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now realive this fact, and are taking the greatest possible care to
porfoct their dovices before attempting to placo thom in the markot.
‘I'his is surely commendublo ns well ns the most practical and satis-
factory course to pursue.

‘There are hundreds of patents enisting upon prinaples which

are thoroughly seund and good, but the inventor in working vat |

the principle has done so in a manaer so thoroughly impracticable,
that it would bo utterly impossiblo to manufacture and sell the
article with wy degree of success whate.er  In suno of these
cases the inveutor Faa spent n great deal of time and money in
attempting to put his device on thoe market, and has not been able
to do so, whileif he had spent more time in attempting to mako
the application of his principle in o practizal manner he would pro-
bably have wet with marked saccess and made monuy out cf his
invention instead of losing evergthing which he put intoit. It is
not at all uncommon for an inventor when attempting to taku out
s patent on an invention of actual ment to find that his idea had
beon patented many years before, and while the same prineiple
was involved it was worked out in so unmechanical and tmpracti-
cable a manmner as to be entire'y without merit, this fact making it
iipossible for him to obtaia patents having a wide range. In such
cases ail that cau be done 18 to take out a patent coveriug some
minor detail and thereby limit what might have been a marked
succoss but for the former inventor, who has not only failed to gain
th object for which he was working, but has pre vented another
from doing so.

Two morals may be drawn from this recital of facts--and which,
if heeded, will contribute to the wellare of all concerned, to wit :
First, a new device thould not be placed on the market until it has
been sulliciently tested to demonstrate its ability to well enough
accomplish that for which 1t was designed to justify its use withont
necessitating any modifications in minor details, and, second, inven-
tors must learn that their ideas worked into adesign ung capitalized
ave no longer thewr own property.—The Kailicay Revirw.

THE PUBLIC INTEREST IN PATENTS.

T1r Lenefits of the patent system are in nto sense restrictive, but
distributive and world wide.  The geniusof inventiom is not 8o ox-
clusive as is supposed, and its results are amplified and deployed in
scape, to which a patent law can fix no geographical limits, nor
supertor intelligence retain the use.  In ting sense our patent luws,
while protecting the inventor, are cqually conduciva to the public
interest.  Thoe interests are reciprocal, with the ultimate outconto
of tho lion's share of the benefits going into the public basket. It
needs no very brilliant or capacious intellect to trace this beneticiary
influence, and sce in the & *nius of iuvention onc of the most vital
aund cssential forces of medern progress.  As pertinent exzmples we
have Whitney's improvement in the cotton gin.  With this missing
in the accessivies of industry, the cotton culture of the Seuth, pro-
ducing in 1859 the handsome total of 3,622,000,000 pounds of this
suple, it would have required the labor of 3,000,000 of men for one
year simply to clean it.

In patented improvensents in agricultural machinery and methods
of transportation has been sccured the settlement and cultivation
of the Western States.  Under the old regime it would have re-
quired the labor of 74,000.000 men and bays to plant, till and har
vest the Amcerican cereal crop of 1889, with the value of vach bushel
of grain consumed in trnsporting it 00 miles.

The statistics of the sewing machine industry are equally signifi
caut. This machine becane a national factor between 1550 and
1870. 1n 1850 there were 52,000 tailors in a population of 23.000.-
000. In 1870 there were 106,000 tailurs it a population of 38.000,-
000, populatic.a in these two cecades increasing 65 per cent.; but
the number of tailors increasing mcre than 100 ner cent.  To these
figures must be added the cmployment of sume 40,000 persens in
the manufacture of the machines, with the almost immeasurable
saving of labor in factories and families, and the cust of production.

The locumotive adds a coincident illustration, £t »ily g3 <o
tributory to public convenience, bat te the building up of the in
dustrics it was supposcd to supplant.  In the decades included he-

tween 1960 and 1870, during which perind the lneomative eame into
s

geueral use, the papulation iucreased 65 per ceut , the makers of
common carringes and wagous i.wrc.-ch in mumber more than 200
per cent.  In each of the examples cited, the practical benefits have
been distributive and universal, and in whatever direction we tnay
note the deployment, it is without an exception—so far as tho in-
vention was identified with public intcrest. In n report made by
Commussioner Simonds of the Patent Office, under dato of January
30, 1892, to which wo are ndebted for the statements and figurea

quoted, we find that in 1790, the first year of tho patent ays-
tem in this country, the number of patonts granted was but threo ;
in 1791 it was incruased to thirty-threo, and the total for the decado
ending in 1799 was but 250.  Our subsequent progress i invention
is graphieally stated i the fact that m tho single yoar of 1891 no
lesn thau 23,000 patents wore gronted.  That inventivn has played
a maguificent part in tho develupment of cur material prospority
goes wilh the telling, and that it has been equally contributery to
public guod, when uot run wto uxtremes, 18 & fact woll hnuwn to
overy thoughtful student of our national hife.

PATENT REFORGSI.

Tuerk is a great deal of talk about the necessary enlargoment
and extension of the Patent Ollico.  1f our system and laws were
what they should be, there would not be need for enlarge-
ment of tho building. ~ What is nceded isa patent system which
will insure the inventor a patent when once Yo has secured his
lettors from the Government.  As it is at present, the granting
of lutters patant 18 only the securing by tho mventor of a ticket of
admission to the courts, and 1t 1s for tho court to decide whether
he has a right to his invention or not. It would seewn as though
the Patent Oftice was the place where this question shuuld be
settled.

The inventor sends in his application, pays the Government feo
for exanunation and lus attorney's fees. Tho claum 13 examined
and the letters patent ars issued.  Then in order to prove that he
has a 1ight to lis patent he must go into the courts, and spend a
fortune, only to have his nights set aside. Then he asks, What
good is a patent ?

It would certainly seom that the 1aillions of money paid into the
Patent Oftice by the inventors of this country, for the purpose of
securing protection of their vights, is thrown away.

The testimony of many great inventors tind to substantiato cuch
a belief, and it is a common saying among them that a patent is of
no value until 1t has been through the courts, If this is true, why
not do away with the Patent Oftice entirely, and let the inventor
apply to the courts in the first place?

{f the Patent Uflice, after oxamining a clawn, after experts cw.
ployed and well paid for passing upon the patentability of an article,
cannot render a final dectsion, of what use isit 7 Why do men pay
for having their claims examined and for secaring letters patent if
not that they expect to be proteciud in their rights,

Asitis the poor inventor has no protection and no means of
sccuriny his rights.  If he has not money enough to carry his case
through the courts he must mive up.  All lus tame, labor and muney
paid for a patent are lost.  The Government will not aid him. It
dues nut stand back of hus letters putent wlich it has graanted. it
simply ealls ou him for nore muney, and he must have 1t or throw
up his claim.

Naes unyone beliove it impossible that a aystem can be formu-
lated whereby a patenteo can be protected in his rights. which will
render lotters patent granted by the Govermment to be of some
value and have some significanco? Is it not pessible for the
Govermuent to decido befote 1ssuing a patent whether che inventor
is entitled to a patent ornot 7 Would it not be far better, for the
country and fur the people, if fewer patents were geanted, and have
them absolute ?

Under present conditions there is very little encouragemont for
men to spend time, isbor and money in devising ““new and useful
inventions,” and yet this iy the very thing which the patent system
was devised and intended to encourage.

While the subjest of reform is bewny discussed, why is not the
whole systewm taken into considecation aud put upon a basia which
will make it of real and permanent valuo to the industrial progress
of the nauon | Why nut have a system which means sumethig,
and in which there is some degree of protection ?

If the fees are not large envugh to warmng a suflicient examan.
¢inn to decide upun tho claima of the inventor, let thewn bo in-
creased.  No Inventor would ohject to payiug dvuble or troble the
preaent fee if hie conld bo assured that, if his patent was granted,
it would be sustaiued. Indeed, it would be better for all con-
cnrned, und savo an endless amoune of Litigadon and the expendi-
ture of thousands of dullars, if such a sys*cm wero adopted.  Then
thure would bo some encouragement for the development of inven.
tive genius.~—Manujacturers’ Gasetle.

As mght be expected, the hast <f the Boston Public Library
scarcely attempts to enter this fie'd, tho articles of the Philusophi-
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