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Patent of invention—Fceds for grain, ore and mineral separa-
tors—Appeal from decision of Commissioner under 3-4 Geo.
V. ¢. 1T—Grounds for vefusal to grant patent,

This was an appeal by William Leonard, from a decision of
the Commissioner of Patents, refusing an application for a pat-
vat of invention.

More than two years before the applieation for the patent
in (uestion on the appeal, the applicant had obtained Canadian
letters-patent No. 110156 for feeds for grain, ore and mineral
separators. The speeification of the former patent after declar-
ing that the old wmethod of separating materials, sueh as gold and
ore, cercals and seeds, by delivering them into a vertical spout
frem a connecting inclined spout and foreing a current of air
upward through the vertical epout was ineffective, disclosed
the nature of his invention as follows :— :

“*I have found that, by delivering the materials in a hori-
zontal plane or directly aeross the vertical spout and therefore
at right angles to the ascending air current, thay are spread
out in n thinner sheet so that the air current asts thereon more
effeetively, or, in other words, fordes upward and separates the
lighter naterials from the heavier in a more perfeet manner
than is practicable when the materials are discharged in a
Jdownward direetion.”

The substance of the invention claimed in the former patent
was the delivering of the materials in a horizontal plane, or
directly across the vertical spout, and therefore at right angles
to the asecending current of air,

Held (affrming the decision of the Commissioner), that by
the speeifieation to his former patent the applicant had diselosed
the invention now claimed, and the same must be taken to have
heen ahandoned and dedieated to the publie.

(2} A former patent, while in foree, operates us a bar to the
application for a new patent, and the only remedy open to the
applicunt, if he is in a position to invoke it, is to apply for a re-
issuce of the former patent.

Observations on desirability of Commissioner being repre-
sented by counsel on appeals from his decisions refusing to grant
patents,




