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property. The Court of Appeal held that this covenant on the
part ot the husband constituted a valuitble consideration for the
settklieflt.

TRADE NIARK- FANCy WORI)-INVIlTK[K) WO).

lut re Denskaint's Tradle Mla;k, (1895) 2 Ch. '176; 12 R. lune, 65,
an attenlpt %vas made ta expunge the registration of the word
IlMazawvattee " as at trade mark for tea. The word is composed
of a Hindustani wvord, - maza," wvhich means " relish," and the
Cingalese word, Il wattee," which means 'l garden " or " estate,"
but the comipound word has no niéaning in either language. The
Court of Appeal (Lindley', Lupes, and Kay, L.JJ.) agreed wvith
Ronjier, J., that the word 's'as a good trade mark.
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rEIj 'l'O RETAIN COSIS OUT OF TRUiIST''I- TH. COILR'lI 110H N011 SF.

Fil[ it MIAKP ANY~ ORI>ER AS 'l'OST, OFFuF.

lit rc Hodgkiusoii, flodg.ýkiuisou v. HodIgkiiusoui, (1895) 2 Ch. 190

12 R. JuIv 73, the question %vas whethur a trustee %vas entitled to
retain his costs of certain proceedings ont of the trust estate.
The proceedings in question had been instituted by a cestiti quie
trust, atid in the order that wvas mnade it Nvas declared Il that the
court did flot think fit ta make any order as to the costs of the
actioni." Notwithstanding this, the trustee claimted the rigýt, on
subsequently passing his accounits, ta deduct his costs of the pro.
ceediings ont of the trust estate. Kekcewichi, J., %Yho made the
originali order, helci that it wvas an adjudication that the trustee
wvas tiot entitled ta costs, and, therefore, that he had nu right to
retaini thetn out of the estate, and the Court of Appeal (Lindley,
Lapes, and Kay, L.JJ.) afflrmied his decision. It is to be noted
that the action in which the order wvas made %vas between the
cestiti que trust and the trustee, in which, if the court hiad seen fit,
it could have ordered the costs ta be paid out af the estate. It
dues not, therefore, follow that a similar order made in an action
betweý,i a stranger and the trustee would have the sanie effect,
in depriving the trustee of his right ta indemnity out af the
estate.

\VII. -CoSîltcnoNGwrPER STLîr.îS, OR IIER CAPITA.

In re Stanie, i Daker v. Stante, (iî8q5) z Ch. 196, the Court of
Appeal (Lindley, Lapes, and Kay, L.j j.) differed with Stirling, J.,
on the construction af a will. The testator gave the incarne af


