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1>ATENT-CLAIM OF PRINCIPLE-,SPCIFICATION 0F PRI2NCIPLZ

TO BE CLRARLY MADE.

Ridd ililkitig Mlachine Co. v. Sirnpli'x Milking Machine Go.
1916) A.C. 5501. Thîis was an appe-aI from the Court of Appeal

of New Zealand. The action was for the alleged infringement
of a patent. The plaintiTs claimed thiit their patent covered

inot merely aparaitus, hut aprinciple. The Court below di8xnis"e
the action, on thec ground cf want of novelty, and the Judicial
('ommittce of the Privy Council (Lord Buckinaster, L.C., and
Lordîs Loelîtni and Shaw and( ?-ir A. ('hanneil) dismissed the
zippead on the groundc that where a principle is claimed by a paten-
tee, il must hobe ul anud specifically claimeul in his specification.
11lhchlin 11I iot bYdueh the apiwllant s.

CA~ xxu -PwncVN CIAL TAXATION ASSESMETDOIION LAN4DS
-1 i'SF 0l'ow .. ACT 1867 (30 'icT. c. 3)

,;. 125.
Smnil/i v. 11*1- Yrilio Iil.. t1 ) A.C. 569. By the B.N.A.

Act 1867. s. 125, it i., providtoî tlîat ne landIs or 1)roperty btloiiging
ta ('anai là. oîr au 'v pr<>xinvv sha 1 l lx, liabtc to taxationi. Thle

atppcllait iii bis ~i~wàs a 1ese'.- of <crtain Dominion lands,
and( ivas m5s1lii1ir Provincial Statutes of inktlivr.l

%wlih l '1:t uts Land is iI i s inclucling, for the pur>oses of
nu. .Xet. an ' ciate or intvrcst t horcin. The~ ajpcellant contendecu
tlii-se Acts werv ultra v'iré s, as licing iii conflict with the B.N.A.
Act, S. 12. :11)(1 an ilitcrferenve with the Domiign'os righits in
thle aii.asIlie aleIîn sIase provideul that it ýShoulul net lx,
assigliiiil witliiit 'l'leie'h Judwîicai Iommxttec <if the' Privy
Colnt-il (Lîrîî 1-Cmser ., andl Lords Halanc, Atk-inson,
Shaw, .ndi Pariînocr) aflirîneul flic devision of thi' supreinîc Court
of t tE<f.ho>lding tbat flic Statutes rouifi lxc reaul as irnposing
t Ic tax lpoli I lle apehîsinti'rv-t in the landls, and l ou1d bix
:-îî reî Io nia ki t hvm consistent vit h s. 12.7 of t he B.N. A. Aed

t ANAlPA l:;s.r i I'Ici' 'Ot EAID 3STUE

Ta BeF FORt (ENEHAL AIANTAGEý OF (CANAD)A--RPEAI. 0F
Ar - WN.A. .Aer 1867 (30O N*i'T. c. 3) -;. ffl(29), s. 92 (10e).

Ilauîillon Grim.sby & B. Ry. Co. v. A Iltoreey4teii"ral for Onitario
1111> AU. 53. I'lis was, an, alîpeal frein tlic Appeilate Di)iio

of thle Stîprcîîwi ( otirt of Onîtario. Thei question in controvcrsv
vas:1 to the jurlsulicti io f the O)ntairio Municipal & llailway

lio.:irîl ovvr a :iln in) Ontario wbîeh h:u1 l3een derlarcl by thie


