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VEMOOR AND PUIECHASER-TRUST FOR SALIC-P2RCHASE DV TRUtSTER FOR SAL*.

I re Doiuglas & Powell (1902) 2 Ch. 296, the facts are some-
what involved, but the main point of the case is that where the
beneficial owner of a moiety or. an estate is also trustee for sale of
the other moiety, and purports to buy the outstanding moiety ;
although such sale is made with the consent and at the request of
the cestu, que trust, jet a titie so acquired can flot be forced on an
unwilling purchaser. The case ivas cornplicated by difficult ques-
tions as to whether the trust for sale had corne io an end.

TrRUSYr-TRUSTEE-REACH 0F TRvsT-TRUST FLNID IMPROPERLY EMPLOVEDI
BV TRUSTEE IN TRADE-OPTION OF CESTUI QUE TRUST TC) TAICE PROFIT ORt
iNTEREsT-RATrE OF INTEREST.

I re Davis, Davis v. Davis (19D2) 2 Ch. 314, FarweII J. laYf;
down that it is stili the rule of the court that where a trustee, in
breach of trust, ernploys the trust fund in trade, the cestui que
tru-,L inayv cither c]ect to take the profits realized, or interest on the
rnoney, and if the latter it wil1 bc allowed at the rate of five per
cent.

COMPANY -RFeISTERE:D NAME - [NjuxcTioN-REsTEiziNING USE 0F NANE
CALCULATED TO I4ECFIVE-Sl.MILARITVY 0F NAME.

In rlerafors v. fûllitt (1902) 2 Ch. 319, the plaintifsý, a lirnited
cornpany, claimed an inljunctioni ag-ainst the defendants the pro-
moters of a iieN, company which they proposed to style "The Auto-
matic Acratcrs I'atents, Limited " frorn using the wvord "Aerators"
as being calculated to deceive and lead to belief that the defe ndants
comipany w~as that of the plaintiffs. Farwell J. held that the
piaintiffis had no rnonopoly in the word ".Acrator " which ivas a
cornrnon English word and hie rcfused the injurnction.

flTTrLEMENT-CovENANT TO sETTiE AFTER ACQUIRED PROPERTV-BEQVEST
TO SEPARATE USE-MARRIAGE WITII FORFIGNER-DOMICIL.

in p-e Bankes, Rejnolds v. E/lS (1902> 2 Ch. 333, the main
questions to bc detcrrnincd were (j) whethcr a niarriage settie-
ment exrcuted in Itaiy by a dorniciled Englishwoman on her
marriage with an Italian, in English forti and concerning Englishi
property, was govcrnied by English or Italian law and (2> whether
certain property subsequently bequeathied to the wifé for her
separate use, carne within a covenant for the settlernent of after


