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of John Forrest, they estopped themselves from, so treaLtirig it,
and, after assigning t)ite right ta Stuart.& Co., they neyer after-

-Irds, by user, regained any rig1ýt ta the naine. Furtherrmore,
lie considered that the right ta use a naine cannot be assigned in
grass, but only as appurtenant to samne particular trade or busi-
ness, and therefore the asgignment ta the plaintiff was ineffectual
tô transfer any right as against the public; and, further, that the
naine of " John Forrest, London," wvas not a trade mark, not
having been registered, and being incapable of registration as
such. Though dismissing the action. the judge considered the
defcndant's conduct reprehensible, and îefused himn his casts.

CoIROI~ -DzSSENTM>ý"r MlO14-Y1PILw

,Vercantile Investment (Co. v. River Plate CO., (t8q4) 1 Ch. 578,
watz an action brought by the plaintiffs, as debenture-holders of
un .Xmtericaui land campany, ta enforce n. charge against the
lands of the company which had been transferred ta the defend-
ant company. The trust deed whereby the debentures iii ques-
tion were sectireci contained a provision enabling a majority of
the~ debentuire-holders ta enter into a compromise of their dlaims
so as ta bind the minarity. In pursuance of this provision a
rusolution had been passed by a majority of the debenture-holders
'lu w'hich, however, the plaintiffs did flot cancur), agreeing ta
ý,ccept shares in the defendant coin pany, ta which the American
C'oiii1pafiv transferred its undertaking and assets in lieu of the
dubentures. At the tirne of this compromise the debentures were
not ictuaily a charge on the land, %vhich îvas situate iii Sotitherii
Culdifornia, for want of registration. Notwithstanding the coni.
[romnise, the plaintiffs sued the Amierican company for arrears of
interest dut. on their debentures, and recovered judgmnent on the
.-rnnnd that there were no circunistances of difficulty, which
brought the pover of compromise into plave so as ta enable the
ina;orit\' of debenture-holders ta bind the dissentient miriarity.
Thle defendant company assisted the American comnpany in
defending that action, and, pursuant ta an agreement af indemnity
it had given the Arnerican company, it paid the costs of the
actiîjn. In the present action the plaintiffs contended that the
defendants wcre estopped by the judgment in the preious action
fromn disputing their right as debenture-holders, or froin again


