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8everal years past, 1 have from time to time consulted Examiners
01, the subject, and in almost every instance they have stated
that if attorneys ï'o itld file more coniplete dra wings thiere wvould be
lCss use for models.

The two statements do not contradict each other, but go to show
that wîth better drawings than usual, Examiners could dispense
Weith models.

Any one who has had dealings with these officers must have
liOtfd their aptitude for readily understanding drawings ; there
are several Examiners who neyer look at the models. 0f course
the younger officers have this accomplish mnent to learn, but they
Sequire it in a very short time if they hiave any taste for the sub-
Ject. Ail competent Attornies, as well as Examiners, invariably
Prefer to make exaininations froni drawings.

It would be unfair in a few exceptional cases to ask Examiners
to dispense with models, bnt I will venture to say that in twenty-
1 ille cases out of thirty an Examiner neyer wvants a model if
proper drawings " fully studied" are presented.

The other reason is that models afford facilities to Attorneys
for the preparation of applications.

It is stated rather flippantly that 1' the solieitor wvho from
Sketches an11( such crude drawings as inventors usually are able to
ftirnish can venture to construct îvorlcing drawings of' a machine
about which hie neyer hieard until yesterdav, must hlave un-
bOuxîded intuition or unboundcd cheek."

It is a little eue jous to niote how persistently the author of the
ýOuuuiunication declares that wrork-ing drawings will be required
111 the absence of models. P>atents are not interpreted by refer-
enice to 'the models, but by the drawings attached to tilc patents,
and if workiîîg drawings are essential to a proper iuterpretation
Of the patent, they are essential whiether a mode] lias been de-
POsited or not. It is not true thiat uorkiîg drawings are required;
Wlîat examiners want is perspective with explanatory detachied
Ylews and sections affording a foul unmistakeable display of the
inlvention.

Ihe drawing-i must be sufficient to enable a skilled drauights.
Julan to make from thcm working drawinzs for the construction
Of the machine, and to enable Examiniers to readily understand
the invention ; and these requirements should be complied with,
Wlî1ether there is a mnodel or iiot.-

It is as absurd to say that working drawings must be attached
t'O a patent iu the absence of a miode], as to say that an inferior
drawing may be ilcd wheîî a model is used.

The Patent Offi ces of Etiropean coui ntries (Io not require niodels
they rely on good drawvings. It is a miistake of the Washington
SOlicitor to Say that flie Gerrn Empire under the new laws de-
lnailds a model with every application.

As to the increased cost of reproducing drawing-, which it is
Stated would be incurred in the absence rof miodels, 1 liave onily
to say that it costs no niore to reproduce a good drawing than a
bad one, by the phioto-lithographic process.

It would seem that the Washington Solicitor cannot under-
Stand how proper drawvings can be iade fronu sketches such as
'lventors usually furnishi nevertlîeless the thing is d101e every
day.

1lu différent parts of flhc country attornies and their assistants
ale ini the constant habit ofimaking drawings from crude sketches;

adevan from verbal descriptions. 1 know young mnen -icarcely
"f agc Who can make the most complete drawiugs from the
roughest diagrams, and who after exainiuig a working machine
ean iae a corc dawing of' it by the aid of a tew simple
Juermoranda.

Aul attorney wlîo could not perform duties like this in manu-
facturing communities would be considcred iiîîfit for his pro-
fession.

b t May not be generally truc as regards Washington practice,
n~t it is nevertheless a fact that hostS of miodels arc niade under

the instruction of attorneys ani fromn drawings furilished by
theiM--drawji 1 gs made from the roughest sketches.

.lu answver to the statement that " a very large proportion of
iii Veutors ai-e îot mechaics," 1 liave to say it is the duty of ail
attorney to help) these men by putting their inventions inito
liroPer shape, a duty which is constantly performed by attoruceys
Or those employed by attornecys.

It is also stated thiat " a large proportion of thiose inventors who
,ae Iliechîaîics, and who are fully able to read drawings, are
~tterly incapiable of constructing icorkiny drawings. As a prac-
le~ai engineer who has worked among and lias had charge or me-

iUcs and lias beexi eiigagcd in iiiechanical 1 îursuits for uearlyforty Years, i eau say that there are very few inechanics who
1a110t nake an accurate represetation of' anl invention, rough

Pcrhaps, but sîrnply suficient to instruct a competeut attorney.

Twenty or thirty years a go draughtsmen wera scarce, and this
scarcity might have afforded some excuse at that time for the use1
of models ;but both mechanical and free-hand drawing have for
several years past been taught in our schools, colleges, lyceums,
workshops, &c., and now good draughtsmen are so plentiful that
there is no difflculty iiifn ding those w-ho eau make accurate well
studied drawings froru the most crude sketches.

Thle following quotation from the paper is worthy of especial
notice:

"Unfortunately thiere are solicitors who only desire the high-
est attaiîîablc fee for the amount of service rendcred. Abolition
of models would enable themn (as it would compel us ail]) to an-
large their charges."

This is a gratuitous insinuationî that attorieys who want to
abolish models are actuated solely by the selfishi motive of look -
ing for increased fees. As far as 1 arn personally concerned, I
will reîily to, this charge by saying, that as soon as models are
abolished ; as soon as 1 arn relieved froru the duty of instructing
mode] makers ; as soon as the delay consequeîit upon rnakiîîg
models ceases, 1 shaîl be wvlhug to reduce my charges.

" The abolition of inodels, says thc Washington Solicitor,
w-ould compel us ail to eularge our charges."
If it should comipel attorneys to file more complete drawings,

to abandon the practice of rusliinig tlîrough the office cases based
on slovendy papers, the sooner models are abandoued the better
will it lu for the Patenît Office, inventors and the public.

If thîe iinventor is flot taxed with the cost of a mode], hie eau
alford to pay a reasonable price for carefully performed duties.

If an increased charge, however, is to be ruade by attorneys on
accounit of thîe abandonruent of mnodels, it will be very like a tacit
admîission that the duties ware not thîorouglîly performed w-lien
models were used.

Those who are opposed to the continuan ce of thîe mode] systemi
do not wishi to preveut inventors from makiug models and send-
ing thein to attorneys who cannot perform their duties without
tham ; on the other lîaxd, they do not wish the furnishing of
models to the Patent Office to be compulsory in aIl csses, they do
not wish to see whole armies of inventors taxed for the acconmmo-
dationi of a small regiment of attorneys, with its awkward squed.

Tlîat thc abolition or piartial abolition of niodels wvould have a
saltitary effect, I feel confident it would, with other advantages,
result in elevatiug the standard of mechanical, technical and
scientific attainiments, and a little more of these qualifications
lîoth inside the office anîd amoug attorneys would be of advantage
to inventors whio have niuch more at stake iii this matter than
ah] others.

Models, as I hiave stated in a prcvious paper, mnay be necessary
ini a few cases ;perlîaps one case in thirty îîîay denîand a model;
ini ahipeal cases thîey mnay be desirable, and in contested cases may
ha essential in the ready elucidation of difficult questions, but
the ternis of thie statute show that the dernand for mnodels was
flot eontemî)lated in evary instance. C'ustom, however, lias
madle the deuîaud uîîiversal.

It is discretionary with the Cornissioxier wlîether a model shahl
l)e furnishied or flot with ecd apîplication, but legislation will lao
doubt be necessary to enable him to make such ample and liberal
provisions in the way of accessible drawings for the accommoda-
tion of inventors, as the abaudoninent of modals will necessitate.

The public should have ready meaus of acquiring information
relating to Patents, and the miodel halls of the Patent Office
aflorded in a measure tîjis opportunity.

Drawvings of manv of thc classes have beau already reproduced,
and there is ilo reason why drawings of ahI patents should not ha
bounld iu classes for- the ready perusal of inveutors and attorneys.
If tlîis shîould ha done, an examination of models would be
reudered uuuecessary, for the drawings afford a mucli readier
mieaus of acquiriug information about patents than models.

Thjis suggests another important question :if cope of ail
patents are ruade by photo-lithography it would cost bVin a trille
to so increasa the number that the largast city of each State iu
the Union could ha furuished with a coiuplete set.

Public policy and justice to inventors suggast the propriety of
mnaking accessible ini diflerant cities and large towns, copies of
patenits, not 1)0011( ini mouthly volumes, as is niow the practice,
but ini classes.

If the present mîodel system ba abolished and thiere is rooni to
spare ini the Patent Office, let it ha devoted to such highly
finished coinplete and accurate models of patented inventions as
the makers are williug to deposit, and iii a shîort tinte wve shaîl
have a national industrial museum, instructive exhibits in place
of' a uselcss accumulationi of dummy niodels.
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