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DEFENDANTS' SUPPLEMENTAL MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN SUPPORT OF 
THEIR OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 

Pursuant to the Court's Request of November 26, 2014, Defendants Rabbi Yehuda 

Steiner and Rivky (Brikman) Steiner hereby submit their Supplemental Memorandum of Law in 

Support of Their Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion for Preliminary Injunction. 

As Defendants have already demonstrated, and as Plaintiffs now appear to concede, the 

non-compete clause in the Contract between Rabbi Steiner and Rabbi Shemtov is against 

relevant law and public policy, and is thus unenforceable. Defendants' Opposition to Preliminary 

Injunction Motion, at 9-10; Transcript of Oral Argument at 50:21-51:1, 53:2-4, 57:3-6 (Nov. 26, 

2014). Setting aside the issue of its enforceability, however, this clause is relatively 

straightforward. It is only 32-words in length, and states that upon termination of or resignation 

from his employment, Rabbi Steiner "will not enter into employment or arrangement - of 

whatever scope or duration - with any Chabad-Lubavitch entity or any other institution, 

performing similar work, anywhere in DC, or suburban MD or VA" Exh. 1 to Plaintiffs' 

Motion for Preliminary Injunction, § G. In other words, the clause simply entails that Rabbi 


































