
666 Cantada Lawt journal

decisinn in our juridical systefri, which is the best guarantee af a
people':; liberty under a free governmeit.

St. John, ?4A3. SELAs ALWARD.

ENGLISH CASES.

EDIYRILREVYEJV 0F CURRENT ENGLISH
DEClSIO VS.

Registered in accordance w;th the Copyrigcht A&ct.)

TRADE MARK -INVETEn Wt[)D-.NA>E OF INVESTED ARTII..E-FXCLUSIvE-

(SER.

I re Chesebri>zig/is frade mark- " asdline" 1a902) 2 Ch. i, was
an applicatio>n to remove the rcspondent's registered trade mark
"Vaseline " from the xegistry. on the ground that they were not

entitlcd to the exclusive use oi the word. It appeared that one
Chesebrough through whomn the respondents claimed, was the
inventor aif the process for making a jelly from petrolcum, and
had patcnted the proccss i the United States, and had tcrmcd
the product "V\aseline.' No patent was taken out for the prcices
in Eng!and, and it wvas used by many persons and thc produc't
called by various namnes, but that made by the respondents was
alwavs caileci "Vaseline," and iii 1877 the word was registcred by
them as ;à trade mark. The aplplicanit who sought its rumoval from
the register, sought ta bring the case within Liino/n,,,tilleiuftictuî-

ilng C&. V. Nirel (1873) 7 Ch. D. 7J4, whcre it was hcld that a nanie
given to a iiewiy invented patentcd article cannot bc the subjcct of
a trade mark, and that after the expiration of the patent anyone
ks at liberty to use the ,îame ta designate the article ; but tLe
majority af the Court af Appeal (WVilliams~ and Stirling, L.JJ.)
distinguishcd that (rom the prcsent case, bccause here there wvas
no patent, and the respondents were neyer at any time the sole
makers in Iingland of the substance which they called IlVaselitle ";
but that word ivas used and known as indicative of the article made
by thcmn. Th:! judgmcnt of Buckley, J. ordering the remnoval af
the ziame from thie register ivas therefore rcversed ; Cozensý- I-f ardy-,
1-.J. however disscnted.
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