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bis patent; mnd, if so embodied, the patent is5 flot avoided b>'
,evidence that the agent or servant made the suggestions of that
subordinate improvement of the primar>' and improved prin-
'eiple e" 1.

The principles which are controlling under much cireum-
stances have beeu thus stated by the Suprenie Court of the
'United States:

"Where the employer kas conceived the plan of an invention
rand ie engaged in experiments to perfect it, no suggestion f romn
.an employé, flot amounting to a new method or arrangement,
which in iteelf is a complete invention, is suffcient to deprive
the employer of the exclusive property in the perfeeted im-
provements2. Put whcre the suggestions go tû make up a coin-

l Allen y. Rawson (1845) i C.B. 551 (p. 587). lu the Court o! Cern-
Mon Pleas, Tindai C. J. thus stated is views ne te the tacts in evidence:
41It would b. difficuit te define how far the suggestions of a workman em-
plc7ed ln the. etnstructlen of a machine are te C. considered as inventions

byhlm, ne as te avod a patent incorporating theni taken ut by ies enl
ployýer.e Bach case muet depend upon its own merits. But, wheÏn we es
that herinciple and objeot of the invention are complets without it 1
think it er toco much that o. suggestion of a workmnan, eraployed in the
>course ef the experîments, of Bomething calculated more ',asly te carry
into etTect thie conceptions o! the inventor, should render the whole patent
void. It seeros to me tint this was a inatter much'too trivial and toc f ar
rcmioved f rom interference A th the principle of thc invention, to produce
th3 effect which lias been contended for.'p

Thot a mechania employed for the purpose of enabling the employer
te carry ils original conception into effect le net an inventor wvas aFiguîed
by Alderson, B., in his direction te the jury In Boerker v. Shaiv <1831) 1
Webst. Pat, Cas. 126.

2 In a latter judgment by the sanie court we find the passage: «'Where
a person bas dlscovered a new and useful principle in a machine, menu-
facture, or composition of matter, hoe may employ other persons to, assist
'in carrying out that prineiple, and if they. lui the course o! experiments
arislng f rom that employnient, mako discoveries ancillary te 'the plan aud
Preeonceived design o! the employer, such euggested improvemnents are iu
general to h. regarded as the property of the party who discovered the
original pr',iciple, and they nay be embodied ln hie patent as part of hits
invention." £'oflar Co. v. ;a, Due (1874) 23 Wail. 530 (563, 564).

The general rule le -that "one, who, by way cf partnerahip or contract,
or ln any other, enipowere another pereon to make experfimenti upon hie
.cwn conception for t ho purpose of perfectlng It ln îts detale, le entitled
te ti ow"ershlp ef such improvements In the conception as May ho sug-

gted hyr such other person." Gt.dge v, Cromwoell <1902) 19 App. D.C. 192
( 198 s).

"À person may b. the real author o! a plan of a compllcated machine,
-or Invention which requires for Its perfection the sill sud, te some extent,
'inventive faculties of ivorkmen or engineers in adapting the. beet insans te


