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article sold by him in competition with end of the said term, give the plaintiff
the patent not an infringement of it notice in writing whether he would so
Barcuay . McAwvity . vt aeak purchase or wonld depart from Sussex,
It was provided that if the end of the
2 Nule of Dnterest i Ducontion and |y ghe plaintiff did not wish to sell he
Tmprovements—Improvements Not Amount could return to Russex amd resuime prae
ing to a New Incontion—Constraction of tising, in which case  the defendant
tgreemont.] - Defendant was the inventor wight  remain and  practise in Sussex,
ind owner of a patented snow plough, The phiintiff covenanted that he would
and by an agreement with K, sold o on or before July 1, 1804, repair the roof
hine o one-half interest in the invention of the house, and that from that date he
and all that subsequently
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original iuvention, and sufficiently dis
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went, and had it patented as o new in
vention In o suit by K.s administra
tors to secure to them a one-half interest
in the new patent, the defendant con
tended that the plongh was @ new in
vention and not an improvement of the
old invention Held, that it did not
amount to mere than an improvement
within the meaning of the agrecment
AvseErt  Joxgs  AND Joux  Mcotasry,
DMINIETRATORS OF James T, KENNEDY,
Droeagen, . Russenn 282
PHYSICIAN - Sale of Practiee— Agre

ment—Corenant to Discontinue  Practice

Legality Restvaint of Trade Condition
Precedent Wairer New Brunsicick
Wedical  Act, by Viet, e. 19—Vondor  not
Registercd—Terms  of  Iujunction, | The

plaintift
Sussex,
Having
Provinee,

was o physician practising at

il in receipt of a large income
from

oceasion  to the
neut

with the defendant, a physician, to lease
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to him a part of his (the plaintifi®s)
hous inclnding oflices, for two years
fr July 1, 1894, An annual rental
was  reserved,  The  defendant  cove
nanted that at the end of the lease he
would either purchase the house at a
named s, or wounld forthwith |

ind depart from the parvish of Sussex,

and would not for a period of at
three years next thereafter reside in said
parish, or practise thereat, either
physician or surgeon, or act directly or
indireetly assistant
with any other physician or
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within ten thereof, and that he
would, at least three months before the

us partner or
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Sussex for twe and that i the
defendant purchased the honse and lot as
wonld not practic
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for three years from siid  date, e
pairs to the roof were not made until
January, 1895, and were found 1o be
insuthicient, and it was not until the fall

of 1800 that the matter was attvnded to

when o new roof was put on, At the
time the defendant went into possession,
July 1, 1894, he was aware that the re-

pairs had not been made, and he raised

no objection to the plaintiff®s default,
At the time of the agreement the

tiff  was not a registered  physic
though he had been registered the year
before, and was entitled 1o be registered
on payment of the annual f At the
end of the lease the defendant declined
to purchase the property, or discontinue
to practise at Sossex, In a suit for

injunction to restrain the defendant from
practising and residing at Sussex, in the

terms of hix covenant: Held, (1) that
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publie policy.,  (2) that there had been
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PLEADING- \llegations of Fact
clusions of Lwwe.] A bill must allege
facts  and  not  conclusions  of  law.
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