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fl<>ni~wsN i j. '1 1>e lIh 'tOof 11he Platenti Auitp
rides. that1 -n javnto who dcc to 1 -btaliin ai pawnîI1 fo-!

lLim inv'ention ill a1 foroign voflr before o1btaining a jpaU nl
fier the sme ilnion1 in Cana a a obtain aptn i

Çalnadn If là. faInw j, a!pli forý witin ont, vea-;r-
After al fui (o'iea Inof the c-ases 1 finid that h lain
tiff appleliel wiihin ilt- vea;r as.- reqire bv he -uc ion: Ni-
lîWllîaai\ î' h, .2$ 1't a\. 9:; U s lv.Loil>iia , 14 1 i. 1&. W.

514, per Park,. H. at p. -),;SI~b v. Fairînaic. 3 NI & WV.

kDnown orl 11--d hvý in- oîwr ýon before. thi- plaini il"'
invention and wh lias been in practicl use or on sale
with the ,onse-nt or aowneof iltei, etr fier more t1man

one jear previously to hi applicatin for patent therefo iii
Canlada. anid pialintil is withiln the joi\ý1I of sec. ..
And, having regard thnere an! t) sub-see 16 (a> (d) vé-
deinte lnay hv give-n shvwing thiat. heforv thei patent, lhe in-

in ion as knw.or %vas in posession of the public with
tie allowancve of ilt inventetr, and if this, la estab1ilid il

vitilates th4-epatent: Re.v. La Foree., 4 EN C. IL Il; Snith v.
Gretey. Il Pe. R. 169: but the ide fails to eetabli~snc
knowledge or 'ose11w ... u onus was oen defend-

Ume and they have nnt eisfid ié: une on luis pào lhrlih
yS.ce 5 IL P. C- 206e. '207: ;eilsýon v. Retts. L R, i Il. L.

21 4; Lyon v. Coddrd, 10 I. P, C. 33, 11 IL P. C. 31l
*,. To.defe-at a nW patent it muiiiz he clear that ther

inte(edetnt Specification dlisclosedi a practioal miode of pro-
<1udug the discovery wihwas the ob)jeet. and effeet of the

ouméquent di8covery: Bels v. Meuzipe, 10 Il. 1. C 11C;
IIOKT son v. Anieriean B. W. Co., G IL P). C. 518; Thierry v.
Blckman 12 P. IL. C. 412, 412-q; Von Hyden v. Newstadi,

14 Ch. D>. 230 : 1 h11 v. Evan-s, 41 DeG. F. & .J. 298. . . T11,
G>urt. are now mlore liberal iii protecting patents: Carter v.


