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I. In general
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An arrangement of purely generic or descriptive words
can acquire a secondary meaning and thereby create a
protectible interest in a trade name. Lift Truck Parts &
Service, Inc. v. Bourne, ( 1963) 235 Or 446, 385 P2d 735.
Defendant' s business name was found so similar to plaintiffs as to cause confusion. Id.

2. Application to interstate commerce
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This section does not require a foreign corporation to

When the complaint contains an allegation that plaintiffs
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assignor was doing business under an assumed name, the
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estate broker wishing to do business under assumed name
must file consent to substituted service with Secretary of

defense that he had not complied with the statute is waived
if not pleaded. Columbia River Door Co. v. Todd, ( 1918)
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The defense that plaintiff his been doing business under
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law, must be grounded on a sufficient pleading. Loveland
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2. Proof

Where the complaint alleges full compliance with laws
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proving the allegation admitted, the same being considered

by a person doing business under an assumed name because
the certificate required by this section is not filed with the
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