It is stated that Mr. Black is only a lawful proprietor of a trade mark, and for the claimant - named persons and manufacturers. The claimant pursues their commercial interests with the help of the claim and does not own any trade marks for export. Commercial interests of these persons have come to light during the negotiations which took place before submission of the claim, and negotiations were not for the benefit of the claimant. It is declared, that the given claim should be interpreted as last attempt to coerce the respondent to conclude contracts of delivery.

The first compulsory measure, as it is stated, was a confiscation of production in interest of the company in December, 1987. In view of followed problems with deliveries the company felt, that it should negotiate. The surprising thing that the side under the contract of delivery made by the lawyer, was a third company in which mister Smith was managing director and the Partner. From this the company has drawn a conclusion, that the third organization was front, since its task was purchase under the low prices and its sale under the high prices to the defendant. Finally, the side under the contract should be just that company. However, according to statements of the defendant, negotiations have stopped. Later, negotiations have renewed, that was accompanied by a temporary interdiction.

