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2.5 Restraint of trade

Restraint of trade

Restraint of trade

Restraint of trade

Restraint of trade

1
2.
2
Restraint of trade
Littlewoods Organization Ltd. Mr. Harris5
Mr. Harris Littlewoods
(Executive Director) 2 Littlewoods
Great Universal Stores ! 8 (i)

5M.W. Bryan, 'Restraintoftrade :Back toaBasicAnalysis, "J.Bus.L. 19&)

1 326-35 '80.
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' 12
(Mr.Harris) Great Universal
Stores Ltd. (GUS.) '
Great Universal Stores Ltd. (GUS.)
1977 12
4 1977
GUS. 8
GUS.
Restraint of trade
2 .
Littlewoods GUS.

GUS.
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1,100 15
4 2 Littlewoods GUS. 2 3
GUS. 352 %

Littlewoods 30.3%

GUS.

Restraint of trade

Restraint of trade

Mocauley V. Schroeder

Publishing; W.E.A. Records V. Clifford Wavis Shell U.K.Ltd. V. Lostock
Morage Ltd.
Littlewoods
GUS.
Littlewoods GUS.
Lord Denning Megaw L.J. ,

* Techniques of construction are a subjective matter dependent on the
tempcramant and judicial philosophy of a particularjudge.
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Browne L.J.

*

? Lord Denning

Macauley V. Schroeder Publishing
(1974,

**

Lord Emund Davies
k%%

" (Unreasonable)

Heydon

Littlewoods
GUS.

* thispoint deserves sympathy. It is not simply based on conservative
principles of literal construction.

** the courts implied a term according to whether or not it wes
reasonable in all the ctcumstances to do so.

*** /6 touchstone is always necessity and not merely reasonableness.

+...Is internally inconsistent. It has anarrow severance doctrine, but

some courts act on a broad liberal rule of construction. Any court wishing to evade the

doctrine of severance can construe the covenant in such away that it is not illegal in
the first place, so that the severance issue never arises.’
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