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and the N, Company, do pay to tho petitioner his costs of and cop.

— sequent upon the prosecution of his petition up to and including hig

costs of this motion, such costs to be taxed by the Taxing Master,

No. 11. (a)
Order on Petition Revoking Letters Patent.
[ Insert Heading as tn Form No. 4.]

Upon the petition of T. P., of , in the County of London,
gunmaker, on the day of , preferred uanto this Court,

and duly authorized by her Majesty’s Attorney-General, and upoy
‘hearing, on the and days of y counsel for the
. above-named petitioner and for the respondents, J. D. the elder and

W. R. & Company, Limited, and the evidence of the several persons

- named in the schedule hereto on their examination taken orally before

this Court on the days specified in the second column, and on pro.
duction to them of the exhikits set opposite to their names in the third

- column of the said schedule, and upon reading the notice dated,

, , signed by the solicitors for the petitioner, to admit

. certain documents, and the admission thereof signed by the respondents’
.solicitors, except documnents, numbered to  both inclusive; notice

dated : , by petitioner’s solicitors to admit certain
facts; notice dated : , by the respondents’ solicitors
to admit certain documents, and the admission thereof signed by the
petitioner’s solicitors ; the said Petition and the amended Particulars of

Objections ; the judgment, dated , , in an action in the
Queen’s Bench Division of W, R, & Company ». P. 180 W. No,

:and an order dated the ’ , of the Court of Appeal in
ithe said action,

This Court did order that the said petition should stand for judg-
ment, and the same standing in the paper for judgment this day

:accordingly, in the presence of counsel for the petitioner and for the

wespondents,

This Court doth order that the above-mentioned Letters Patent
granted to J. D. junior, and being No. of the year 188 be
revoked.

And it is ordered that the respondents, J. D. the elder and W. R,
& Company, Limited, do pay to the petitioner, T. P., his costs of the

:said petition, including the costs of the shorthand notes taken by con-
:sent of both parties, of the evidence of the witnesses, and of the judg-
.ment, such costs to be taxed by the Taxing Master. And the
srespondents by their counsel asking for stay of execution: It is
.ordered that in the event of the said respondents serving the petitioner

with Notice of Appeal from this Order within one month from the date
hereof, this Order is not to be registered at the Patent Oflicc until
after the said Appeal shall have been disposed of.

The schedule.

A

(a) Deeley's Patent, Sce ante, p. 710,
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o, 12,

Another Order Revoking Letters Patent. (a)
[Insert Heading as in Form No, 5]

Upon the petition of 8. Z. F. of onthe  day of
preferred unto this Court and upon hearing counsel for the petitioner
and for the respondents, L. G., J. D. G., and the N. Company,
Limited, on the day of , and upon reading the petition, the
amended Particulars of Objection delivered bLy the petitioner, the
exhibits produced to the witnesses named in the schedule horeto, and
set opposite to their names in the third column of such schedule, and
upon hearing the evidence of the witnesses named in the first column
of such schedule, upon their examination taken orally before this
Court on the days mentioned in such schedule, This Court did order
that the petition should stand for judgment ; and the same standing for
judgment this day in the paper in the presence of counsel for the
petitioner and the respondents, This Court doth order that the
Letters Patent No.  A.p. 188 , in the petition mentioned, granted
to L. G. and J. D. G. be revoked.

And it is ordered that the respondents, I G., J. D. G., and the
N. Company pay to the petitioner, S. Z. F., his costs of the said
petition, to be taxed by the Taxing Master on the bigher scale.

Schedule,

No. 13.
Order of whe Court of Appeal (a)

Digmissing an Appeal against an Order for Revocation of a Palent.

In the Court of Appeal,
Monday the  day of
In the Matter of G. & G.’s Patent, No. of 188 ,
and

In the Matter of the Patents, Designs, and Trade Marks Act,

1883.
Upon motion by way of appeal on the  day of made unto
this Court by counsel for L. G., J. D. G., and the N. Company from
the order dated the day of , and upon hearing counsel for

the respondent, 8. Z. F., and upon reading the said order,

This Court did order that the said appeal should stand for judg-
ment 1n the presence of counsel on both sides. This Court doth order
*hat the order dated the 9th July, , be aflirmed.

And it is ordered that the said L. G., J. D. G., and N. Company
do pay to the said S. Z. F. his costs occasioned by the said appeal, to
be taxed by the Taxing Master.

(@) Goulard and Gibbs’ Datent, see ante, p. T47.

Forms.
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No. 14,
Memorial to the Attorney-General
For his Authority to Petition for the Revocation of Letters Patent,

“In the Matter of Letters Patent granted to E. V., No,
of A.p. 1893, for an improved medical preparation for the
cure of indigestion and like complaints,
and
In the Matter of the Patents, Designs, and Trade Marks Acty,
1883 —1888.
To Her Majesty's Attorney-General.

The Memorial of the Pharmaceutical Society of Great Britain,
and of M. C. of , in the County of London,
pharmaceutical chemist and druggist.

Sheweth as follows ;—

1. Your memorialists, the Pharmaceutical Society of Great Britain,
are a society formed for objects which include the protection of those
who carry on the business of chemists and druggists, and were incor-
porated by Charter, dated the day of , and confirmed
oy Statute 31 & 32 Vict. ¢, 121, By the Statute 15 & 16 Viet, c. 56,
in the interests of the public safety, the said society was entrusted
with certain powers in relation to sales of ¢ poisons.” Your petitioner,
M., C., is President of the said societye |

2. The invention as set forth in the complete specification of the
said Letters Patent relates to an improved medicinal preparation for
the cure of indigestion and like complaints, and consists, as is therein
stated, ¢ for example, for a two-ounce bottle as follows :—

“ Diluted prussicacid . . . . . 3 dram.

‘ Bicarbonate of potash : : . . 1 dram.

“ Compound tincture of lavender . : . 2 drams.
“ Distilled water . . . add to make up 2 ounces.”

3. The claim set out in the said specification is as follows: “.\
medicinal preparation consisting of the above-mentioned ingredients
combined in or about the proportion stated.”

4, The use of diluted prussic acid and bicarbonate of potash mixed
with distilled water has been well known and used for many years
as a cure for indigestion. The tincture of lavender is added to the
preparation for the purpose of colouring or flavouring such mixture
(and is in no way an integral part of the preparation for the purpose
of effecting a cure of indigestion), The addition of tinctures or
essences for the purpose of colouring and flavouring mixtures of diluted
prussic acid and bicarbonate of soda is also well known, and has been
in common use amongst chemists and druggists and others for many
years, and the said Letters Patent are not proper subject-matter for
valid Letters Patent.

5. In the complete specification filed in the Patent Oflice as 2
consideration for the grant of Letters Patont the said E, V, purported
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to declare the nature of her invention_ and the manner in which the
same was to be carried out, and to particularly describe and ascertain
the saice by the statements contained in the said specification.

6. But the said E. V. has failed in the said specification to declare
the nature of her invention, and has not stated sufficiently the pro-
portions of the various ingredients set out in the complete specification
which it is necessary to use in order to carry out her alleged invention,
Tt is stated in the said specification that one of the compound parts
is diluted prussic acid, but no direction is given as to the strength
of the prussic acid which i1s to be used. In the claim the words
«combined in or about the proportion stated” appear. Your
memorialists submit that these statements are vague and misleading,
and impose upon persons who may desire to use the said invention the
necessity of ascertaining by trial and experiment what is the proper
strength of prussic acid to be employed, and further to ascertain by
trial and experiment what is the exact proportion of the various com-
pounds to be used. For the above, and other reasons, your memorialists
submit that the alleged invention claimed is one for which Letters
Patent ought not to have been granted.

7. One of the ingredients mentioned in the said specification, to wit
prussic acid, is a “ poison.” Such poison would come and was intended.
to come within the provisions of the Pharmacy Act (31 & 32 Vict.
¢. 121), and it would be prejudicial to her Majesty’s subjects if, under
Letters Patent which are voidable, such poison, to wit prussic acid,
should be sold by virtue of its being included in the Letters Patent.
eranted to the said E. V. without being subject to the restrictions as.
to the sale thereof contained in the said Act, and your memorialists
as a matter of duty desire to guard the public against the danger of
prussic acid being so sold, by obtaining the revocation of the Letters.
Patent in question, which they submit are voidable for reasons stated
in their Particulars of Objections, and ought not to have been granted.

Your memorialists therefore pray that you will be pleased to-
grant leave to them to present a petition to Her Majesty’s
High Court of Justice for the revocation of the above-men-
tioned Letters Patent granted to the said E. V.,

No. 15.
Declaration by the Petitioner
Verifying the Statements in the Pelition.

In the Matter of Letters Patent granted to It V., No.
of A.D. 1893, for an, etc.

and
In the Matter of the Patents, De~'gns, and Trade Marks Acts,.
1883—1888,
and
In the Matter of the Memorial of to Her Majesty's.

Attorney-General of England.

Forins.
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I of , the above-named memorialist, do solemnly anq
sincerely declare that all the statements set forth in the above.men.
tioned memorial, which memorial is now produced and shewn to me
marked , are true in substance and fact. And I make this declara-

tion, conscientiously believing the same to be true, and by virtue of the
Statutory Declarations Act, 1835.

Declared, ete.

No, 10.

Certificate by Solicitor
As to Petitioner’s Ability to Pay Costs.

[Heading as in Form No. 15.]

1 of , solicitor for the above-named memorialist, hereby
certify that he is a fit and proper person to present a petition for the
revocation of the above-named Letters Patent and that he is com-
petent to answer the costs of all proceedings in connection with such
petition.

B.—PROCEEDINGS FOR EXTENSION OF LETTERS
PATENT.

(See ante, p. 358, Chapter XX.)

No. 17.
Advertisement of Intended Application. (a)

In the Matter of Letters Patent granted to S. C. C. C,, and
to I. A. T, of , both in the County of Middlesex, but
now of , for an Invention of ‘Improvements in

the Means of Working and Interlocking Railway Signals,”
dated the  day of , A.D, 1883, No, .

Notice is hereby given, that it is the intention of I. A. T.
whose ofiice is at , and who is the proprietor of the
said Letters Patent, to present a petition to her Majesty in Council,
praying her Majesty to grant new Letters Patent, or a prolonga-
tion of the term of the said Letters Patent. And, also, that on
the day of now next, or upon such subsequent day as the
Judicial Committee of her Majesty’s Privy Council shall appoint for
that purpose, the petitioners will apply by counsel to the same com-
mittee for a time to be fixed for hearing the matter of the said petition,
and that on or before the day of now next, any person Or
persons desirous of being heard in opposition to the prayer of the said

(a) Currie and Timmis’ Petition. See post, p. 765.
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petition must give notice of such opposition, and any person or persons  Forms.
intending to oppose the said petition must enter a caveat to that effect ———— -

at the Privy Council Office on or before the last rientioned date.
Dated the day of :
(Signed) ’

Agents for :
Solicitors for {.1¢c Petitioners.

e iyl

No. 18.

Another FPorm of Advertisement of Application.

In the Matter of Letters Patent bearing date, the day
of , No. , granted to K, C,, late of :
in the Kingdom of Belgium, Coke Manufacturer, now
deceased, for the Invention of * Improvements in the
Construction of Coke Furnaces,”

Notice is hereby given, that 1t is the intention of E. (., the son
of the above-mentioned E, C, deceased, and of A. B. G. Le R., S. O.
and 8. H. 8. L., the assignees of three one-sixth parts or shares of and
in the said Letters Patent, to present a petition to her Majesty in
Council, praying her Majesty to grant a prolongation of ‘he term of
the said Letters Patent. And notice is hereby further given, that on
the day of next, or on such subsequent day as the
Judicial Committee shall appoint for that purpose, application will
be made by counsel to the said committec that a time may be fixed
for hearing the matter of the said petition, and any person desirous
of being heard in opposition to the said petition must enter a caveat
to that effect at the Privy Council Office on or before the said
day of ‘
Dated this day of .
(Signed)
Solicitors for the Petitioners,

No. 18a.

Affidavit as to Advertisement of Intention to Petition.

In the Privy Council.
In the Matter of Letters Pateut granted to A. E. D. of ,
Massachusetts, in the United States of America, then of
‘ , In the City of London, and bearing date the

day of , 1882, and numbered .
1, of , in the City of , solicitor, make oath
and say as follows ;—
1. That on the  day of , there appeared in the London

(razetfe an advertisement of which the following is a copy :—
(Set out Advertigement.)
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The said advertisement was repeated in the London Gazette op
the day of and the  day of

9 (n the day of , 1805, a similar advertisement appeareg
in the Times newspaper, a paper published in London,

3. On tho day bf , 1839, a similar advertisemont appeareq
in the Daily Telegraph newspaper, o paper published in London,

4, On the day of , 1895, a similar advertisement appeareq
in the Standard newspaper, a paper published in London.

5, On tho day of , 1835, & similar advertisement appeareg

in the Liverpool Daily Courier, a newspaper published in the City of
Liverpool, and circulating in Prescot, in the County of Lancaster, ang
the said advertisement was repeated in the Liverpool Daily Cyurier
on tho day of and the  day of , 1895.

6. On the day of , 1895, a similar advertisement appeared
in the Prescot Weelkly Times, a newspaper published in Prescot, in the
County of Lancaster,

Sworn at, ete., this day of
(Signed )

No, 19,
Caveat by Intending Opponent.

To the Registrar
Of Her Majesty's Privy Council.
In the Matter of Letters Patent granted to A. E, D,

of , Massachusetts, United States of America,
then of , in the City of London, and bearing
date the day of , 1882, and numbered

, for “Improvements in Electrical Cables,”

Tak. Notice, that we hereby enter a caveat on behalf of the
F. W. C. Company, Limited, of , against any Petition which
has been or may be presented for the extension of the above Letters

Patent.
. Dated this day of , 1899,
(Signed)
Solicitors and Agents for the I, W, C., Company, Limited.

No. 20,
Petition for E-:tension of the Patent Term.

In the Privy Council,
Presented the  day of , 1897.
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To the Queen’s Most Excellent Majesty in Council. («)

In the Matter of Letters Patent granted t« . C, C, C, of —

, gentleman, and I, A, T., formerly
of , in the County of Middlesex, for
an invention of ¢ Improvements in the Means for working
and interlocking Railway Signals by Electricity,” dated
the day of in the year of our Lord 1883, No.

The Humble Petition of the said I. A, T,
Sheweth as follows :—

1. That your Majesty was graciously pleased by Royal Letters
Patent under the Great Seal (U) of the United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Ireland, bearing date the day of , 1883, and
numbered , to grant to your petitioner and to the said S, C. C. C,,
their executors, administrators, and assigns the sole privilege to make,
use, exercise, and vend the said invention within the United Kingdom,
the Channel Islands, (b) and the Isle of Man for thie term of fcurteen
years from the date of the said Letters Patent.

9, Thot your petitioner and the said S. C. C, C,, in compliance
wi'h the proviso in the said Letters Patent contained, (J) duly filed in
the Great Seal Patent Oftice, on the of , 1884, a specification
particularly describing and ascertaining the nature of the said inven-
tion, and the manner in which the same is to be performed. .And all
other conditions contained in the said Letters Patont, or upon which
the said Letters Patent were granted, including those relating to the
payment of stamp duties, have been duly performed.,

3. That the said invention was at the date of the said Letters
Patent & new invention within your Majesty’s realm, and your
petitioner and the said 8. C. C, C. were the true and first inventors
thereof.

4, That your petitioner and the said S. C. C, C. obtained Letters
Patent in the countries and at the dates following :—

France : . . . . No. of 1884
Belgium : .. : : . No. of 1884
Cape of Good Hope : : . No. of 1884
Austria . . . . . No. of 1886
Ttaly . . : : : : No. of 1884
New South Wales . . : : No. of 1884
Queensland . . . . : No. of 1885
Victoria . . . : : No. of 1884
South Australia . : . . No, of 1884
Tasmania . . . . . No. of 1884
West Australia . . . . No. of 1884
New Zealand . . . . No. of 1885
India . \ . .. . . No. of 1885
United States of America . : No. of 1885H
Canada . . \ . . No. of 1884

(a) This petition was prescanted in (1) This patent was granted prior to
Currie & Timmis’ Patent, of which an the coming into operation of the Patents
extension was granted for ten years.  Act, 1880.

Xee 15 . P, C. 63.

Forms.
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5. That your petitioner also obtained Letters Patent and the like
privileges for certain improvements on and details connected with the
said invention in the United Kingdom on the dates as set out

below ;—

In the United Kingdom . . No. of 1891
39 $9 2 . . No, of 1892

6. That by an agrecment dated , and by two indentures
dated respectively and , all made between your petitioner
and the said 8. C. C, C,, both the Letters Patent mentioned in para-
araph 4 hereof which were granted in the United States of America
and Canada, were contracted to be assigned to the said S, C. C, C,, and
the whole of the Letters Patent mentioned in the said 4th paragraph
which were granted in the other countries therein mentioned, were
contracted to be assigned to your petitioner, including the Letters
Patent the subject of this petition, and all the said patents were
subsequently formally assigned as above mentioned, and since the said
dates your petitioner has been the sole owner of the same.

7. The Letters Patent mentioned in paragraph 4 hereof which
were granted in France, Belgium, Cape of Good Hope, Austria, Italy,
New South Wales, Queensland, Victoria, South Australia, Tasmania,
West Australia, New Zealand, and India, were allowed to lapse, no
fees having been paid in respect of them for the purpose of upholding
them after the year , an-l no profits were made in respect of them,
either by way of assigning them, or working the invention in respect
of which they were granted, or otherwise.

8. The invention in respect of which the Letters Patent, the subject
of this petition were granted, is to operate the signal arms of railway
signals by electrical agency instead of mechanical. To this end an
clectro-magnet is placed on or near the post on which is the signal
arm. Each signal post and arm in e railway station is so fitted, and
each is connected by wires, or leads to a source of electricity. This
source may be a battery, or a continucus running dynamo.

When the signalman pulls over his lever, and completes the electric
circuit to any particular signal, i.e. magnet, that magnet 1s operated,
and lowers the signal arm from ‘‘danger” to “‘line clear.,” This
lowering current is what the patent describes as a continuous current,
i.e. it is always ready to flow along any wire to any signal as soon as
the wire or circuit t< ‘hat signal is completed by — |

(a) The signalman having operated his lever.
(b)) By the fac: chat all conflicting signals or points arc at
“danger.”

As soon as the signal is at “line clear,” the armature of the magnet
is in touch with the bobbin, and then the current necessary to hold
the armature and bobbin together is very small compared with that
which was requisite to operate or lower it. And as it 1s necessary to
cconomize the use of the electric current, it is lessened by any suitable
means as described in page 3, lines 2 to 10.

(a) A resistance is automatically switched in,
(b) Part of the bintery is switched out.

Without this reduction of the current, the working of railway
signals by electro-magnets would be prohibitive by means of the cost;
but it is proved by absolute work that this arrangement, which reduces



EXTENSION OF PATENT TERM. 707

the ¢ lowering” to ¢ holding,” Z.c. from 5 amperes to 0-5 (or %),

]

makes it economical. Then the use of a continuous current is essential
ew.

aud'.llflhe second claim, by which signals are interlocked with each other
and with points clectrically, is more safe and more economical than
«hen it is done mechanically. It is clear that the levers necessary
to operate signals by means of an electric current need only be very
mall—seven inches long instead of seven feet——and that they take up
very small room ; and that by completing all the signal circuits through
.1l the levers when in the “back ” position, if any conflicting lever is
pulled over, it breaks every circuit which goes to any of its conflicting
signals, and then none of them can be lowered. On the other hand,
if a signal lever 1s pulied over, the signal is operated, and the repcater
shows the signalman that it is so operated ; it is proof positive to him
that all the points are in their correct position, and also that all con-
flicting signals are and must be at * danger.”

9. Owing to the exceedingly serious consequences which would
probably result fromn a failure of the signalling apparatus on a railway,
and to the fact that your petitioner’s above system of working signals
electrically was entirely novel and untried, your petitioner, notwith-
standing his continuous efforts on that behalf, was unable to induce
any railway company to try the system on a large scale until the year
1891, when the L. O. Electric Railway was made. This railway was
fitted with an electric signalling system arranged according to the
invention described in your petitioner’s Letters Patent of 1383,
and was fitted with certain of the said improvements in details which
are the subject of the two later Letters Patent granted to your peti-
tioner, and referred to in paragraph 5 hereof.

The system has now been continuously in operation on the L. O.
Railway for the last four years, and has proved to be reliable, econo-
mical, and satisfactory in every respect.

10. Prior to the said installation on the L. O. Railway, your
petitioner caused to be erected at G., in the year 1884, a spnall
experimental installation of his system ; and, in consequence or this,
your petitioner received an order to fit up one signal and two bridge-
repeaters on the S, D, Railway which have been working ever since.
And in the year 1895-6 he erected an installation at L. C. Junction,
on a much larger scale, with the view of bringing the advantages of
the said system to the notice of railway engineers.

11. Owing to the causes set out above, and notwithstanding the
continuous efforts of your petitioner to bring the said invention 1into
public use, the invention has not at the present time, with the excep-
tion of the installations at L. and S., come into commercial use, and
your petitioner has not derived any profit from the same, but has, on
the contrary, expended large sums of money in his endeavour to

{)ntrqduce the said invention, as shewn by the accounts to be filed
y him,

12. Your petitioner belioves that the objections to the use of the
sald system by the railway companies have now becn largely or
cntirely removed by the experience gaincd on the L. Railway ; and
that, in the very special circumstances of this case, the exclusive
right of using the said invention for a further term of fourteen years,
in addition to the term granted by the Letters Patent the subject of

Forms.



708 . APPENDIX 1V.

Forms, this petition, will not be more than sufficient to enable your petitionep
- — to obtain a fair remuneration for his invention and exertions,

13. That your petitioner has given public notice, by advertise.
ments caused to be inserted the requisite number of times in the
London Guazette and in Metropolitan and County newspapers, pursuant
to the Statutes 1n that case made and provided, that it is hig jp.
tention to apply to your Majesty in Council for a prolongation of the
term of sole using and vending the said invention.

Your petitioner therefore humbly prays that your Majesty
will be graciously pleased to take the case of your petitioner
into your royal consideration, and to refer the same to the
vudicial Committee of your Majesty’s Most Honourabe
Privy Council, and that your petitioner may be heard before
such committee by his counsel and witnesses, and that your
Majesty will be pleased to grant to your petitioner a pro-
longation of the term of sole using and vending the saig
invention for the further and additional term of fourteen
years, or for such other term as to your DMajesty shall seem
fit, and to grant new Letters Patent for the said invention
to your petitioner for such term as to your Majesty shall
seem fit, after the oxpiration of the first term originally
granted by the existing Letters Patent hereinbefore men-
tioned, according to the form of the Statutes in such caseg
macde and provided.

And your petitioner will ever pray, (a) cte.

3
Sollcitors for Petitioner.

Another Form of Petition. (b)

In the Privy Council,
Presented the day of , 189.
To the Queen’s Most Excellent Majesty in Council,

In the Matter of Letters Patent, granted to A. E. D,

of , Massachusetts, United States of .America,
bearing date the day of , 1882, No. ;

for an invention of ¢ Jmprovements in Electrical Cables.”

The Humble Petition of the said A. E. D. aad of the B. I. W,
Company, Limited, whose Registered Office is at
in the County of , as Assignees of the said Letters

Patent.

(a) In this case a “supplemeniary the case of Dolbeur’s Palent. An cx-
statement ” fo Paragraph 8 of the Peti- fension in this caso was refused on the
tion was also presented by the petitioner, ground that there was no suflicient ex-
setting out, with the aid of diagrams, planation of delay in bringing the in-
the nature of his invention in detai.. veniion into practice; sce 13 R, P. C.

(b) This Petition was presented in 203,
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dheweth as follows i—

1. That the said A. E. D. obtained the grant of your Majesty’s
Royal Letters Patent under the Grpat Seal (a) of the United Kingdom
of Great Britain and Ireland, bearing dat? the day of .
1882, for an invention of *“ Improvements in Electrie Cables,” whereby
your Majesty did give and grant unto the said A. E. D., his executors,
wdministrators, and assigns, the sole privilege to make, use, exercise,
and vend the said invention within the United Kingdom of Grea’
Britain and Ireland, the Channel Islands, and the Isle of Man, for the
term of fourteen years from the date of the said Letters Patent.

9, That in pursuance of the conditions and provisions in the said
Letters Patent contained, the said A. E. D. duly filed in the Great
Senl Patent Office, on the day of , 1882, a proper and
sufficient specification () of the said invention, and the manner in which
the same was to be performed, and all other conditions contained in
the said Letters Patent, or upon which the said Letters Patent were
aranted, including those relating to the payment of stamp duties, have
been duly performed.

3. That the said invention was at the date of the said Letters
Patent a now invention within your Majesty's realm, and the s..d
A. E. D. was the true and first inventor thereof.

4, The said invention relates to the insulation of electric conductors,
Tt consists in reducing to the smallest possible extcnt the contact
hetween the conductor and the surrounding insulating material, so
that the conductor is as much as possible insulated by the surrounding
aiv, By this means the rapidity with which electric signals can be
transmitted through the cable is largely increased: the reason being
that the inductive capacity of air is very low as compared with solid
insulators, and, consequently, a much smaller Leyden-jar effect is
produced with an air-insulated conductor than with one which is in
contact with a solid insulator.

5. Your petitioner, A. E. D., obtained Letters Patent for the same
invention, in the United States of America, bearing date the
day of , 1887, and numbered .

0. By an assignment dated the day of , 1892, your
petitioner, A. E. D,, assigned the said Letters Patent for the sum
of ten pounds to “ P, E,, Limited,” whose registered office is at

s , and by an assignment dated the day of ,

, the said P. E,, Limited, assigned the said Letters Patent for the
suti of ten pounds to J. K., and about the same date the said J. K.
assigned the said Letters Patent for seven pounds ten shillings to
J. B. A, By an agreement dated the day of , ;
the said J. B. A. agreed to assign the said Letters Patent to your
petitioners, the B. I, W. Company, Limited, in consideration of the
payment of £1000, of which £500 were paid in cash, and the balance
of ‘he £1000 was paid by the issue to him of one hundred fully-paid
A s.aares in your petitioners’ company. The formal assicnment from
J. B. A. to your petitioners was made on the day of ,

, and your petitioners, the B, I. W, Company, Limited, are now
the registered owners of i “1e said L tters Patent.

(a) This Petition also concerned a  operation of the Patents Act, 1883,
Patent gravted prior to the coming into (b)) 1bid.
O D

Forms,




Forms,

770 APPENDIX 1IV.

7. At the date of the said Letters Patent, viz, 1882, there wag
littlo or no need for cables made according to the said inventiop
Such cables are most uscful for telephonic cables when laid in the
aground ; and until a comparatively recent date few, if any, of sych
cables were in use. Until recently nearly all telephonic conductors
were suspended from insulators in the air. Now, however, partly in
consequence of the largeness of their number, and the inconvenience
and the danger of overhead wires, large numbers of insulated wires for
telephonic purposes are laid in the form of cables, in troughs or pipes
in the ground, and cables insulated according to the invention the
subject of this petition have been found to be of great value for

this purpose.
8. Owing to the causes set _ut above, and notwithstanding the
.continued efforts of your petitioner, A. E. D., to bring the said inven-

tion into public use, the invention did not come into any commercial

use until quite recently, and neither your petitioner, the said A. E. D.,
nor your petitioners, the said B. I W. Company, Limited, have derived
any material profit from the same, as shewn by the accounts to be
filed by them respectively.

9. The said invention was new at the date of the Letters Patent
the subject of this petition, and neither the utility of the said invention
nor the validity of the said Letters Patent have ever been called in

question,

10. Your petitioners, the B, I. \¥. Company, Limited, are now in
a more favourable position to obtaln some reward in respect of the
said invention, and are willing to make such provision for rewarding
your petitioner, the said A. E. D., as may seem fit to your Majesty.

11. Your petitioners have caused the necessary and proper adver-
tisements to be inserted the requisite number of times in the London
-Gazelte and in London and country newspapers, pursuant to the
Statutes in that case made and provided, and the rules made in that
oehalf, notifying that it is the intention of your petitioners to apply
to your Most Excellent Majesty in Council for a prolongation of the

sald Letters Patent.

Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that your Majesty will
be graciously pleased to take the case of your petitioners
into your Royal consideration, and to refer the same to the
Judicial Committee of your Majesty’'s Most Honourable

Privy Council, and that your petitioners may be heard before
such committec by their counsel and witnesses. And that

your Majesty will be pleased to grant your petitioners a pro-
longation of the term of the said Letters Patent for a further

term of fourteen years, or for such other term as to your
Majesty may seem fit.

And your petitioners will ever pray, etc.

Agents for
(Signed)
Solicitors for the Petitioners.
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No. 22,

Advertisement of Time Fized for Hearing Petivion, (a)

In the Privy Council.
In the Matter of Letters Patent granted to 8. C. C, C,
of , and I, A. T., formerly of , now of
, in the County of Middlesex, for an invention
of *Improvements in the Means of Working and Inter-
locking Railway Signals by Electricity,” dated the
day of , A.D, 1883, No. ‘
In the Matter of the Petition of the said 1. A. T. tor an
extension of the term of the said Letters Patent,
Notice is hereby given, that their Lordships the Judicial Committee
of the Privy Council have appointed Thursday, the  day of ;

1897, at half-past ten o’clock in the forenoon, for hearing the matter
of the above Petition.

Dated (Signed)
Solicitors for the Petitioner.

Notice to Opponent
Who kas entered a Caveat of the Time Iixed for Hearing,
[Insert Heading. |

Take notice, that the Judicial Committee of Her Majesty’s Privy
Council did, on the day of , appoint the day of , NOW

next ensuing, for the hearing of the matter of the above-mentioned
petition,

Dated
(Signed) - H. K. & Co.
Solicitors for the Petition.
No. 24,

Notice of Grounds of Objection by Opponent.
In the Privy Council.

In the Matter of Letters Patent granted to J. H. () of

(a) Currie and Timmis' Petition, sce  i..entor, and tho merit of the assignces

ante, p. 765, was insufficient to entitlo thom to an

(b) This petition (Hoplinson's) was extension of the patent monopoly. Nce

refueed, on the grounds ‘that adequate 14 R. Y. (. 5.
remunteration bad been received by the

" Forms.



Forms.

772 | APPENDIX 1V.

, in the County of Middlesex, for an Inventiop
of ¢ Improvements in Distributing and Measuring Ele.
tricity, and in Apparatus to be Employed for those Puyp-
poses,” bearing date the day of , 1882, and

numbered ,
_and

'In the Matter of the ' Petition of the ssid J. H., and the
W. E. Company, Limited, for an Extension of the Term
for which the said Letters Patent were granted.

The Grounds of Objection of the several Corporations following
namely : the Corporation of Edinburgh, the Corporation of
Aberdeen, and the Corporation of Belfast to the granting of
" the Prayer of the above-mentioned Petltmn, are as follows :—

1. That the said alleged invention, as described and claimed in
the specification filed in pursuance of the application for the said
Letters Patont, has not been of sufficient public benefit to entitle the
petmoners to any further extension of the term for which the said
Letters Patent were granted.

2. The invention for which the said Letters Patent were granted
is diagrammatically but correctly shown in the petition at the bottom
of page 5. And iv is claimed in the seid specification of the petitioner,
J. H., in the following words, “In a system of electrical dmtnbutmn
of supply, the employment of three (or more) conductors in combina-
tion with two (or more) dynamo machines, in a series substantially
as hereinbefore described with reference to Fig. 5 of the accompanying
drawings, whether the middle conductor be continuous or be rep]aced
by an earth-return, as set forth.”

3. The system of distribution which is and has been employed by
the above-mentioned three corporations is diagrammatically set out
in the following drawing, in which A and B represent series of
secondary cells, which are or may be charged by a small independent
dynamo-machine, if and when required.

4. The above-described method of distribution by means of three
wires is not the system of distribution by three wires as described and

claimed by the petitioner, J. H., but differs therefrom in several very
important and material respects. The system which has been used
by the objectors and many others is the system above described, and

not the system of the petitioner, J. H.

5. The particular system described and claimed by the said J. H.
has not been largely used, and is of very little value as compared with
the above-named system as used by the said three corporations.
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6. The petitioners, the W. Company, Limited, have asserted that
the said system as used by the said corporations is an infringement
of the system as claimed in the said H.’s specification, and have during
the last two or three years endeavoured to compel the said corpora-
tions to take a license from them fo work according to the said Letters
Patent. The said corporations will submit (although denying the
snid infringements) that.if the use by them of the system as used by
them, and by many other corporations and companies, is in fact an
infringement of the sald Letters PFatent, the royalties now due in

vespect of such user, or the damages, as the case may be, which the :

petitioners will in due time recover down to the date of the expiration
of the term for which the said Letters Patent were granted, will
amount to a very large sum, and will be such that the petitioners
will have been adequately remunerated in respect of their trouble and
expenditure. Notwithstanding that the petitioners have for nesrly
two years past alleged that the system adopted by the said corporations
is an infringement of the said Letters Patent, they have intertionally
abstained from taking any steps to determine the question or to re-
strain them from continuing to infringe. The petitioners have been
well aware of similar alleged infringements by other corporations and
companies for several years past, but have taken no steps as aforesaid
to vindicate their rights.

7. Alternatively the said three corporations will contend that, if
the said system used by them is not in fact an infringement of the said
Letters Patent, in that case the said invention is one of limited merit,
and in respect of which adequate remuneration has already been received.

8. That the petitioners, J. H. and the W. Company, Limited, have
alreddy received a full and adequate remuneration for the alleged
invention as more particularly set forth in section 27 of the petition.
The petitioners, the W, Company, Limited, carry on a very extensive
business, and own several Letters Patent of great value, and the shares
received by the said J. H, were, and now are, of considerable value,

Dated this day of

No. 25,

Another Form of Notice of Grounds of Objection. (a)

In the Matter of Letters Patent granted to A. E. D, of
Massachusetts, United States of America, bearing

date the day of , 1882, and numbered
for an invention of “ Improvements in Electrical Cables,”
and

In the Matter of the DPetition of the said A. E. D., and
of the B. I. W. Company, Limited, for an extension of
the term of the said Letters Patent.

The Grounds of Objection of the N, T. Company, Limited, whose
registered office is at , in the City of London, to the

(a) Dolbear’s Petition, sce anto, p. 768.

Forms.
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granting of the Prayer of the above-mentioned Petition, ars ag
follows, viz, :— .

1. That the alleged invention was not new at tae date of ths gaid
Letters Patent,

2. That the alleged invention did not disclose any such usefyl
addition to the stock of public knowledge existing at the date of the
said Letters Patent as to entitle the said A. E. D. to the grant of
valid Letters Patent. 5

3. That the alleged invention, as described in the specification fileq
under the said Letters Patent, never has been, and is not likely to be,
of sufficient public advantage to entitle the patentee or the owners
of the patent to any further extonsion of the term thereof,

4. That the title of the petitioners to the said Letters Patant ig
invalid. ! |

b. The alleged invention had been anticipated by the following
publications made before the date of the said Letters Patent within

. the United Xingdom of Great Britain and Ireland :—

By the specificalion filed under Letters Patent, No. A_n_'

, granted to A, W, D., for “Improvements in Sub.
marine Telegraphic Cables.” - -

The whole specification is relied on.

By the American specification of W, B, P., No. y A.D. 1876,

*for an ¢ Improvement in Insulating Telegraph Wires,” pub-
lished at the Patent Office, Chancery Lane.

The whole specification is relied on.

By the specification filed under Letters Patent, No. s A.D,
1881, granted to W, R. L., for “Improvements in and

relating to Electrical Cables or Conductors for Telegraphic
and Similar Purposes.”

The whole specification is relied on.

6. That the B. I. W. Company and the intermediate assignees of
the said Letters Patent respectively have not assisted the said A. E. D.
with sufficient funds to enable him to develop the said alleged inven-
tion and to bring it into commercial use, nor have they, or either of
them, so acted in connection with the introduction of the said alleged

invention as to entitle the petitioners to an extension of the term of the
said Letters Patent.

7. That the petitioners have already received a full and adequate
remuneration for the said alleged invention, or, if not, the want of
proper remuneration has been caused by reason of their own conduct
in and about the sale and development of the said alleged invention.

8. That the petitioners have permitted infringements of the said
Letters Patent, and have not brought actions to restrain such infringe-

ments, or warned infringers, or in any way asserted their alleged rights
urder the said Letters Patent.

9. That the allegations contained in the said petition are incapable
of proof.

Dated this day of 1895.

(Signed)
Solicitors for the N, T. Company, Limited. -
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No. 26. Forms:
Another Form of Notice of Grounds of Objection.

In the Matter of Letters Patent, bearing date  , numbered
, granted to W, L. of *or an invention of

¢ Improvements 1n the Construction and Arrangement of
Apparatus for Purifying, Disinfecting, Drying, and.

Heating,”
and

In the Matter of the Petition of the said W. L. for am
Extension of the Term of the said Letters Patent.

The Grounds of Objection of X, M. & W. W, trading under the
style or firm of , engineers and iron-fouaders at .
to the granting of the above-mentioned Petition are asfollows :—.

1. That the petitioner has received a full and adequate rerunera---

tion for the said alleged invention.

92, That the petitioner entered into an agreement with M. A. F. &~
Company, of , whereby he granted to the said firm the sole right .
to manufacture and sell his disinfectors. The said firm in the year -

sold their business to a lmited company named M. A. &
Company, Limited. By consent of the petitioner, the said limited
company exercised and carried on the said exclusive rights. The said.
firm and the said limited company have received in respect of the said
rights £ , and it is submitted that the public have already paid
more than an adequate remuneration for the exercise of the monopolyy
granted by the said Letters Patant. |

3. That the plaintiff was not the first and true inventor of the- .
alleged invention comprised in the said Letters Patent.

4, That the alleged invention was not useful.

5. That the said alleged invention was not new at the date of the - -
said Letters Patent.

6. That the said alleged invention was, previously to the date of
the said Letters Patent, published within this realm in the following -
specifications respectively filed in the Patent Office as hereinafter_-

mentioned, that is to say :— -
[ These specifications are here om:itied. ] a

7. That the alleged invention was used before the date of the.said”
Letters Patent by the several persons at or in the several places
following, that is to say :—

. [Places of prior user are here omilled. ]

8. The petitioner’s invention has been publicly known and used
In lace factories in the neighbourhood of N. for a period of thirty

years.
Signed
Delivered, etc. (Figned)



No. 27,

" Form of Patentees’ Accounts.
In T™RE Pnivy Coumcit,

Firsl Year, | h _.
O. & T.'s Potent, 1888, Decomber 12: No. 5718—Improvemants in Working and Interlocking Railway Bignals. (a é

S i -G~ i ey T e e e e T e R R R T L oy T T T = A a T e T L L T S T S S e T S N S o o o ey ey

Reorirrs 1v 1888, YixreNsks IN 1883,
1888 1883

£ & d. L2 s d

JMI. l Nll N . . . . ¢ ' . s . ® Jnni l Br“iﬂh I’ﬂtﬂnt 1'1{30! . . . . . . » 25 O 0

to to Freneh Patont Fees . ; . . . . . 9 0 0

Deo. 1. Dee. 81, United Rtatos Patont Fees C e . 86 6 0

’ | Bolpian Patont Feen. : : . , . . 4 8 0

German Patont Feea \ : : . : .11 0 0
Austrinn Patont IFees . : : : . . 1018 8

. Indian Patent Fees : \ : : : .
- Now Bouth Wnales Patent Ieen, , . . .35 0 0
Victorin Patent Foes : : . .. . . 28 0 0
SRouth Australin Patent Feea . : . 29 0 0

, | Italinn Putent 1cen . : : . : . 1D 0 0
Quconsland Patont Fees . . . . . 43 0 0
Tasmanin Patont Fees . . . . . . 20 0 0

West Australin Potent Fees . . : .39 0 0

"Al XIANAddY

Cupo of Good Hopo Patent Foes . : : . 27T 00
Now Zonland DPatent Foes . C e 25 0 0
]‘]Xl](‘l‘illlﬂntﬂl work-—Iclliott BrnB.. £61 19a. G{L:
wages, £12 Ha.; materinl, £4 s, 4d. . : . 7815 10
Pumphlets, lithographs, cte. : : . . 014 6
. j ‘Travolling—Maunchestor and back . . . 8 0 0
L r £458 G 0
R — | R i R

IedARKs For 1883.

In 1883 M. C. & J., whe had nrranged in 1882 to work out a schemeo
of clectrically-worked railway signals, employed Elliott Bros, to make
experimental magnets, and took out patents for tho magnets first. At
the end of 1883 wo took out tho DBritish Bignal Patent, which I now
petition to bo extendeod.

za)_Scmtiﬂn im No. 20, supra. ‘This patent monopoly wag prolonged for ten years: Currie & Timmis’ Patent, 15 R. P, C. Gk
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Second Year.
RecrirTs 1N 1884,

1884

Jan. 1 DMagnet supplied to London, Brichion, & South
to Coast Railwey Company

Dec, 3L

Magnets supplied to (‘ﬂ.ptmn Mek voy for marine
engineering . C e
Magnets supplied to I C. & Co., Ituly ..
Worl: dono for the Swansea Harbour Trust . .

Reaarks ron 1884,

In 1884 we took out other patenis for the signal working,
printed pamphlets, made experimental gearing, and then ﬂtte(l
o complete installation nt Gloucester, whero the Great Western
Ruilway and tho Blidland Railway have sidings into the
Gloucester Railway Carringe Company'’s yard. This installa-
tion was inspected by LIHJO[‘ Maritdin, B.E., of the Board of
Trade. I fouud Mr. C. ali the moncy for his hme and trouble.

£ & 1,
6 0 0
31 10 0
019 8
7018 (O
£120 7 8
AR R

158¢

Jan, 1
to

Dee. 31.

— o weri— e ol - i —

IOXPENSES IN 1884.

) £ &
British Patent Fees . , . . 2 0 (
Irench Patent Fees : . . : 13 0 ¢
United States Patent Fees : : . 1211 0
Beleian Patent Fecs : : , : . 518 0
Capn of Good Hope Patent F ecs 27 0 0
Germen Patent Fees : 14 156 11
Austrian Patent Fees . . : 17 0 0
Indian Patent Yees . . . : . 38 0 0
Canada Patent Fees 47 12 6
Italy Patent Fees . 15 ()
New South Wales Putent i ees 3 (
Quecnglund Patent Fens, 35 0

Victoria Pateut Fees 24

Neow Zealand Patent Fees
Tasmania Putent Ifces . .
South Australin Patent Fees .
West Australin Poatent Yees

25
23
39

[~}
COeCOCCTOCTC

Travelling e'{penﬁea-—srotlam] £5; Yuria, £3;

Paris, £3: Manchester, £1 10s.; Notts and

Derby, £4 10s.; Notts and Derby, £1 10s.;

Paris, £10; ]\ieﬁcnﬂtle, 2103 3l 0 0
Dinnpers . . . . 118 6
Pam Illets,llthowmphﬂ cte, . , . . o 67 9 9
\undl;'y office cxXpenses . 7 8 0
Iix cr1mcntalwmk,£17 0s.1d, ,matunul .C“lOs 4:!

mrrluffe 10s. 6d.; paid C., £150; wages, £4;

(. ., £1 4. 176 2 11
Ditto nt Swansen, £14 9e. bd trmellmg, £1210s.; ;

wages, £8 18a. 2d bnttermﬂ £60 . . 9017 8
Ditto at Gloucester, £72 58, 4. ; !rzwﬂlhng,..,m 10s. ;

materinl, £21 2s.; wages, £l 6 148 11d.; A.

& P., £9 13s.: Glouccester Waggon Compuny.

£209 18s.3d.: L. C., £61 108, 64, ; oflice, £20 Js, ;

E., Brothers, £9 13s.; C. A,, £1606 799 12 0

£1543 13 0
_

\\

‘NEEL LNTILVS 40 NOISNILXH

LLL
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‘Thy rdufrrl r,
Ilrorirts 1IN 1883,
[H8D,

Jan. 1
{o

])(‘ﬂ. 3] .

Maguoty supplied to B, Zeller . : . ;

RNesanws yon 1885,

In 1885 T puid for moro patonts and ronowal feen on tho
Continont. I aleo obtained n pindl order at Swaneen from tho
Giloucostor work, nnd fltted ono signal and sovoral bridge
repontors to control the Gront Westorn Railway running through
tho docks. This small installation has worked with porfoot
rogularity sinco, and wns ono of the main roasons for my gotting
the ordor for the work on the L. O. Railway somo yonrs
Inter. T aleo fittod an installation of signals and points at the
Invontions Exhibition in Londen, and many railway ongirocors
camo fo sco it, amongat others, Mr. s tho chiof
cngincer of tho Great Northern Railway.,

Syt il gl g

-k 4

- |

T My Ay - o

1

1885,

Jan. 1
to

Dea. 81.

ned. (a)

el g g —— —  -urkis

ExritNREs IN 1885,

A“ﬂl.riﬂ'n I‘ﬂt'ﬂ“t Fﬂﬁﬂ » . . ’ . »

Clorman Patont Foos . . _

Unitod Statos Patont Feen

Clanada I'atent Focn

Fronch Patont Jeon : : .

Iolglan Patont Feos : : .

Italinn Patont Foea

Indian Patont Feos

Nundry Patont Irees

Modeln

Dinnera . . -

Preparing contraots

Pamphlots, lithographs, «te.

Hum]lry offico expenacs . . . : :

‘Travelling oxpensea—BSceotland, £8; Liverpool and
Crowe, £2 15s.; Glasgow, £2; Glasgow, £2 2. ;
sundry, £10 . : ‘ : . . . :

Expoerimental work ot Swansen . . . .

Ditto at Glonceater—-cells, £180: I1. & A, £2 10a.;
forgings, £8; wages, L4 2a,; insuranco of eabin,
4 28 . ' . . . . . . :

Ditto at offico—cells, £15 11s 6d.: nstruments,
£2 10s.: instruments, cto,, £3: instrumonts,
£1 10s,; motor, £11 7s. Gd.; oarriage, £1 1%a. ;
vwages, £10 17s.; L. (0, £1 10s. ;. . ; :

Ditto at workshop nt Clapham—wages . . .

Ditto at Inventions Kxhibition—wages, £115 1s.6d.;
house, £106; X. P. 8, £12 Cs. 10d.: L. (.,
£87 10s. 3d.; magnot, £3 18s.; salary, £40;
salary, £5 B5s.; point gearing, £9 19a 9d.:
aucmetre, £2 8s.; notico boards, L5 18s, 44.:
photos, £118. . o+ . . . .

(¢) The accounts for the lnter years, which were similar in form to the above, nro not roproduced here.

e T . . e e e e ol ety

il
-~
—
=]
. =

18 6
J 11

-] 2

248 8 8

£670 2 3

(WIE——— " L )
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Receipts in 1883-—nil

"
*3
&)
b
L

"
ye
X
T
"
’"
19

¥y

¥y
Amounts ati

1884
1885
1886
1887
1888
1889
1890

1891 -—nil

1802
1893
1834
1805

1896

1897

1l due——:nil . .

SUMMARY.

» # a2 & a2 & 3 9 =

No. 27.—Continued.
General Balance Sheet.

SUMMARY,
£ R d,.
. 0 0 0] Expensesin1883. . . . . .
120 7 8 . 188¢ ., . . ...
6 6 0! . 1885, . . . . .
80 19 3 . 188¢. . . . . .
210 0 | . 1887 .
402 13 0O ot 1888 . . . . . ;
20 0 0 ' 1839 . . . . ] .
51 9 8 . 80G . . . . . .
0 0 O o 1891 . . . . . .
66t 9 ¢ " 18492 . . . . .
883 9 0 .- 1893 .
8350 0 ¢ - 1894 .
109 19 0o ,. 1895 .
. 22 0 0 . 1896 . . . . . .
13 8 9| . 1807 . . . . . .
. 0 O 0 | Amounts still due. . . . .
£2682 2 10
2V
Fxpenses . :

Rececipts .

£ a .

‘ . e 498 U O
. 0 2

ot7 18

Hio 7

. . . 846 16
‘ . . 1202 7
. . . 278 10
222 2

340 4

1960 14

836 12 10

369 1 2

. . . 152% O 7
. . . 070 0 11
31 3 2

£11,958 16 2
o WUS T
£11,958 16 2

2692 2 10

e A —

. . _£927612 4

e e

v e

NS WO WEE D

» L L

Or, say, nine thousand two hundred and sevonty-six pounds twelve

shillings and fourpence total loss,

NHEL LNILVd JO NOISNAZLXJ

N |
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28.

Another Form of Patent Accounts.

In e Pvy Counore,

John Hopkinson's Patent (27th July, 1882) No. 8576, Improvoments in Distributing and Measuring Elootricity, and in Apparatus to ha
usod for thoso purposcs. ()

PETITION FOR PROLONGATION.

T EE mmr o = o e g— - i —— il — gy e PR s e - - - - T -
-

L - -
alliey - —r sl F . R e o p— ek, sl

IR 1 e

Finwer PAnr.
The Account of the Petitioner, John Hoplkinson,

EXPENDITURE.

1882 I'cos and charges on taking out English patont .

Nore.—Tho petitioner incurred other exponses,

of which ho kopt no account, and no claim is made in
reapoct theroeof,

1883-—nil
}884—nil
1880 —nil
1886—nil
1887—nil
1888--nil
1889—nil
1890—-nil
18%1—nil
1892-~nil
1893—nil

The note to the first year applics {o all theso years.

ey . - —_ - — - - —_—— e g e e W e — s S o o el el y- e
—h

- _—— e, o am — et Wy o admmar o ——— T —— W — = o= —

HEOEIrTS,

Nore.-—Immodintoly aftor tho
iret yenr grant of the patent to tho peti-
1882—nil  tioner, Dr.J. IL., ho used every cn-
Qocond venr denvour to procure the adoption of
13'8.,}__ }il hiz invontion,but the clectrie light-

v ing industry was at that timo so
Third yoar much in its infaney, and central
1884—nil lightin;.;: olcetrio i!&ﬂtallntitltlﬂ
a whero long main conductors are
{80;:“‘ -?fm (requirml, and to which the inven.

vl tion ia chiefly applicablo) wero so
Fifth year hawmpered b); t.]mf pro;.riﬂiﬂna of tllm
1886—nil  lerislnturo thet for the first eight
Qixth vear }’ﬂi?lrﬂ of the lifo of the patent thera
18‘87—-}'0'1 was practically no opportunity for

ot the application of the petitioner’s
invention,
Soventh year
1888 Royalties from Mecasrs. C. & H. for uso
of 3.wire system m L. : .

160 0 O

"Al XICN3AJddY



Lighth year
I88%  Royalties from Cs B. T. & W. Co,
Ltd,, in respect of sole license to
use 3-wire system foroneyear . 200 0 O

Mar. 16 Payment from the W. Co. In respect

of option of purchase, proportion ap-

pertaining to English patent, (For

explanation see Appendix C.) . 171 16 4
Apl. 6 Payment from the W. Co. on agreement

to purchase, proportion appertaining

to English patent. (For explanation

sco Appendix C) . . . . 248 7 9 o500 4 1

Ninth year

1890
Mur. 16 Payment from the W, Co. of instalment
‘ of purchasc-money, proportion ap-
pertaining to English patent. (Sec
AppendixC). . . . . 2148 T 9
Tonth year
1891
Mar. 16 Ditto . . : : C : 2148 7 9
Eleventh year
1892
| Mar,16 Ditto . . . . . . . 2148 7 9
Twelfth year
1853
Mar, 16 Ditto . . ., . 2148 7 9

| Aug. 10 Amount of comnmutation of 'remuininé
purchase instalments from W. Co,,
proportion appertaining to English

atent, (See Appendix C.) . . o787 4 11
' ( v ) —_— 7305 12 8

£50 0 0 £16,971 0 0
o v R —"y

Nore.—If the value to be placed upon the English pateat, in accordance
with tlio note to Appendix (., is, ns the petitioners submit, the sum of
£9700, and not tho sum of £16,671, as cetimated in Appendix C,, the total

profits of Dr. H, will be reduced to £0930.,

= il - r— R

(a) In this case extension of the patent monopoly was refused, on the grounds that the petitioning pnten;tee had been adequately remuneratcd, :md
the petitioning company were i tho position of commercip] speculators, and had not the kind of merit required to justify extension to assignees.

‘TIAL LNILVd 30 NOISNALXT



A very ¢atailed note setting out at the head of this account the circumstances attending the formation o
 the American company was merely in effect a trustee for the English company, is here omitted.

No. 28,
SECOND PART.
The Account of the Petitioners, The W, Electric Company, Limited.

-

Dr. EXPENDITURE.

1889
Mar, 16 Paid to Dr. H. in respect of option of
purchase, proportion agpertaining
3(; Eé:lgliah patent. (See Appen-
x oy .8 - L L & a .r'
Apl. 6 Paid to Dr. H. on agreoment to pur-
chase, proportion appertaining to
Euoglish patent, (For explanation
gee Appendix(C). . . .
June 10 Patent fees for renewal of English
, patent . I
June 29 Retaining Profs. F. & K. and con-
sultation fees e e s
Office expenses for half year. (For
explapation geeo Appendix C.) .

1890
Mar. 16 Paid to Dr. H. in respect of first in-
stalment of purchase-money, pro-
portion appertaining to English
patent. (See Appendix C.). .
June 27 Patent fees for renewal of English
patent . . . . .
Sept. 22 Messrs. N. & Co.’s charges, re license
toSt. P. Vestry . . . .
Nov.19 Messra. A. & L, re declaration of
trust . . « e e
Offico expenses for one year. (See
Appendix C.) . . N

L. 8 d.

171 16 4

2148 7 9
10 0 O
11717 0
515 0 O

2148 7 9
15 0 0
82 9 0
3 3 0
1030 0 0

L T

2063 1 1

3228 19 9

i L e I

| Eighth year

| 1889-—mnil

Ninth year
1890 —nil

RECEIPTS,

Nore.~During the years 1889 and 1830
the petitioning company were using every
endeavour to introduce the invention, but
central station lighting was just belng intro-
duced, and was in the hands of wealthy
companies, who repudiated the patent rights
of the petitioning company, and it was not
until the following year that tho petitioning
company were able to procure tho adoption

of their patented invention.

f the English company, and ahnwing: how

i ——————

Cr.

L

5 d.

8L

*AT XIANIIIV



Tenth vear

1891
1891  Royaliies received. (Seo Appendix A) . . 880 0 O

Feb. 28] Paid to Messrs, A & 1., v decluration

May 5 of trust e + o« . . 4 47

Mar,16 Paid to Dr. H. in respect of second |
instalment of purchase-money, ,

proportion appertaining to English
patent., (8S8ee Appendix C.) T, 2148 7 9O
July 22 Patent fees for renowal of English
pﬂ;tent . . o . . . 15 0 0
Sopt.22 Messrs. N, & Co.’s bill of costs to |
dote, re 3-wirepatent . . . 00 4 4 ,
Dcc,31 Dessra. F. & O.8 oosts, ra patent ‘
actionagainst P.M.Co. . . 101 4 9
Offico expenses for onc year. (Sce
AppendixB.)) . . . . 1030 0 O

— 8430 1 5

Carried forward £9622 2 3
Accounts similar to the above were also presented for the later years of the Letters Paten*, shewing a logs of nearly £6000 to the petitioning

company. , ‘ o
Howing Appendices were annexed to the accounts in this case : Appendix A. “ Details of Royalties received by the Petilioning Company ;

Carried forward £ESO 0 0

"The fo
Appendix B. dealing with office expenses chargeable against English patent; and Appendix C. shewing separate values of the English and erman
tents were also annexed ; also summaries shewing (1) profits

patonts, Tabulated statements shewing the receipts from the German and American _
of the patentee from the English pateat; (2) Joint profits of the patentee and the pet tioning company from the English patent; (8) Joint profits of

the patentce and the wmpaxfy frown the English, German, and American patents,

NYAL LNILVd J0 NOISNALXHA
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O.—ACTION FOR INFRINGEMENT,

No. 29,

Indorsement on Writ,

In the High Court of Justice, 1892, W. No.
Chancery Division.
Mr. Justice :
Between W, R. & Company, Limited,
and J. D, . . . - Plaintiffs

and
T. P. . . . . Defendant.

The plaintiffs’ claim is for :—

1. An injunction to restrain the defendant, his servants and
agents, from infringing the Letters Patent, No. of 18 , granted
to J. D. the younger, for ¢ Improvements in the Extracting Mechanism
of Drop-down Small Arms,” which patent, by an assignment dated
the dey of and duly registered, is now vested in the
plaintiff, J. D.

2. An account of profits, or, at the option of the plaintiffs, an
enquiry as to damages. |

3. Delivery up by the defendant of all guns or portions of guns
made in infringement of the plaintiffs’ rights.

4. Costs, (a)

No. 30.

Indorsement on Writ.

In the High Court of Justice, | ‘1891, L. No.
Chancery Division.
Mr, Justice. :
Between W. L, . ., .  Plaintiff
~ and
F. G.E. M, and
W. W. . . . Defendants.

The plaintif©s claim is :—
1. For an injunction to restrain the defendants, their servants and
agents, from infringing the plaintiff’s Letters Patent, numbered ’

of the year 1380,
(a) Weatley Rickards & Co, v. Perkes.
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. For damages for such infringement, or, at the option of the Forme.

plamtlﬁ‘ an account of all profits derived by the defendants from such
infringement.

3. For the delivefy up to the plaintiff or the destruction of all
articles in the possession of the defendants made in such infringement.

4, For costs. (a)

No. 31.
Indorsement on Writ.

In the High Court of Justice, 1894, ‘T, No.
Queen’s Bench Division., '
Between J, A, T, and
H.L T. . . . Plaintiffs.

and

A, R, . . . Defendant.

The plaintiffs’ claim is for an injunction restrmnmﬂ the defendant,
his servants or agents, from infringing the Letters Patent granted
to : and now vested in the plaintiffs, dated 1891, and

numbered , and for damages, or, alternatively, an a.ccount
and costs. (b) | * -

No. 32,

Indorsement on Writ.

In the High Court of Justice,
Chancery Division,
Mr. Justice

Between the P, T. Company, anted and

the D, P. T. Company, Limited . Plaintiffs
and
the T, P. T. and C, H., Limited, -
J.B.D. H, H,, Junr,,

and C. H. & Company, Limited .  Defendants,

The plaintiffs’ claim is for:—

1. An injunction to restrain the defendants and their respective
servants and agents from infringing the Letters Patent owned by the
plainbiﬁ' companies,

2. Damages, or, at the option of the plaintiffs, an account of
prohts

(a) Lyonv. Goddard, (b) Thierry v. Rielimann.
3 E
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3. Delivery up by the defendants of all tyres and parts of tyres
made in infringement of the said Letters Patent or either of them,

4, Costs as between solicitor and client. (a)

No. 33.

Statement of Claim.
[Insert Heading as tn Form No, 29.]
Statement of Claim,
1. The plaintiff, J. D, by virtue of an assignment dated the

day of and duly registered, is the owner of certain Letters

Patent, No. of 18 , granted to J. D. the younger for ¢ Improve-
ments in the Extracting Mechanism of Drop-down Small Arms,” of
which the said J. D. the younger is the first and true inventor, The
plaintiffs, W, R. & Company, Limited, are the sole licensees under the
sald Letters Patent.

2. The defendant is a gun manufacturer, carrying on business at
, in the County of Middlesex.

3. The said Lettors Patent are valid, and of full force and effect.

4, The defendant has for some time past manufactured and sold
both guns and gun actions fitted with ejecting mechanism made in
infringement of the plaintiffs’ Letters Patent.

The plaintiffs claim ;—

1. An injunction to restrain the defendant, his servants and
agents, from making, using, and vending guns containing
an ejector mechanism, or portions thereof, made in infringe-
ment of the plaintiffs’ Letters Patent, or made so as to be
a colourable imitation of the invention therein contained.

2. An account of profits, or, at the option of the plaintiffs, an
enquiry as to damages,

3. Destruction of, or delivery up, by the defendant to the plaintiffs
of all guns or portions of guns made in infringement of
the plaintiffy’ rights.

4, Costs.

(Signed)
Delivered, ete,

No. 34.
Another Form of Claim,
[Insert Heading as in Form No. 30.]
Statement of Claim,

' . The defendants have infringed the plaintifi’s Patent, No. ’
A.D. 1880, granted for the term of fourteen years from the  day of

(a) Pneumatic Tyre Co. v. Tubelezs Pneumatio Tyre and Others.
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, 1880, for ¢ Certain Improvements in the Construction and  Forms,

Arrangement of Apparatus for Purifying, Disinfecting, Drying, and —————=

Heating,” whereof the plaintiff was the first inventor,

The plaintiff claims— |
1. An injunction to restrain the defendants from further infringe- -
ment. . '

2. An enquiry as to the damages sustained by the plaintiff by
reason of the infringement, or, at plaintiff’s option, an
account of profits made by the defendants.

3. That the defendants may be ordered to pay the plaintiff the
amount so found to be due,. |

4, That the defendants may be ordered forthwith to deliver up
to the plaintiff, to be destroyed, all machines or apparatus
made in infringement of the plaintifi’s patent.

5. Costs. .
(Signed)

Parsiculars of breaches are delivered herewith and annexed hereto.

Delivered, etc.

No. 35.
Another Form of Claim.
[Insert Heading as in Form No. 31.]
Statement of Claim.

1. The  plaintiffs, J. A. T. and A. L. T, carry on business at
No. , Street, London, as boot manufacturers, and are the
owners of Letters Patent, No. » of A.D. 189], granted to them
for an ¢ Improvement in Eyelets,” and of which they are the original

and true inventors.

2. The defendant carries on business at 99 Street,
London, E.C., as agent for the F., C. E. Company, of S., Massa-
chusetts, United States of America.

3. The said Letters Patent are valid and of full force and effect.
4. The defendant has infringed the plaintiffs’ Letters Patent,

No. , of A.p. 1891, as set forth in Particulars of Breaches
delivered herewith. '

The plaintiffs claim—

1. An injumction restraining the defendant, his servants and
agents, from selling eyelets manufactured in infringement
of the Letters Patent granted to, and now vested in, the
plaintiffs, dated 1891, and numbered .

9, An account of all profits derived by the defendant from such
infringement, or, at the plaintiffs’ option, an enquiry as to
damages sustained by such infringement.
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3. Delivery up to the plaintiffs or destruction of all eyelets made

in infringement of plaintiffs’ Letters Patent, No. -, of
A.D. 1891,
4, Costs, |
| (Signed)

Delivered, etc.

No, 36.

Another Form of Claim.
[Insert Heading as in Form No. 32.]
Statement of Claim. |

1. The plaintifis are the proprietors of the following Letters Fatent,
that is to say, No. , of 1888, granted to J. B. D. for *“ An

Improvement in Tyres of Wheels for Bicycles, Tricycles, or other Road
Cars;” No. =, of 1890, granted to W. E. B. for ¢ Improvements in

Tyres or Rims for Cycles and other Vehicles,” and No. =~ , of 1890,
granted to W, G. for ¢ Improvements in Rubber Tyres and Rims, or
Felloes for Wheels of Velocipedes and other Light Carriages.”

2. All the aforesaid Letters Patent are good and valid, and the
respective persons therein stated to be the true and first inventors
thereof respectively were the true and first inventors.

3. The said Letters Patent, No. , of 1890, granted to W, E. B,
were certified to be valid by Mr, Justice Romer on the day of
, 1894,

4, The defendants have infringed all the said Letters Patent in the
manner appearing in the Particulars of Breaches delivered herewith,
and threaten to continue to infringe the same by the manufacture and
sale of tyres made according to the inventions in respect of which the

said Letters Patent were granted.
The plaintiffs’ claim—
An injunction restraining the defendants, their servants, agents,

or workmen, from infringing the said Letters Patent, No. ,
of 1888, No. , of 1890, and No. , of 1890,

That an enquiry may be made as to the damage sustained by
the plaintiffs by the wrongful acts of the defendants as afore-
said, and that the defendants may be ordered to pay °the
amount thereof to the plaintiffs, or, at the option of the plain-
tiffs, that an account may be taken of all profits made by the
defendants by such wrongful acts as aforesaid, and that the
defendants may be ordered to pay the amount so ascertained

to the plaintiffs.

That the defendants may be ordered to deliver up to the
plaintiffs all tyres made according to the said inventions

which may be in the possession, or under the control of any
or either of them. ~

Thot the defendants may be ordered to pay the costs of this
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action, and that the costs may be as between solicitor and Forms,
client, in respect of the Letters Patent, No. ,of 1890, -~ ———
(Signed)
Delivered, etc.

No. 37.

sStatement of Defence.
[Insert Heading as in Form No. 29.]

Defence.

Delivered, atc,

1. The said defendant denies that he has infringed the said Letters
Patent as alleged, or at all.

2. The said J. D. the younger was not the first and true inventor
of the invention described in the specification fto the sald Letters

Patent.

3. The said Letters Patent are void, by reason that the invention
was not new at the date of the said Letters Patent. Particulars of
prior user and prior publication are delivered, herewith.

4. The specification to the said Letters Patent does not sufficiently
describe and ascertain the nature of the said invention, and the
manner in which the same is to be performed in the following respects.
Referring to page 4, lines 44 to 53, and to the illustrations, figures 1,
2, 10, and 11, the arrangements of the sliding rod * G’ with the
rocking arm “1” and the spring “m?” is unworkable and incapable
of being put in practice, and there is no alternative method shewn or
described by which the sliding rod “ G’ could be actuated in the
desired manner. The alternative. arrangement described in page 5,
lines 49 to 54, and claimed in the last claim, is unworkable, and could

not be put in practice,

5. The said specification does not distinguish what is old from
what is new in the following respects :—

The combination set forth in the first, second, and. third claims
were old at the date of the said Letters Patent for the reasons

set forth in the Particulars of Objection.
(Signed)

No. 38.
Another Form of Defence.
[Insert Heading as in Form No. 30.]
Statement of Defence.

1. The defendants deny that they have infringed the plaintiff’s
Letters Patent in the manner set forth in the Particulars of Breaches,
or at all.,
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2, Tho defendants: deny that the plaintiff was the ‘first and true
inventor of  the improvements referred to in the first paragraph of the
Statement of Claim.

3. The said Letters Patent are invalid for the reasons given in the

- Particulars of Objections which are delivered herewith,

Signed
Delivered, ete, -.t (Signed)

No. 39.

Another Form of Defence.
[Insert Heading as in Form No. 31.]

Defence,

Delivered, e-c.

1. The defendant denies that he has infringed the Letters Patent
in the Statement of Claim mentioned, and he further denies that the
plaintiffs were the true-and first inventors of the invention for which
the said Letters Patent were granted.

2. The said Letters Patent are not now, nor were they ever, valid,

“or of any effect.

3. Particulars of Objections on which the defendant means to rely
are delivered herewith,
| (Signed)

No. 40,

Another Form of Defence,.
[ Insert Heading as in Form No. 32.]

Statement of Defence.

Dehvered, etc.

1. The defendants do not admit that the. plaintiff companies, or
either of them, are the proprietors of the Letters Patent, No, , of
1888, No. , of 1890, and No. , of 1890, in the Amended State-

ment of Claim mentioned, or any of them. |

2. All the said Leiters Patent are invalid for the reasons stated
in' the Particulars of Objections delivered herewith, and the persons
therein respectively stated to be the true and first inventors thereof
were not the true and first inventors.

3. The defendants have not, nor nas any of them, infringed the
said Letters Patent, ¢r any of them, in the manner alleged in the
Particulars of Breaches, or at all, and the defendants do not, nor does
any of them, threaten or intend to infringe the said patents, or any -
of them, as alleged in paragraph 4 of the Amended Statement of Claim,

or at all.
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4, The defendants deny that the plaintiff companies, or either of
them, have sustained any damage, or are entitled to payment of any
profits by reason of any of the alleged acts by the defendants, or any
of them, of which the plaintifls complain.

Particulars of Objections are delivered herewith.

(Signed)
No. 41.
Reply.
[Insert Heading as in Forn: No. 29.]
Reply.

As to the statement of defence the plaintiffs say that they join
issue save in 50 far as the allegations made in the Statement of Claim
and Particulars of Breaches are admitted.

(Signed)
Delivered, etc.

No. 42.

Another Form of Reply.
| Insert Heading as in Form No. 30.]

The plaintiff joins issue on the defence herein as contained in the
Defence and Particulars of Objections delivered therewith.

Delivered, etc,
(Signed)

No. 43,

Another Form of Reply.
[Insert Heading as in Form No. 32.]

Delivered the .  day of by  of ,the plaintifiy
solicitor. °

The plaintiffs join issue except in so far as the same contains
admissions with the defendants on the defences raised by them in their
Defence and Particulars of Objections and amended and re-amended
Particulars of Objections,

The plaintiffs will also contend, as to paragraphs B 4 and C 5 of the
Objections, that the grant of Letters Patent to B. therein referred to
was a grant in respect of an invention which is in no wise the same as
the inventions for which the Letters Patent, , of 1890, and

, of 1890 (patents sued on in this action) were granted.

(Signed)

Forms.
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¥orms. No, 44.
Particulars of Breaches.

[ Insert Heading as in Form No. 29.]

Particulars of Breaches

~ Delivered by the plaintiffs with the Statement of Claim, the day
of . .
The following are the Particulars of the Breaches complained of by
the plaintiffs in this action, that is to say :—

1. That the defendant has at divers times previously to the com-
mencement of this action, infringed .the plaintiffs’ Letters Patent,
No. , A.D, 18 , by making, using, and applying in or to the
extracting mechanism of drop-down small arms certain mechanism,
being the same ag the mechanism described in the Queen’s printers’
copy of the specification filed under the said Letters Patent, and
claimed in claiming clauses 1 and 2 thereof, and by manufacturing and
selling for his own profit, guns and gun actions having therein the
mechanism aforesaid.

2. The plaintiffs complain in particular of the sale of a side-lever,
hammerless ejector gun, No. . , by the defendant to one, S. W. C,,
of , in the County of Middlesex, on the day of ; :

3. The precise number, dates, and amounts of the defendant’s
infringements are not at present known, but the plaintiffs will claim
to recover from the defendant full compensation in respect of all such
infringements. |

Delivered, ete.

No. 45,
Another Form of Particulars of Breaches.
[Insert Heading as in Form No. 30.]

Particulars of Breaches.

The following are the Particulars of the Breaches complained of in
this action :— |

That the defendants have at divers times since the day of
December, 1886, and prior to the commencement of this action,
infringed the plaintiff’s Letters Patent and the claim thereof in manner

following, that is to say—

That the defendants have, subsequently to the date of the plaintift’s
patent, manufactured, in accordance with the provisions of certain
alleged Letters Patent, No. , of A.p, 1886, certain apparatus for
disinfecting by steam articles of all descriptions that are infected by
germs of disease, and have sold the said apparatus, in which said
apparatus there arc arranged and combined together inner and outer
chambers substantially in the improved manner described and claimed
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in the Queen's printers’ copy of the complete specification filed prior
to the grant of the said Letters Patent as therein recited.

The defendants sold disinfecting apparatus infringing the plaintiff’s
Letters Patent—

To the Corporation of L., in the county of S., about November,
1887.
To the Borough Fever Hospital, L., in the county of L., during

1887.

To the Corporation of L., in the county of Y., on or about
the  day of June, 1890.

To the Corporation of B,, in the county of C., about the month
of October, 1890, and .

To the Corporation of D., about the month of April, 1891.

The exact number and dates of the defendants’ infringements, save
as hereinbefore mentioned, are not at present known to the plaintiff,
but the plaintiff will claim to recover from the defendants full com-

pensation in respect of all such infringements.
(Signed)
Delivered, etc.

No. 46.

Another Form of Particulars of Breaches.
[Insert Heading as in Form No, 31.]

The following are the Particulars of Breaches complained of by the
plaintiffs in this action, that is to say—

1. The defendant has at various times, previous to and since the
commencement of this action, infringed plaintiffs’ Letters Patent,
No. , of A p. 1891, by making, using, and selling, or offering for
sale at 59, Street, London, E.C., and elsewhere, eyelets made
in the manner described in the Queen’s printers’ copies of the specifica-
tion of the said Letters Patent, without the leave or license of the
plaintifis. |

2. By the admission of the defendant that he is making and selling
eyelets made in the manner described in the Queen’s printers’ copies
of the specification filed under the plaintifis’ Letters Patent, contained
in a letter written by the defendant on , 1894, and sent
to the plaintiffs.

3. The precige dates and amounts of the defendant’s infringements
are not at present known to the plaintiffs, but the plaintiffs will claim
to recover from the defendant full compensation in respect of all

infringements.
Delivered, etc.

Forms.
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No. 47,

Another Form of Particulars of Breaches.
[Insert Heading as in Form No. 32.}

Particulars of Breaches

Delivered with the Statement of Claim in this Action by, etc.

Thoe defendants have infringed all the Letters Patent in the
Statement of Claim mentioned, by the manufacture and sale of tyres
made according to the inventions in respect of which the said Letters
Patent were granted.

The plaintiffs complain in particular of the manufacture and sale
by the defendants of certain tyres now in the plaintiffs’ possession,
marked A, B, C, D, E, F, and G respectively, which tyres can he
seen by the defendants at the offices of John B. Purchase, 11, Queen
Victoria Street.

The plaintiffs cannot give further particula.ré of the infringements

- of the defendants until after discovery, but will claim to recover in
. respect of all infringements by the defendants, or any of them.

No. 48.

Particulars of Objections.
[Insert Heading as in Form No. 29.]

Particulars of Objections

Delivered the day of -, 1892, by Messrs. , of
, the above-named defendant’s solicitors.

1. The inventions claimed by the first, fourth, and fifth claims of
the specification of J, D., junior, [ No. ]of 18 , are anticipated
by the specification of the defendant’s patent {No. ] of 18
particularly with reference to the fourth claim and to the description
and illustrations referring to that part of the defendant’s therein-
described invention.

2. The invention described in the second, fourth, and fifth claims
was anticipated by one, L. E. H., at , in the County of London,
between October and November , , by making a gun with
ejecting mechanism similar in every respect to that described and
claimed in the said second, fourth, and fifth claims to the said J. D.s

specification.
(Signed)

-[Imert Heading as in Form No. 29.}
Further Particulars of Objections

Delivered pursuant to Order dated , 1892, by Messis.
of , defendant’s solicitors.
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1. The meaning of paragraph 4 of the Statement of Defence is that
the ejecting mechanism when made in accordance with D.’s specifica-
tion is unworkable, and not that D.’s specification does not sufficiently
describe the invention to allow the same to be put in practice by a
skilled workman.

2. The reference *‘to the fourth claim, and to the description and
illustrations referring to that part of the defendant’s therein-described
invention ” in paragraph 1 of the Particulars of Objections, means the
fourth claim in the specification of the defendant, No. of 18 ,
and the whole of the fourth claim is relied upon.

3. The fifth paragraph of the Defence refers to both paragraphs

of the Particulars of Objections, that is to say, with reference to the
first claim to the matters alleged in the first paragraph only, with
reference to the second claim to the matters alleged in the second
paragraph only, and with reference to the fourth claim to the matters
alleged in both paragraphs of the said Objections.

No. 49.

Another Form of Particulars of Objections.
[Insert Heading as in Form No. 30.]}

| Amended Particulars of Objections
Delivered pursuant to Order, dated the day of , 1892,

The defendants, besides denying that they have infringed the
Letters Patent in the Statement of Claimm mentioned, rely, in
support of their defence to this action, on the following objec-
tions to the validity of the said Letters Patent :—

1. That the plaintiff was not the first and true inventor of the
alleged invention comprised in the said Letters Patent.

2. That the alleged invention was not useful.

3. That the said alleged invention was not new at the date of the
said Letters Patent.
4, That the said alleged invention was, previously to the date of

the said Letters Patent, published within this realm in the following
specifications respectively filed in the Patent Office as hereinafter

mentioned, that is to say :-—

(a) The specification of F.’s Patent, No. , of 1876. The
whole final specification is relied on.

(b) The specification of F, & A.’s Patent, No. , of 1877,
the complete specification, page  , and lines to
page and the drawings, are relied on.

(¢) The whole provisional specification of W. L., dated the
day of , 1879, and numbered . :

5. That the alleged invention was used before the date of the said
Letters Patent by the several persons at or in the several places
following, that is to say :—

Forms.
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Forms. (a) Messra. S. & Sons at R., Nottingham, in the yedr 1872,

(b) The defendants, at their works at Nottingham, from the
year 1872 down to the present time.

(c) Messrs. H., at their works at Nottingham, during the year
1870, and for some months prior and subsequent thereto.

(d) Messrs. 8., at their works at Nottingham, in the year 1872,
and for some months prior and subsequent thereto.

(e) The A. Laundry, at their works at Aberdeen, early in 1879.

(f) Messrs. J. P. & Co., at their works at York, during the
year 1872, and subsequently thereto, till the date of the
plaintiff’s Letters Paient.

6. That the plaintiff, in his specification, pointed out and claimed
no sufficient improvement on the then state of public knowledge to
make his alleged invention good subject-matter for valid Letters
Patent. -

7. The plaintiff’s invention has been publicly known and used in
lace factories in the neighbourhood of Nottingham for a period of
thirty years.

No, 50.

Another Form of Particulars of Objections.
[Insert Heading as in Form No. 31.]
Particulars of Objections

Delivered with the Statement of Defence in this action by Messrs.
of , the defendant’s solicitors.

The following are the Particulars of Objections upon which the
Defendant will rely at the trial of this action with respect to
the Letters Patent in the Statement of Claim mentioned.

1. That the specification filed in pursuance of the application for
the said Letters Patent does not sufficiently describe or ascertain the
nature of the said alleged invention or the manner in which the same

is to be performed.
2. That the said alleged invention, as claimed in the said specifica~

tion, was not new at the date of the said Letters Patent, but had been
published within the realm before the said date in and by the publication

following :— |, ‘
(a) The specification of an invention for which Letters Patent
No. , of 1889, were granted to W, H. S, The whole

is relied on.

(b) The specification of an invention for which Letters Patent,
No. , of 1890, were granted to W, H, S. The whole
- 1s relied on.
(c) The specification of an invention for which Letters Patent,
- No. , of 1882, were granted to J. L. J. in the United
States of America. The whole is relied on.
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(d) The specification of an invention for which Letters Patent,
No. , of 1889, were granted to W. H, 8. in the United
States of America., The whole is relied on,

No. 51.
Another Form of Particulars of Objections.
[Insert Heading as in Form No. 32.)
Particulars of Objections

Delivered by the defendants the day of , 1897, by Messrs.
of , London, agents for of , 8olicitors
for the defendants, |

The defendants, besides denying that they have infringed any of
the Letters Patent in the Amended Statement of Claim
mentioned, rely in support of their defence to this action
on the following objections to the validity of the said Letters
Patent respectively :—

A. As to D.’s Patent No. , of 1888, .

1. The said J. B. D. was not the true and first inventor of the alleged
invention comprised in the said Letters Patent and claimed by the
complete specification thereof as amended.

2. The said alleged invention so claimed was not new at the date
of the said Letters Patent, but previously thercto was published within
the realm ; (a) in the specification of Letters Patent, No, , of 1845,
granted to R. W. T,, upon the whole of which specification and the
drawings thereto the defendants rely ; (b) inadescription of a carriage
fitted with tyres made according to an improved form of T.’s invention,
published in Vol. (1851) of the Mechanics’ Magazine at page
The description relied on commences with the words —

3. The said alleged invention claimed by H.’s amended complete
specification is not proper subject-matter for Letters Patent.

4, The said alleged invention claimed as aforesaid is not useful.

. The alleged invention claimed as aforesaid is not the same as
the invention (if any) described i1n the provisional specification filed
on the application for the said Letters Patent, and is, moreover, a
different invention from the invention claimed by the said complete
specification before amendment,. ‘

6. 'The provisional specification does not describe the nature of the
alleged invention, or of any invention.

7. The said complete specification as amended does not sufficiently
describe and ascertain the nature of the alleged invention, or in what
manner the same is to be performed.

B. As to B.’s Letters Patent, No. , of 1890, the
defendants say that if the invention comprised therein
be held, upon the true construction of the complete specifi-
cation of the said patent, to include the tyres alleged to

Forms.
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be infringements thereof in this action, the 'said patent
is invalid for the following reasons, viz.:—

1. The said W. E. B. was not the true and first inventor of the
alleged invention comprised in the said Letters Patent.

2. The said alleged invention was not new at the date of the said
Letters Patent, but previously thereto was published within this realm
in the following publications :(—

The specifications of the following Letters Patent.
[The List of Anticipating Patenls is here omitted.

3. The said alleged invention is not proper subject-matter for valid
Letters Patent. *

4. The said Letters Patent are invalid by reason of the prior grant
of the patent of B., No. , of 1890, above mentioned.

9. The complete specification claims an invention different from,
and larger than, the invention described in the provisional specification,
if, on the true construction thereof, the thickening of the edges of the
cover, or the holding of the cover to the rim by any dovetailing or
hooking action, are part of the invention claimed, inasmuch as the
provisional specification in no way describes such thickening or any
such action,

O, As to G.’s Patent, No.  , of 1890.

1. The said W. G. was not the true and first inventor of the
alleged invention comprised in the said Letters Patent.

2. The said alleged invention was not new at the date of the said
Letters Patent, but previously thereto was published within this
realm (a) in the publications hereinbefore stated, as anticipating B.’s
Patent; and (b) by the manufacture, or sale, or exhibition, or user,

by the said W, E. B,, and by the N. B. BR. Company, of tyres made

according to B.s specification, No. , of 1890, in the months of

, 1890, and by the publication by the said B, and the said
company in the same months of circulars describing tyres according
to the said specification ; and (c) by an article on page  in the issue

of , 1890, of ¢¢ B, News,” beginning with the words

down to , and by the three diagrams at the top of
the sheet facing page in the same issue., By an article in the
“S. C.,” dated , 1890, beginning with the words
on page down to on page . By an article on
page of the “C. T. C. M, G.” of , 1890, beginning with
the words down to , and by three diagrams

on the top of page . These defendants rely on the said publica-
tions and prior users as anticipating claiming clauses 1 to 7 inclusive,
of G.’s complete specification.

3. The said alleged invention is not useful.

4, The said alleged invention is not proper subject-matter for
Letters Patent.

5. The said Letters Patent are invalid by reason of the prior

grants of the patents of B. No, , of 1890, and No. , of 1890, .
above mentioned.

6. If according to the true construction of G.’s complete specification
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the same in any way describes or claims the fastening of the metal
rira by means of lugs, projections, or thickened edges of a tyre, such as
the tyres of which the plaintiffs are complaining as infringements in

this action, or of a tyre consisting of an inner tube with a detachable
cover, the invention described and claimed in G.’s complete specifica-
tion is not the same as the invention described in his provisional
specification, but differs therefrom in that such provisional specification
in no way describes or indicates tyres of either of the forms above
referred to.

7. If on the true construction of G.’s complete specification and
Fig. 3 thereof, the same be held to include tyres consisting of an
inper air tube and detachable cover held in a flanged or grooved rim,
his patent is invalid by reason of the Crown having, prior to the date
of his complete specification, validly granted to one N. by Letters
Patent, dated  and numbered  , the sole right of manufacturing,
using, and selling tyres so constructed and operating, the same not
being included in G.’s provisional specification, -

No. 52,

Interrogatories in an Action for Infringement. (a)
[ Insert Heading in Action.]

Interrogatories

On behalf of the above-named Plaintiff for the examination of the
above-named Defendant.

1. Have the defendants or any and which of them at any time or
times since the day of , and when, caused to be manufactured
and whether or not sold and whether or not delivered to the purchasers
thereof in this country and whether or not exported for sale fasteners
or clips for the purpose of securing card clothing to the flats of carding
engines and whether or not were such fasteners or clips constructed
of strips or bands of sheet metal bent near to and along both edges
and whether or not applied for securing clothing to the flat bars of
carding engines in such manner that one hent portion of the strip or
band tightly held the foundation fabric of the clothing while the other
bent portion of the strip or band gripped along the back of the bar
and whether or not were the edges or selvages of the foundation fabric
secured to the bars by such fasteners and whether or not enclosed by
such fasteners and whether or not encased by such fasteners and
whether or not were the edges of the bars enclosed by such fasteners
and whether or not encased by such fasteners, whereby the necessity
for perforating or nicking the bars or using rivets, pins, prongs of the
fasteners and the like was avoided and whether or not were such
fasteners or clips constructed and applied substantially according to
the invention described and claimed in the specification of the patent
ofthe - dayof ,No., in the Statement of Claim mentioned,
and in what respect or particulars did such fasteners or clips differ
therefrom ?

(o) Thweedale v. Ashworth.

Forms.



Forms,

800 APPENDIX 1V. 3 3

2, Have the defendants or any and --hich of them: at any time or
times since the day of , an  hen, manufactured or used
or sold or applied fasteners or clips f¢ the purpose of attaching
clothing to carding engine flats constructed and applied substantially

as described in the specification of a patent dated the day of \
No. , and granted to the defendants in this action? ILet the

defendants set forth by reference to the said specification which of the
several figures in sheets 1 and 2 of the drawings accompanying the said

specifications, such fasteners or clips 50 made or used or sold or applied
as aforesaid substantially resembled in their construction and in the

manner in which they were applied for attaching the clothing of carding
engines to the flats thereof.
3. Have the defendants or any and which of them at any time or

times since the day of - , and when, manufactured or zold or
offered for sale or used or applied or caused to be manufactured or

used or snld or offered for sale or applied fasteners or clips for the

purpose of attaching clothing to carding engine flats constructed and

applied substantially as described in the specification of a patent
dated , NO. , and granted to the defendants in this action?

Let the defendants set forth by reference to the said specification which
of the several ficures in the drawings accompanying the said specification
such fasteners or clips as aforesaid substantially resembled in their

construction and mode of application.

4. Did not the defendants construct and manufacture and whether
or not sell and whether or not deliver any and what number of flat
carding engines or parts of carding engines wherein the carding clothing
was fastened to the flats by means of fasteners or clips such as are
mentioned in these interrogatories or the answers thereto to Messrs,
F. of or to some and what other person as the purchaser thereof,
and when and where did the defendants so deliver the same?

5. Have the defendants or any and which of them now in his or
their possession, power, and control any and what number of fasteners
or clips such as are mentioned in these interrogatories or the answers
thereto, and when were the same made and where are the same or
any, and which of them, now deposited and to be seen?

6. Let the defendants set forth fully and particularly the names

and addresses of the persons respectively to whom the defendants
have, since the day of , 50ld and delivered such fasteners
or clips as aforesaid, and the respective dates at which such fasteners
or clips were respectively so sold and delivered, and have the defendants
granted any license or licenses under the said patents, No. of

, and No, of , or either of them, to any and what person

or persons, and when have the same been granted ?

7. Let the defendants seti out by reference to the specification of
the plaintiff’s patent, No. of , in what respects or particulars
tho said specification does not sufficiently describe or ascertain the
nature of the plaintiff’s said invention, or the manner in which the
same i3 to be performed, as alleged by the defendants in paragraph

of their Particulars of Objections delivered in this action.

8. Specify the inventions which you allege in paragraph  of
your Particulars of Objections to be not comprised in plaintiff’'s pro-
visional specification, but to be described and claimed in his complete
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specification, and point out by reference to the said specification the
parts thereof on which you rely in support of such allegation.

9. Specify the inventions claimed in plaintifi’s complete specifica-
tion which you allege in paragraph of your Particulars of Objec-
tions to be nob comprised in the title of plaintifi’s said patent, and
point out by reference to the sald specification the parts on which
you rely in support of such allegation.

Each of the defendants is required to answer all the foregoing
interrogatories.

Delivered, eic.

No. bH3.

Defendants’ Answers to Interrogatories. (a)
[Insert Heading in Action.]

The Answer of the above-named Defendants to the Interrogatories
for their Examination by the above-named Plaintiff.

In answer to the said interrogatories, we and ,
the above-named defendants, make oath and say as follows : —
1. Both the defendants have, since the  day of , upon

divers dates manufactured or caused to be manufactured, and have
sold and delivered to the purchasers thereof in this country, but have
not exported for sale fasteners clamps or clips for the puvpose of
securing card clothing to the flats of carding engines. Such fasteners
clamps or clips were constructed of strips or bands of sheet metal
bent to nearly right angles near to and along both edges; such
fasteners clamps or clips were applied for securing clothing to the
flat bars of carding engines in such manner that one limb of the
clamp pressed the foundation fabric upon the face of the bar, whilst
the other limb of the clamp bore and abutted upon the back of the
bar. The margins of the strips of card clothing were secured or
clamped to the bars by such fasteners, but such strips of card clothing
or foundation fabric were without selvages. All such fasteners
clamps or clips made by the defendants as aforesaid were in all
respects the same as those mentioned in the Particulars of Breaches
as having been supplied to Messrs. F., and by the use of such fasteners
clips or clamps as aforesaid the necessity for perforating or nicking
the bars or using rivets pins and prongs of the fasteners and the
like was avoided. Such fasteners or clips or clamps as aforesaid
were not constructed and applied substantially according to the in-
vention described in the specification of the patent, dated :
No. , in the Statement of Claim mentioned, but were all of them
constructed as above mentioned.

2. In answer to the second interrogatory the defendants say that
they have both of them, since the day of , manufactured or
used or sold or applied, or caused to be manufactured or used or sold
or applied, fasteners or clips or clamps for the purpose of attaching

(“) T:reeda?e v. d8lworth.
| 3 F
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clothing to carding engine flats censtructed and applied’ substantially

as illustrated by the ‘several figures and of the
sheets of drawings accompanymn' the specification of Letters Patent,
dated , No. granted to the defendants in this action,

3. Inanswer to mterrogatory 3, the defendants have not manuy-

factured or sold or offered for sale or applied fasteners or clips for-
any purpose constructed according to the specification mentioned in

this interrogatory.

4, In answer to the fourth interrogatory, the defendants have con-
structed, monufactured and sold and delivered, eighteen carding
engines or thereabouts having revolving flats wherein the card clt)thmrr

was fastened to the flat by means of fasteners or clips resembling such
as are mentioned in the answer to the first and second interrogatories

as having been applied by the defendants hereto to machines for
Messrs. F. of :

5. In answer to the fifth interrogatory, the defendants have in

their possession, power and control fasteners, clips and lamps similar
to those mentioned in the answer to the first and second interrogatories

as having been made and sold by the defendants all of which have been
made since the day of , and some of which were made

prior to the issue of the writ in thls action, The same are now
deposited in our works at .

6. In answer to the sixth interrogatory, the defendants decline at
the present stage of the proceedings to give the names and addresses
of their <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>