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s pring Importations
NOW COMPLETE.

We are ehowing the fullest and best asorted stock
yet offeed by us.

Buyers in the market should give us an early call

illiO !CIICIif & Col,
Wholegal rGdB Merchants,

61 BAY STREET, TORONTO.

J. W. LANG & 01
TORONTO.

Wliolesale Grocers & Iniporters of
FINE

WINES AND

LIQUORS.

33 FRONT 'ST., E.
21 CARS!

About 350,000 Pounds
We have &gain purchased a very large stock of

CHOICE BRONCOfufroni the besi growingdietrictsand are in aposition
to give the trade extra good value In our Standard

°'ne o° Broom. We are now arrang°ng t ill•rease
our capacity to One Hundred (100) dozen per day.

CHAS. BOECKH & SONS,
TOBONTo, ONT..

e e epnone
Patents, to enjoin the several defendants
against infringing those patents. The twc
patente alleged to have come into the owner-
ship of the complainants were No. 174,465,
dated March 7, 1876, granted to Alexander
Graham Bell for new and useful improve-
mente in telegraphy; and No. 186,787, dated
30th January, 1877, granted to the same in-
ventor for new and useful improvements in
electric telephony. The gist of the elaborate
judgment of the Supreme Court of the United
States, which establishes the validity of the
patente and enjoins the defendants against
infringing the same, is as follows: It appears
from the proof in these causes that Alexander
Graham Bell was the firet discoverer of the
art or process of transferring to, or imprees.
ing upon, a current of electricity in a closed
circuit, by gradually changing its intensity,
the vibrations of air produced by the human
voice in articulate speech, in a way to cause
the speech to be carried to and received by a
listener at a distance on the line of the cur-
rent; and this discovery was patentable under
the Patent laws of the United Stas. Inorder to procure a patent for a prooes, tie
inventor muet describe hie invention with
sufficient clearness and precision to enable
those skilled in the matter to understand what

Leading Wholesale Trade of Toronto.

S.F.McKINNON&COI
IMPORTERS OF

Millinery Goods,
Fancy Dry Goods,

Mantles, Silks, etc.

Cor. Wellin onand Jordan Sts•
3io-uain Court,.Aldermna.hu,,London, 

Eng

WYLD ,ORASET

eDARLINO
Our Travellers are now al

on their respective
and ail orders entrusted to
Suswill receive immediate
shipment.

ID9 IRASEU & DAR[ING,
Who/esale ry Soods & Woollens,

Eckardt, Kyle & Co,
IMPORTERS

AND WHOLESALE GROCERS.

NOW IN STORE

1000 Hhds.
MEDIUM AND BRIGHT

PORTO RICO SUGARS.

3 Front St. E., Toronto.

.E1A571
RECENT LEGAL DECISIONS. hie process is, and muet point out some prac- the invention patented to said Varley in EngPRrrcAR ticable way of putting it in operation; but he land, October 8th, 1870. For reasons stated.-- A and B each owned 32-64thEs of a vese . notrequired to bring the art to the highest in its opinion, the Court holds that the allegedDO.- an B ach wne 8264ts ofa vsse. 1invention of the telephone by Daniel Draw.1 insured hie " on account of whom it ma' degree of perfection. Bell's fifth claim under baugh, prior to Bell'diovery and inventiononcern," the insurance really being effected hie patent of March 7th, 1876, No. 174,465, is patented to him March 7th, 1876, ienotimaden behalf of himeelf and B. A condition in not confined to the magneto instrument, or to ont; and that the charge of a fraudulent in.lhe Policy was as follows: "The interest of such modes of creating electrical undulations erpolation in Bell'e specification after thelie assured in this policy or any part thereof, as could be produced by that form of appar- rary 14 and February9th, 1876, e noteue -r in the property hereby insured, or any part atus. This fifth claim also covered hie in- tained; furthermore, that not auhadow ofhereof, ie not aesignable without the conent vention of an apparatus to make useful hie Suspicion can rest on anyone growing out off the comnpany in writing, and in case of transe discovery of an art or process for electrical the misprint of the specification in the Dowd'f te Cmpan inwritngand n cse o trns-case. 

The anthority conferred by the epecialer or termination of any such interest of the transision of peech, and thie invention Ad o! eea t "o incorporate thensured, either by sale cr otherwise, without was patentable under the lawe of the United American Bell Telephone Company" author.uh conenthi b sale p ol shl rom thnce-States. The discovery and invention patented ized the corporation organized under 3, Mas.Ich conent,thi oolicy haBl from thence- by Bell by hie patent of March 7th, 1876, was Stat., 1870, 6,224, to select its corporate name,
Oethbe oidandof o efect" Baftrwadsýand 

nmade the etatutory certificats providedithout the consent of the company, transfer' not described in the publication made by for by paragraph il of iar Act conclusive
'ed one-third of hie share to A by a bill of sale, Charles Bourseul in Paris in 1854, nor in the proof of its corporate existence. There
hd thidofghi habso e oA by face, ea publication in Germany in 1861-63 respecting is nothing in the revised statutes to invalidate
'iich, though abeolute on ite face, wae in 

anuAmerican patent which beare a differenteality given for security for advances made the experiment and invention of Philip Reis, date froin that of a foreign patent for teY A to fit out the vessel. The Supreme nor in the publication in Germany in 1862 of sane invention, except to luit ite terni to theourt of New Brunewick held that the policy what are known of the Reis-Legat experi- term of the foreign patent. Letters patentas not void, eince the condition therein pro- ments; and they were not anticipated by the No. 186,787, dated January 30th, 1877, granted
bistd absolteranferionyanpno-a experiments of Dr. Vander Weyde in New to Alexander Grahame Bell for an improve.
bited an absoînte tranefer only, and not a eprmneo r adrWyei e ment in electric telephony, je a valici patent,'ansfer by way of mortgage. York in 1869, nor by the invention of J. W. and the fifth claim under it was not antici,

McDonough of Chicago in 1876, nor by the pated by the magnet described by Schellen.

DOLBEAR v. AMERICAN BELL TELEPHONE Co invention patented in the United States to C.
D FIvE OTHER CASES AGAINsT THE SAME DE: F. Varley of London, June 2nd, 1868, nor by Leading Wholesale Trade of TorontoNDANTS.-All these cases were brought by Lea Wholeude Trade of
e Bell Telephone Company, ae owners of Ling Toronto,Vo Patente known as the BR11l T lh
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routes,*


