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M1acdona.id v. Ryles (1921), 1 Ch. 631.. The plaintifs wh-o
were lýublishers entered into an agrement with the defendant
Eyles whereby she agreed to give the plaintiffs an option to
publish "lher next three books" on royalty ternis. In violation
of the agreement, without giving the plaintifse au option to
publish one of her <'next bocks" she made arrangements with
lier eo-defendants to publish, they baving notice of the agree-
ment with the plaintiff. This action was brouglit te restrain
hoth defendants f rom publishing the bock in question, and
Petersoii, J., granted the injunction, he holding that the con-
tract was not a contract of personal service, but a contract by
the defeidant Eyles to seii the product cf her labour which
could bie specifloally enfoeed by injunction.

RESTRAINT OP TRADE - AuCTIONEES AND ESTATE AGENTS-
CLEUK- CONTRACT OP SERVICE - RESTRICTIVE COVENANT.

Jiowler v. Lovegrove (1921), 1 Ch. 642. This was an action
to enfoee a restrictive covenant, whereby the defendant, who
had been a clerk in thc plaintiff's employ, bound hinseif that
after lie had cea3sed to lie in their empicyment lie would not
for the term of one year carry or or ie interested in carrying
on the business cf an estate agent and auetioneer within the
boeougl of Portsmouth or in the town cf Gosport, the places
where the plaintiffs carried on their business. The plaintiffs'
business wvas that cf auctioneers and estate agents and the de-
fe.idant 's duty, while in the plaintiff's ernploy, was te inter-
view people and te obtain for the plaintiffs buyere or sellers,
or intend- ig luenos or lessees of lieuse property. The plain-
tifse duly' terminated the defendant 's employinent iu Septem-
ber, 1920, and on leaving their service the defendant at one
set up business as an estate agent witbïn the prohibited arëa,
but lie did nlot take out an auctioneer 's licence or do business
as an auctioneer-altioughli e used the initiais A.A.I., meanîng
.Assooiate of the Auctioneeis' Institute. Lawrence, J. who
tried the action, held that the covenant in question was not
voîd for unortainty, but that the defendant in earrying on the


