Bulletin Ne . XXIX

caning of the term "aeroplane® if we erpley it, we ashould
not ebject to thias, but, unless it is abselutely called fer,
we think 1t undesirable, because some infringer might nanage
to evade the definition and thus eseape the charge of ine
fringing the claimas,

The law requires that the specification ef the patent

shall be couched in such clear, concise and exact terms, A

use the deyige. Now, we will venture the assertiem that there
is not a flying machine man in the world whe weuld not call

sour machine an ®aergplane®, and «he could not, frem the
lcgoription which is embedied in the apecification luhutu'd,‘
constiruet and use the nachine, and «ho would net perfectly
understand the term ®*asroplane® us aypleyed therein,

Hr, Camesron carefully considered this very question
when drawing the specification and deliderately adopted the
term ®"acroplane® decause, in his judgnent, there was no ethea:
exrression knowmn ®© the art which would as Tully and cem=

pletely describe the structure to one akilled in the art as

the term "aeroplane®,
The term ®acro-surface® sugrested by ,ou dées not
appear to us to be as spt as the term ®aereplane®, It is a

coined word, it has no known and well defined meaning in

the art, and weuld necessarily require definitiem in the

specificatien in order to fix accurately the mneaning which

was to be givem to it in the specirieation, On the other

hand, ®asreplane® has a well defined fixed meaning in the

art, as is readily understood by all,




