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ﬁo‘}r Bills on our Statute-book already car-| vidual himself, who neglected to renew
JIng out the principle which my hon. i his patent at the proper time, but we have
"lend seeks to act upon in hix Bill, some | to look to the interests of the public. This
wh which passed without any objection / industry belongs to the public, and we are
Atever, and [ only find one instance of | actually by this Bill depriving them of the
2o il being rejected’in another place, and | benefit of it. We may by our action be
"¢ in which'a Bill ot a similar character depriving gentlemen who have invested
ifa“ ‘ejected in this House. So, in reality,  capital in the manufacture of this article,
We come to precedent the statements whatever it is, of a right to which they
Moted jn the Commons Debates were! are fairly entitled under the law. The
thgor!eous, for there are actually laws on | petitioner has had for five years absolute
o tatute-book similar to this ore in all 'control of this patent, and 1 do not see
“pects,  Even that would not decide. why he should have a continuous mono-
® 1o pass a Bill like this as a matter poly. If it is his misfortune to have for-
matcollrse, or anything approaching a feited his patent it is also his fault, He
n t‘er of course. I should only do it inihas had five years of a monopoly, and
aee‘wepnonul case, and I could conceive with the practical experience gained in
shiaso Where it would be a manifest hard- | that time, and with his plant and facilities
of P to a patentee to refuse him a rencwal for manufacturing, he still has the advan-
gent]]s patent, and I do not think any hon. tage over competitors, and if; through his
ap _ema_m in this House would reject an | neglect, his patent.wus not renewed at the
8 Elcut.mn of that description. I eould  proper time, and it has now bccqme.th_e
maﬁh of'a case which occurred where the - property of the pgxbhc, I do not think it is
for 1 2Ppened to be late—where the money in the interests ot the community that the
st 'C renewal of the patent was in a re- public should be dep:ived of the rights
at Sv‘e?n_letter that had arrived in Ottawa which they have acquired.
gﬂiStereHlutlzitgaf'Zer v:’t:;ept:lle(;(ilvzﬁe:‘l hl(j':;‘ Hon., Mr. McDONALD—You rob th
aﬁ;ﬁf"a- The letter and money made their patentec of his rights.
time*l:l\‘nc? in the Department after thei Hox. Mr. KAULBACH—If he has
ang () RO INg the patent had lupsed peylected his duty and allowed his patent
ShOuld ommissioner refused to renew it. i, lapse, T do not sece why we should
Unde, m:i hgel'ltlema‘n come to the y‘f”-‘e lintertere between him and the public.
Tenewg) cf circumstances and apply for a’ Supposing others have been investing their
he i ot his patent on the g ound that | money in this industry, knowing that the
ey, wf"hc_l‘ythlng he could to getare- patent had lapsed, aie such men to be
feel g, ithin the proper time, we should i pyeiudiced in this way? I think the public
deny ¢ ‘J)tofﬁd to sanction it. I am confi- }uve rights to be piotected as well as the
Ul yoq tafgre‘at n’f".l‘)}"‘t)' Of-,']tflns H"““evindividual'. Wo are told that there is
Ceive 4 caf Ull; it. It 1s pl(()issi) ed.t‘o C(_’"i' ~another Bill of this character before Parlia-
relax the W lere we .\'Vg)lii . e lb.PO;ﬁ( ~ment, and if we puss this one it is hard to
Patent |, erule prescribed for us inthe gy how many more we shall have if such
ton tg)14 W. My hon. friend from Burling- la precedent iy established.
Strop,, - M@ that he can make out a very )
ang € equitable case in favor of this Bill,! Iox. Mr. VIDAL~—I think my hon,
do not think we shall compromise ; friend from Lunenburg is making a great

Oy, . g’ . ;
Pas:ie]ves In our finul vote on this Bill by 'mistake in oppoxing the second Teading of
Ting & the second reading now and refer- this Bill. His statemont shows the neces-

0 committee to ascertain what xity of letting this Bill go to the com-

a e°“- friend can prove of the cfforts mittee, where evidence can be received.
for ;Y the petitioner to get a renewal How can any of us form a judgment on the
18 patent, case without knowing the particulars of
Hox it? We have had it shown already, by
to thig MB- KAULBACH—I am opposed | the leader of the House, that circumstances
easy Bill. 1 think it is a dangerous may occur where not a single member of
Cedept, e, (‘alcl.llz}ted to establish a pre-) the Senate would refuse relief to an appli-
0t onl of a vicious character. We have|cant. How do we know but this is a case
¥ 10 look at the rights of the indi-|of the kind ? If we remit this Bill to the




