of tlic ejbtor. The rale wvas tuad:e by the Sheriff of the interest
cordera e.fa. estof aese th chattsero as lan. ofThe miningrre-

uner af. a s fachte, and onlota t ahe aiûnd o. The inin re-l
that the interest of the debtor in the claini was inerely that of
atenant at wiIl and was flot exigible. T.he Divisional Court


