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the right cc re-enter and avoid the lame on braach of covenant offert no
ixnpedlma 'it to the enfarcement cf the covenants speeiftcally: DyAke v. Taylor
(1861),3 De 0. P. & J. 467, 45 E.R. 969.

Where the contrat woul b. unressonable unless it sives u~n option to
the person etlpulâtÀng to psy the sum, this wil bc a ati ong cfrcumatance for
treatig the cofltlMt ar, alternative. Se where a lady, adniinistratrix of her
huebaiid, covenanted, under a penalty of £70, to renew a oub-.Iems as often
as sho obtained a xenewal of the heALd-lems, and it appeared that the fines on
the head-lesfi were raised oii renewal, accordling te the thezi value of the
property, e a ta render ber covenant unreasnable exoept upon the con-
struction of its giving her an option, the House of Lords treated the contrant
as alternative- Mlagrant v. Archbod, 1 Dow, 107.

Ini the ease cf Re Daçenham Dock Co.,- Ex parie Hutus (1873), L.R. 8 Ch.
1022, a company ineorporatnd by Act cf Parliament for making a dock, agreed
with a land owner to purchase ik place of land fer £4,000, of which £2,000
was te be paid at once, and the remaining £2,000 on a future day named ln
the agreemcent, with a provision that if the wholeocf the £2,000 and intorest
waa flot paid off by that day, ln which respect time was te be cf the essence
of the contrant, the vendors xnight reposams the land as cf their fermer estate
without a'iy obligation to repay any part cf the purchase-rnoney.

The court hold that this stipulation was in the nature cf a M. nalty froni
which thno mpeny was entitled te o rclieved on paynient cf the balance cf
the purchase-rneney, wîth intereist,

In Duntlop Pneumnaic Tre Co. v. New Garage anid Mfolor Co., [10181
A.C. 79, the appellants, who were nanufacturr cf mater tyres,
evers and tubes, supplied theze goodo to the respondents, who were dealers,
under an agreement whereby the reapendents, in consideration cf cert~ain
trade discounts, bound theinselves net te tainper with the marks on the
geods, net te sell or offer the goods te any private custoniers or te sny o-oper-
ative society at leus than the appellants' current list prices, net te supply te
pereons whos supplies the appellante had dccided te suspend, not te exhibit
or expert without the consent cf the appellants, and te pay the iiun cf, £E5
by way cf liqidated damiages for every tyre, cover, or tube solà or offered
in breach cf the agreement.

The repondents sold a tyre cever te a co-eperative society below the
current list prie, In an action for brcach cf ccntract, it was preved that
substantially the whole of the appellante' business in these articles wez donc
through the trade; that in order te prevent undcrse\ling the appellants
insisted upc» all thoir tr&de customers signing agreeniente cf this nature, anid
thatlhe probable affect cf underselling by auiy particular trade customer was
to force their otlier tradaocustomners te deal esewhere. The Court cf Appeal
hadi held that th-.$ £5 agreed te ho paid waa a penalty: The leueocf Lords
reversed this, holding it te bc liquidated damageo. The list cf eases and
anthorities are carefully reviewed in thisc~ase,

Axnong the Canadian cases rnay b. noted Fi4ekon v. Wride, 7 Grant's
Ch. 598.

Upon a contrant for sale cf an astate subjiet te a mcortgage, it was stipu-
lated that the vendor sheuld exeoute a bond ta save hannIes and indemnify
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