
gva"tit or -refuuin. watiefn cases wbich involve tue Violation
4 negativo stipulation. iii contracte of serffices io now determined
with reference soil.ely to ýthe gmnr principle of equity jurlspru-
-4-detW the -ourt- may -inT-the -exeois of iti -diarton- en-
force by inj'unction. stipulations, of t)iis description, which it
deems eound and reasonable ý. Thst i. to say, upon the general
rule, that upeoiflo performance of a eontract o! service will not be,
decreed, there han been engrafted the exception, that, £ where a
person has engaqed not te serve azy other master, . .. the
eourt can lay hold of that, and restrain him. froin so doing"'
This'doatrine was established ini England by the leading case of
Lumk.y v. Wtzgsscr , in whieh Lord St. Leonards, examined at
-considerable length ail the previous decisions bearing upon the
question .Hiri conclusion was that an injunetion should be

entract bound to abstain from, la not confined to cases in which there are
elther no ether executory terme in the contract, or none which a court of
equlty ha§ not the means of enforcing.

3 tDhitty In Lurnner Y. Palace Theatre (1893) 9 Times T.R. 162.
Compare the following observation of the same judge in De Franmeoo

v. Brrnes 1889 48oh.D. 15~ Injnctont in cases af this kind to re-
&train a breach of a negative clause ~na contract for service ie granted
because, firat, it ia a négative clause; and, se6ondl*, because damagea are
not an ade9uate remedy, and it je considered right in cases of that kind te
înterferé directly by preventIng a breach, which thé persan haî bound him-
self net te inake. Therefore, as t1here Io ne right te sue for damages, thére
cen be ne right te an Injunctien." This statemeut wva@ approyed by Fr.
-LJ., lu 45 Cf . D). 165.

In Story, Bq. Jurispr. j 1343, thé effect of the Engiuh cases la thug
stated: "Thé violation of centracta for personal services may b. restralued
by lujunction, whenever the légal reniedy of damae weuld be iadequatoi
and t he contract la af such a nature that its negative opacifie enforcement
is possible." But this statement is wanting In precision, as It dom, )ot
udvert ta thé materiality of the insertion or non-lnsertlon of a negative
stipulation in tbe ceutrect.

*Lindley, L.J., in Whittood Chensical ro, <1891) 2 Ch. 416.

6(1859) 1 De GM. &G. 04.

&The éarlle.t relevant uas, that of Mforria v. coliman <1841) 18 Vos.
487, wu& thus commented upon by thé Chancellor: «There Mr. Colman wus
-a part proprictor with Mr. Morrs cf the Iaymnarket Theatre, and they

ieéater lat thât conoern, and by thé deet of partnership Mr. Colmat
egéeilhél would not éxercise bis dramatie àbilities for any other

'théatre than thé Siaymarket; hé did tot, howévar, covenset that hé woul
write for the 1Raymarket~ but it was mérély à negative côvenant that hé

-would nôt write fer any other théâtre than thé X-aymarket. Lord Uldon
-granted an injunetion agalnst Mr. Colman wrlting for any other thtatré
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