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Naine of Patentee. Title. Reasons for Refu3als. determine whether appiiotionshad eeme -i -the
proper time,, and the -proviilons of* the Stalinte hM ,ben

SCamflrlly and Iiterally . omplied Wth. *ILdàere YÎ
competent to decide the main questo, lhe would 'bè

N. E. Smith, Rich-1 competent to decide as W details ofthst ehtacte, in which
ford, Vt........ MiIk ooler..Apphed four days too late. it wouadoubtely be a waste oftime tô remit tbêa
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N.Y .... .... Machine for Ad- important question only might then be submitted b1h.
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John, N.B ........ Locomoive E n - Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). As 1 undentand the statoment

J. 8. BogleSprbg- gines ................ Applied one day too late. ofthe Minister ofJustice, this Bill bas beýen submitted to
field, Mas......... Seeding Machine... Applied three days too late.. Foe thee Iouse m- consequence of applications m»de to bis

received six days too late. department by perons who had neglected to do wbat tii
law required, in order Wo secure the cortirnuanoe of' the

Mr. MDONAL (Piton). have heardfor the prvege granted under it; and that hsiits it sp
time, the complaint made by my colleague, that on reference t o aopinion 0 te 0,eon

the subject. I very mach regret it bas been sub.mitted at
to the department these matters were not properly al I have listened to the statomots of the Miister of
attended to. I regret I did not hear the complaint before, Agriculture and of the Minister of Justice,'but 1 oonfem I
and without saying a word as to the competency of either
the head of the department or the subordinates, I shall iscernoreaonwthe s Pframnî »Jdry .callo t
certainly enquire wheter the subordinates' of my on.whih as occurred to pople on account oteirwn
friend have correctly informed him in stating that the ukI ect of their own interests. The Patent Luw
patents were either sent or, when sent, were neglected. It
appears to me the whole thing is in a nuts4hell. The Bill of ghve proluot e n tstent verpat
my hon. friend is to relieve persons who have omitted in piîlees Te he exclusie ig h0 mate
time, under the law, to apply for a renewal of their thon, at first, for five years, as a mere experiment; aft.r
patents. It is an appeal to the justice of the House wiich they oaa renow them up W periode o? ten or
to enable my bon. friend to remedy the griev- fiteon yem's. It does seon,-tben, that whon a
ances of which these people justly complain. It does not i to a c
appear to me, therefore, to be entirely -irrespective of e t prîvi rtai etintexotinl, lgekpties,
other point raised by the bon. leader of the Opposition, as to law and observe its requirements, ifthey want an eztgneion
whether the ambiguity in the Act was of such a character of such privi1eje. It seeme W me that this Bil, if pffled,
as to require amendmont. That appears to me to be only a ae
subordinate part of the genenval object which my hon. friend first cause-and fot beinga Iawyer, I speak wi{h defrence--
bas in view. The main object is to give relief to the persons runs to this effet: any person who sbould have made41
named in the list, who shall makeout a case that will entitle application, within ton days of the time of Chat Act, and
them to it. Whether there be any ambiguity or not in the any timb within a year afterwards, the Minister of Agri-
clause referred to by my hon. friend, it is sufficiently plain culture ray, if liethinks proper, grant the renewal sought.
to bear a reasonable construction, and induce parties who As 1 understand iL that, after ail, will apply Wal Cases
desire a renewal of patents to exerci>e a little caulion by w e,
keeping within the doubtful side of ambiguity, by makingse
the application in time to secure a renewal. But that made within the ton days.
is no reason why, on the ground taken by my lon. friend
opposite, the relief sought for should not bo given. When Mr. BLAKE. It includes al Cases in wlâieh uImo.
we go into Committee, I fancy that the clause that bas than eeYear bas elapsed.
corne down from the Sonate, and -wbich, I understand, was Mr. WEICIE. Then, as 1 understand it, tb. iawwiII' lie
bere altered in its pliraseology somewhnt, will have Le be only retroactive for ene year fri tbe spresent. But,

tmade clear itseif; the question us W the necessity for deal. dugntmnin me, ther interets May ave tprng -apin
ing witb sncb ambiguity in the original Act would also be connection wit Ibis dauter. Other pe ne may ave
deait witb. As to the lait clause, striking out section 18, undertaken the manufacture of the article the Amot the,
wbib requires a returu of the Iepartnentef the Monister m o patent expired, as the law wougidpermit. amb*war
o? Justice, I ake iL for grantod that my hon. friend, whenthere is a elauseeoatemplatini that sese Oùion ah.
naking the observation ho did, -that se far as the techuical Irea taken place; because th fthe, latuedeehadthet

cheracter of the invention wacs concerned, and its aptitude enotyng in the At aol interfre with.te drightiof
for the purpose for wh ich it was proposed to obtainàa tent, sach mpeons as W the pefi artioles, they "*b
iL coukldnet be deait with in tbat dcpartment, said what 8manuectured durig that time. As I ndertndeybody. Ail that could ho doe there, even tat clause i will opete an t im to r

impotantquesion nly ightthnbsubmitted Pbto"h

by a competent clerk-and I am glad to see that many for a ohura tor wahhiemathine aexpires,t s ali an
are competent even in s0 very unprofessional a mnater- undertakes tomanufacture it. -At Lhe end o? a -y'etr, thb
would oeee whether the requirtments of hect ad measure gives trWH he patente a renewa of the. sput.mAn
be4Q complied witb. I think it would have been a gracfut tofthe epecifie articles mau tured dhrii b teat yi to
act on the part o? my bon. friend if, instead et reflecting on oter would b cpronitted o aloruse to his
the department of which 1 have the honor to bo the boad, after that h perould manfactre thm no whatSe1
ho bad said bis own, people were 8 so mpetent to diseharge Se tbat in roraity e emy have mad otiae armue-
their duties that b. bad found it wus not necessary tomwnth for ther manufacture,andlave ineu ed seooe-
ask their advie . It would bave been ý,kind ly, se far as tho penditare, yet under the law, andt 1inco isq ere of

Mr. POPE (Ceompton).


