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Tju'E p.-XAME INDIIÇATING 14ANtWACTURZ -DECiIP'ON Olé OOODS-IMITA-

ke.ddaway v. Banham, (1895> x Q.B. 286; 14 r.l Mar. 205, was
an action for an iijuflctiofl to restrain the defenidants from -cal!-
ing goods rnanufactiured by themn Ilcamnel.hair belting." The
plaintiffs had for riarly years beezi sole mainufacturers of a hair
belting for inachiriery, which they had acivertised and sold as
ficarnel-hair belting," andý their belting had becomne so well
lcnown under that designation that the terni IIcamel-hair heit-

Ia lwas understood ini the trade to be belting made by theta.
The defendants had commexced the manuufacture of the samne
kind of belting, which they also advertised and sold as II camel-
hair bt.lting." The defendants claimed tiîat their belting was
mnade substaiitially of camnel's hair, and that in describing it ai
stuch they were stating what was true, which they contended
thcv w'ere entitieti to do. The action was tried before Collins,
j., wvith a jury, and the jury found tlîat II c amel-hair belting I
nicant belting mnade by the plaintiffs-and not belting of a parti.
cular kind without reference to the maker--and that the defend-
ants so doscribed their goods as to lead purchasers to buy themn
as and for the beltirg of the plaintiffs, and that they passed off
their goods as the goods of the plaintiffs so as to deceive pur-
chasers, but for this latter finding th3re was no evidence except
the (ise by defendants of the naine of IIcamel-hair belting.'l
Collins, J.-, upon these iindings granted an injunction against the
defendants. But, on appeal by the defendants, the Court of
Appeal (Lord Esher, M.R., Lopes and RigbY, 1-JJ.) rcversed
the judgiYnent, and gave judgment dismissing the acticn. 1&'dd«-
way v. Icnthani, (1892) 2 Q.B. 639, was distinguishied on the
ground that thcre the court came to the conclusion that the
name used wvas a fancy naine, and n9)t a true description of the
goods.

.%AItRIKI) WOM AN-J UO<;MIENI' AG;AIN '-l'KAil 01, I4tUSPANI>.

lit re Hewett, (1895) 1 Q.13. 328; r5 R. Mar. 352, WilliaIns, J.,
decided that where a judgnient lias been recovered against a~
married womnan during coverture, she does not, on the death of
lier hiisbaîid, beconie personalty liable so as to entitle the judg-
ment creditor to issue a ,bankruptcy notice against hier under
tech judgrnent.


