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To Users
of the Callow Pneumatic
Flotation Cell

HE recent decision in the
TButte & Superior Suit with
Minerals Separation has an im-
portant bearing upon the use of the

Pneumatic, or Callow method of
flotation.

The Appellate Court’s decision at
Philadelphia, in the Miami case,
had already made clear the distinc-
tion between (1) froth produced by
violent mechanical agitation of the
Minerals Separation process, and
(2) simple levitation by air bubbles,
as practised in the Callow or pneu-
matic cell, without such agitation.

Now the Appellate Court at San
Francisco has interpreted the United
States Supreme Court’s opinion in
the Hyde case, whereby the Minerals
Separation Patent was restricted to
the use of a minimum, or ‘critical’
proportion of oil, in combination
with violent mechanical agitation.
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This latest decision of the Appel-
late Court in the Butte & Superior
case, restricts the Minerals Separa-
tion basic patent to the use of a
quantity of oil not in excess of len
pounds (0.59,) per ton of ore, in
combination with violent agilation:
it is a logical sequel to the Supreme
Court’s opinion and confirms the
status of the Callow or Pneumatic
method of flotation as distinct from
the agitation-froth process.

Both the use (1) of oil in excess of
ten pounds (0.59,) in combination
with violent agitation, and (2) the
use of the Callow system of aera-
tion with any quantity of oil, appear
therefore to be immune from any
charge of infringement7

(Signed) J. M. CALLOW
159 Pierpoint St.
Salt Lake City, Utah
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