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* s the patent, andwhon thia Bill bas passed

aexU A ,that alU that moneyand -labor is lost, and that
bià,teat&shae not been enui4ered, for thé beneftt of a,
.psesøawbo thought so little et his own interest as notto
haveÀWpaaidered it worth while to apply for a renewal of
hisp*et:befoire the time expired. 1 am aware that this
PSrliugnent has given -special relief under spécial Private
BiU., in relation te patents expired. If there should be
*eeseoPthat kindit does seeu to me-if the natter ils
o auf"aient interest to justify the logislature in granting
qppoial1elief in the înterest of the patentee-it ought to be

uRicient inteieetIoU hlm to induce him to come before it
iwit- aipetition and ask for a Private Bill, to give him the
privilege ho has unfortunately lost by his own neglect. It
*eems to me a oase in which private and not pnublio logis-
la.tion should take place. I sincerly hope this bill will not
Pass

Mr. ROBERTSON (Hamilton). I concur in a great
dmi Uhat has fallen from the hon. member for Cardwell
(Mr. White) with reference to the inadvisability of extend-
4iegthosepatent. The Patent Law, to a certain extent, is an
dbnoxious one, because it creates a monopoly such as is
not altogether beneficial. At -the saine time it is very
deuii-able we abould give encouragement to people who do
invent good and useful machinery, and make other itseful
discoveries. Now, I submit that. if we are to have
a change at all, it ought to be more extensive than
a8 prposed in the first clause of this Bill. It pro-

to dreal only with such cases as have come
bore the -Commissioner of Patents, and these are cases
"in which not more than a year l'as elapsed since the
expiration of a patent, and application to renew the same
bas been made to the Coinmissioner of Patents within ten
days of eSh expiration." If that section passes in its
present shape it will do a very great wrong; it will be a
piome of special legislation for those particular individuals
wh>have not been sufficiently careful in looking after their
owâ interests. I think that the first sentence of the clause
shbuld be amended so as to read: " In all cases in which not
more than a year has elapsed since the expiration ol a
patent, and application to renew the saine has been made to
the Commissioner of Patents within ton days after the
passing of this Act." If the first clause is to pass at all, I
think that would be a reasonable amendment; and I
coertainly do not think it would be fair to logislate in favor
of :these patentees who have made application for renewals
ader the circumstances mentioned by the hon. Minister.
With referenoe to the argument of the hon. member for
West Durham (Sir. Blake), I certainly would be very loth
inxpressing an opinion different from his own on a legal
question, but I caunot agree with the argument he bas made
ue4ef with rference to the phrase which reads, "at or before

expiration." I submit, in the first place, that the language
in tLe elause is very ambiguc.us, because, if you can make
application before the expiration-that is, at any time,
before five years have elapsed-that means the application
can be 'made up to the last minute of the day on which
the time expires-then what is the use of using the
word 4 at," unless it is to be construed to mean "after."
I submit it muat therefore mean, and should read
"aftr thé expiration." I can therefore quite understand
the-Iepiuty Iinister coming to the conclusion that the
claus ,was not as clear as it should bo. On the other hand,
I tWink it is probable that if a legal decision were
i be asked, te hon. member for West Durham
wel4 èbeld to be correct in his view as to the real
intent and m.aning of the Statute. But I thiuk that in
mattsee ef is kind tihere hould be no ambiguity and that
*bh»eweang of tbe law should be so clear that ho who
r~aa.h ay eWd This very afternoon I received a letter
fIV r4, Mof gelâmen in -Hamilton, sa i» Ut by an
o eeigbasheir~ patent hwd e3gired Ofa ao 8theI flm m tl1,

and askupg ifthe patent could not be extended. Aeoording
to the laWas it now stands, this cannotbe doue.

Mr. BLAKE. They had better put in an application
imnmediately.

Mr. ROBERTSON. An application would be of no use
entil the clause is amended.

Mr. BLAKE. Certainly it would. Bight and seven
make fifteen.

Mr. ROBE RTSON. But that doos not bring it within the
provision of the first section: It says "in ail cases inwhioà
not more than a year bas elapeed."

Mr. BLA-KE. "Not more than a year." It need not be
a whole year.

Mr. ROBERTSON. The clause proceeds "not more than
a year has elapsed since the expiration of a patent, and
application to renew the same bas been made to the Com-
missioner of Patents within ten days of such expiration."

Mr: BLAKE. That is within ten days after the expiration.
Any time before the 18th your case will come withi the
clause, so you had better telegraph them.

Mr. ROBE RTSON. I have telegraphod them, but I do
not think it will do any good, because, as I read the clause, it
refers to those which have really expired and applications
have been made within ton days before the expiration of
the patent.

Mr. BLAKE. T he hon. gentleman knows that the Bill
will not be assented to to-day, and will not be assented to
before his application is in.

Mr. ROBERTSON. But it does not apply tO the cases
in which the time has not already expired and application
las not been made. That is the view I take of the matter,
but I shall be glad to know that I am wrong. The clause
should be amended as I have suggested by striking out the
word "of," and inserting "after."

Mr. JONES. I do not think that this Patent Act should
be amended so often, for iL is quite ambiguous enough at
present. The legal gentlerhen on both sides Of the Ilouse
are unable to agree upon its meaning; in fact, it is so
ambiguous that unless a man is a lawyer, or a patentagent,
or something »f that kind, it is only with the greatest diffi.
culty that he can get a patent through the départment. If
the law is to be amended, it should be 'so simplified that a
layrnan could understand it, and could get a patent to issue
without -being obliged to pay. large fees to patent
agents and other intermediaries. I notice that this
Bill as sent down from the Senate is somewhat different
from the measure as at first introduced in the original Bill.
It was provided that no patent should be revived at any date
subsequent to the lst of January, 1883, but a3cording to the
amended Bill né patent shall be revived after the 3lst of,
October, in the present year. Thon, I notice that the
schedule to the original Bill, showing te date of expiration
of twenty-two patents, if they were revived-the dates run-
ing up to 1890-has beenomiitted, and:as it would have been
of some service, I cannot understand why it was struck out.
As I understand from Ithe arguments inade use of in this
debate, if an application is made within the preseribed
period, the patent is revived of necessity, and not at tihe
mdre option of the Government. I think that it is net
advisable to have a wholosale renewal of alli ese
patents without knowing sormethin about thom.
If people who have patents alow them to
expires byu oversight, they should come to this
House and ask for a renewal by a special Act. Thtis the
only way I think it ahould be done, because if we pasesa
wholesale. Act like this, i may be very injurions to
many individuala who are ,wrking closoly up some of
mese patents, auid he, ifth ilbis pane wW predaded


