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be the most profitable part of the trade, and in order to protest
and further their trade, the plaintiffs med - special agreements
with factors for the sale of their goods, whereby the factors
bound themselves not to sell to persons on what the plaintiffs
ealled their ‘‘suspended list’’ nor to dealers who did not enter
intc an agreement not to sell below a specified price, nor to per-
sons whose names were on the plaintiffs’ ‘‘suspended list.’”’ The
defendants were on this ‘‘suspended list,”’ but in order to pro-
cure the plaintiff’s goods, they induced a dealer named Ell, who
had signed the above mentioned agreement, fo sell goods pur-
chased from the plaintiffe’ factors in his own name, to the de-
fendants’ agent for legs than the price specified in the agree-
ment, Ell not knowing that the defendants were on the sus-
peuded list. The defendants also induced two other persons
named Leach and HMughes, falsely to represent themselves as
independent dealers, and as such to purchase, nominally for
themselves, but really for the defendants, from the plaintifis’
factors goods of the plaintiff. The present action was Frought
to restrain both of these proceedings and for damages. Joyce,
J., who tried the action dismissed it, holding that neither of the
alleged grounds of complaint gave the plaintiffs any right of
action. The Court of Appeal (Lord Alverstone, C.J., and Buek-
ley and Kennedy, 1..JJ.) although agreeing with Joyce, J., as
to the Ell transaction, differed from him in regard to the Leach
and llughes transaction, and held that the defendants having
induced those two persons to proeure goods by neans of misrep-
resentations were guilty of a fraud on the plaintiffs for which
they were liable to an action, and the plaintiffs were entitled to
an injunction restraining the defendants from inducing by
means of frandulent and improper means, the plaintiffs’ factors
from breaking their agreements with the plaintift.
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In re Shary, Maddison v. Gill (1808) 1 Ch. 372, Tn this
ease 1 testator had given the residue of his estute to trustees upon
trust for cortain named persons and the six children of the late
8 1. Okey in equal sheres as tenants in eommon, By a eodieil
the testator stated that by the six childven of ¢he said 8. F. Okey




