REPORTS AND NOTES OF CABES,

Barnett-McQueen Co. v. Canadian Stewart Co. (13 Ex. C.R.
186), distinguished.

R. 8. 8mart, for appellant.

Nem. eon.

i NCHEQUER COURT.

(‘assels, J.] [Oet, 23.
I:t RE GEBR NOELLE, A UENERAL TRADEMARK,

Trademark and Design Act (RS, 1808, ¢, 1), s 4 (@) and (b)
—Interpretation—General and specific trademarks—De-
finition.

This was an application for general trademark.

Under the language of s. 4, sub-s. (a) of the T .lemark and
Design Aet (R.S. 1906, e. 71). a general trademark means a
trademark used ‘n conneetion with the various articles in which
the proprietor deals in this trade, und may cover several classes
of merchandise of the proprietor is trading in their several
classes,

On the other hand, under sub-s. (4), a specific trademark is
limited to a class of merchandise of a particular deseription, so
if the applicant deals i two different classes of merchandise, he
must apply for two apecific trademarks. one applieable to each
class,

While a general trademark would cover all the classes of
merchandise in which the applicant deals, it would not eonfer an
unlimited right to the mark the world over as against anyone
carrving ou an entirely different business who applies for a
specific trademark consisting of the same mark as appl 2d to
goods not manufactured hy the owner of the general trademark.

W. L. Scott, for applicant; K. V. Sinclair, for Minister of
Agrieulture,
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The Law Quarterly Review, Edited by Rt Hoy. Sig FREDERICK
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& Sons, Limited, 119 and 120 Cheneery Lane,

The contents of this number are as interesting as usual. In
addition to the notes there are papers upon the following sub-




