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faotured goods, which were bearings, wua transferred when the pracice wus
for the British agent to import the niotal in bulk and make the bearfnge in

* Great Britain. Tht judgment, at p. Mfl rend >-
"But, under each agreement, the agents were in important respeots, and

particutarly with respect to trade marks, really, and in~ law agents for the
Aratrican company, and the AMerican cornpany, whilst referving to these-
atves ail rights in the trade marks, aima barg.incd for an interemt in the nature
of a reveraien in the business that was being buit up under a naine founded

Z4; upon their own, and used by their agents because they were agents for thern.
*..That the A.mcrlan company did indirct ly, during the existence of the

agreements referred ta, by mens of an English part nership trading under their
authority, procure the bearingo ta be mande, and had a citer commercial
intercm n their being mande, arnd that they reerved a right in the nature of a
ret'ersion in the gaodwill of the busine" so heing carried on, the question
& ' ouId, in aur judgment, bc answered in the affirmative" (L.e., whether busineu
transfcrred n'as concerned with metel bearinge).

The registration by a fereign importer of the tradernark of a foreign
producer has heen beld bad. Re lhe Apdinwe* Ce.'u Trýade-Mark4 (1890),
8 R.I'.C. 137; A Wlirari3 Co. v. Snook (1891), 8 R.P.C. 166.

An 1american trade mark registered hy the importer of the geode in
England without the consent of the owner of the Aineriean maerk n'as mtruck
off the register on tht application of the suresor ot the American owner.
Re. The Kuroivan Blair Camera Cu.'s Trade Mark ý1896), 13 R.P.C. M0.

The sole m-holesale agente cf foreign inanufacturere ot goods were held
te have no right of action for 11passing off," the get-up of tht goods net being
assoeiated with themselves. Deptal Mnfq. Cv. v. C. de Troy d- Co. (1912),

29R.P.C. 617.
In Canada, a csm of agency relation n'as dealt with in Canada Foundry

Co. v. Ducyrua Co. t9),10 D.L.li. 513, 47 Can. $.C.R. 484.
Tht judovnent of the $uprerne Court, 10) D.L.R. ut p. 516, read» in part.

ý'To refuse ta expunge trot» tht register the trade mark 'Canadian Bucyrue'
wauld b. te encourage unfair dealing. Tht abject of a trademark la net te
dlatiaguish partieular geoda but te dlatlnguish the goods of a pafficular
trader. It in reaminably cer by the termes of the eontraat between the parties
thot the 'Bucyru' speciatien metat, te the ordinary publie, machinéry uaed
in tht cotistruction of railways, moade b>' a particular îrm or eoepay.»

The above este had te do wîth tht Bucyua Contgany who nmadadtued
Steain thotvel8, etc., and who, for a number of year, had au agent> agreetYtt
wlth Canada leourndr> Co. Lùd., whieh n'as fnaUy termhated, asad miter

r terminatien the Canada Foundry C». Ltd. registered the trademarh "Cmxi-
adian Bticyruj," which wua later expungcd on petition of the Bueymu Coni-
Pany.

Z I the Canadian est of (?roem MoWo Truck, Co. v. Fuhev MeI. Co.
(1913), 17 D.L.R. 743, the right of tht Canadien eompan>' to the word

a "G~~11ramnr" as applied te motor trudokw n's upp'arted againt the. Asterisan
sezupan>' who were sutcemors ci the, original or of tht trî,k.


