


HINTS TO CORRESPONDENTS.

1. Act promptly in all matters pertaining to patents or in-
ventions.

2. Whenever you write, no matter how often, please give
your address and enclose stamp for reply. Always write your
name plainly, and be sure to give your first name in full. Al-
ways address your letters to the firm name, and not to any in-
dividual. AIl correspondence is carried on in the name of
Marion & Marion.

3. Whenever you write, refer to your former business or
correspondence with us, and if you are writing in the inter-
est of some inventor, give his name and furnish proper au-
thority from him. Generally we would remember you, but
such a reminder might help us in the identification.

4. Whenever you have a grievance, that is, when you think
we have not treated you fairly, do not hesitate to write and
explain it.

5. Remember that all business is strictly confidential, and
that we cannot tell one client about another client’s business
without written authority from the latter. Please keep this in
jmind, because we have almost every day to remind our cor-
respondents of this rule.

6. As soon as the case is filed in the Patent Office, the ap-
plicant is protected against the grant, without his knowledge,
of a patent for the same thing to another person.

7. Citizens, foreigners, women, minors and the administra-
tors of estates of deceased Iinventors, may obtain patents.
There is no distinction in charges as tu the nativity of persons.

8. It is not necessary to work » United States Patent, with-
in any specified period, in order to maintain its validity. The
patent is granted for seventeen years, and remains wvalid for
that period, whether it is worked or allowed to sleep. The
seventeen year’'s term of a patent cannot be extended, except
by special act of Congress.

9. Two or more persons may apply jointly for a patent if
they are joint inventors. Where one person is the inventor
and the other only a partner, the patent must be applied for in
the name of the inventor; but he may secure his partner in
advance by executing a deed of conveyance, so drawn that the
pm nt will be issued in both names. We prepare such deeds.
Cost, with recording fee, $5.00 in ordinary cases.

10. Postage and expressage must be mn]y:ml, unless the in-
ventor is unable to get the exact rate from his express agent,
and in such case he should always send us a remittance to
cover any possible charge.

11. Inventors should never destroy models and sketches
made during the development of their inventions. They l.n:-
come of prime importance in case interference controversies
should arise. Fix the date on them. It is always well to have
evidence to establish the date of conception of invention. A
good plan is to have a photograph of yourself taken with the
model and preserve the date.

12. Positively no new matter can be introduced into an ap-
plication after it is once regularly filed. The Patent Office
will not permit amendments of this character to be incorpor-
ated at any stage of the proceedings.

13. When you first send a model or drawing of your inven-
tion please explain fully, not only what you claim as your im-
provement, but also the construction, operation and use of the
invention so that yvour business will not be delayed by corres-
pondence seeking further information.

14. If our clients will carefully read this pamphlet they will
not have to take the time to write us for information, and we
will not have to repeat in a letter what is set forth plalnly in
the pamphlet. The enclosure of this pamphlet, with a para-
graph marked, may be considered a respectful answer to such
letters.
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LUSINESS B¥Y CORRESPCNDENCE.

One of the rules of practice is to the effect that per-
mal attendance at the Patent Office is unnecessary, and
that the business should be transacted in writing. This
method has proven satisfactory. Similarly we have suc-
ceeded as well, with those clients living at a distance, by
correspondence, as with those who call at our office. Our
experience in writing thousands of letters and reports to
inventors enables us to keep the inventor posted in a luecid
manner concerning the progress of his cases before the
Patent Office, and to ask definite questions relatively to
any points not thoroughly understood. Also the greatest
details in the way of instructions are submitted to the
client concerning the signing of papers or the presenta-
tion of data to be sent to us especially regarding the pre-

paration of arguments, specifications, agreements, and

assignments.

An advantage not to be overlooked in a correspon-
dence system is that the same acts as a legal record,
co that in the event of any one’s contesting the rights
of the inventor, the early letters, deseriptioms, ete,
serve as valuable evidence of the date when the in-
ventor hegan to correspond about obtaining a patent.
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QUALIFICATIONS

ORr

Patent Solicitors or Attorneys

To be competent to prepare and prosecute applications for
Patents at this stage of inventive progress, the attorney
should be:—

1. Thoroughly versed in the Patent Laws of Canada, the
United States and the principal foreign countries; well read
in the Commissioners’ and Court decislons, and perfectly con-
versant with the Patent Office practice.

2. Quick to grasp mechanical
naturally scientific turn of mind.

3. Skilful in preparing exact and thorough descriptions, and
in pointing out nice distinctions.

4, Able to construct comprehensive and valid clalms as
broad as the Invention (some of the best legal talents have
acknowledged their total inability to originate claims).

5. Persistent and clever in prosecuting applications rejeested
for insufficient cause.

6. It is unquestionably desirable that a Solicitor of Patents
should be a GRADUATE civil and mechanical engineer. A
trained and technically educated engineer is much better able
to cope with the exceedingly fine distinctions and intricate
questions constantly arising in patent practice, than one with-
out technical education.

Inventors should remember that any person, man, woman
or child, can truthfully claim to be a ‘‘Solicitor,”” as *‘sollcit-
ing’”’ means ‘“asking;” or they could advertise as an ‘‘agent”
or “attorney,” as both these terms mean one who acts for
another. They would not, however, dare to claim to be gra-
duate ‘““Clvil or Mechanical Engineers” without fear of dis-
barment and prosecution for misrepresentation. It therefore

ehooves the inventor to use great care In selecting his attor-
ney; and, bearing on this point, we call attention to a report
of the Commissioner of Patents, wherein he says: ‘“As the
value of patents depends largely upon the careful preparation of the
specification and claims, the assistance of cumpetent counsels will be
of advantage to the applicant; but the value of their scrvices will be
proportioncd to their skill and honesty. So many persons have en-
tered this profcssion of late years without exprerience that too much
care cannot be caercised in the seclection of a competent man.”

and possessed of a

as,
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WARNING.

A word of warning te our clients and to patentees
generally.

It has come to our notice during our long experience and
particularly within the past five or ten years, that inventors
have been the prey of conscienceless persons claiming to be
“Patent Attorneys,” ‘“patent selling agents,” ete., whose un-
scrupulousness is equalled only by their persistency.

Some of these concerns have adopted the alluring plan of
offering to bestow upon certain inventors
which they are pleased to
are intended to excite
each one bears

a metallic memento
style a ‘“‘medal.”” These ‘“medals”
generous emulation among
unquestionable evidence «
‘superior genius” of the
he may be. Does not

inventors;
m its face as to the
man who possesses it, no matter who
each one say so on

its face? The num-
ber of inventors to whom they

are awarded Is carefully limited
to those WHO ARE WILLING TO PAY;, NO OTHERS NEED APPLY.
A “‘medal” costing in some instances perhaps as much as
cents, is readily parted with by these b
the arts and sciences

ixty
nevolent patrons of
for the small sums of five (5), ten (10),
or fifteen (15) dollars, as the gullibility of the individual want-
ing it may warrant. A favorite scheme
board of award” composed of
whose duty it is to select the

from the number

is to ‘““‘organize a
themselves and a few clerks
invention of “greatest merit”
presented through them to be patented.
Each inventor who pays them $5.00 for an “examination,” sets
the mighty machinery of this board of award to work with
the result that a ‘“‘medal,” bright and shining, is turned out,
having upon one side the advertisement of the firm or indivi-
dual issuing it, while the other side certifies that ‘‘the bearer
possesses superior genius.”

These big hearted people never fail, in each Instance to
embellish the “medal” with their own names, business and
address, and the deluded medalist becomes a walking ad-
vertisement for the firm ‘‘presenting” it, when he shows his
certificate of ‘“high genius” to his admiring friends. We
sometimes see men upon the street carrying on their person
conspicuous signs of various kinds and it is to be hoped they
are pald for such service, but how any intelligent man can
gratuitously carry around a sign or advertisement and exhibit
it with seeming great satisfaction, is very singular, even
though such sign be written upon gold or silver and coupled

with the ‘superior genius” business. The “late lamented” P.

T. Barnum, of circus fame, aptly sald ‘‘the people love to be
humbugged and are willing to pay well for 't.” Perhaps this
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MONTREAL & WASHINGTON.

statement fully explains the situation. We are glad to know
that the number of inventors who are ‘green’” enough to be
entrapped by such transparent ‘“schemes,” is small,

Many of these ‘“‘cute” fellows also offer to promptly sell
each patentee’'s invention, hold out enticing iuducements, and
offer rewards of special mention in papers they claim to pub-
lish (which are practically their individual circulars) and a
special reduction of fees for taking out their next patent, as
they also claim to be “patent attorneys.” They begin by
saying “only a small commission will be charged after a sale
has actually been made,” and then immediately proceed to
bleed their victims by demanding a sum for alleged ‘‘advertis-
ing,” “preparing cuts or pictures” of the Invention, printing
circulars,” “letter-heads,” “preparing models” and a special
write-up, or a flattering ‘“history’” of the Inventor. Many
inventors have thus expended from $i0 to $100 or more before
realizing that they have been imposed upon, and yet have no
sale of the patent or a prospect of sale. We know of cases
where inventors have paid as much as $150 to these frauds on
the pretence that they will have made a ‘finely constructed
model” and after repeated demands for it, a miserable affair
of cheap construction, costing perhaps $.00 or $6.00, would be
sent to them; but they can get no redress, as these ‘‘green
goods’ are like ‘“‘gold brick”” men .or the Irishman’s flea,
which, when caught, ‘“was not there.”

Inventors, as a class, are a confiding, honest set of men, and
being honest themselves, are slow to suspect others, hence
many easily become victims. We advise all who have been
victimized to write to the Commissioner of Patents setting
forth all the ecircumstances and we believe such action will
result in having the wrong doers disbarred from practicing
before the Patent Office.

In closing this article, we beg to present to the reader the
following article, written by Edward P. Thompson, M.E., an
authority on the subject, and published in the INVENTIVE AGE
of November, 1897,

“HONESTY AND ABILITY OF PATENT
SOLICITORS.”

There is danger of over-looking the incompetent attorney,
while busy with the denouncement of the man who is tricky
or dishonest; cases are possible in which an inventor may be
cheated financially by a smart agent, and yet a fair quality
of service may be rendered; but no exception occurs that will
show the accomplishment of first class results by a half pre-
pared person, no matter how trustworthy he may be. I am
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not preaching on the subject of honesty and morals, for every
inventor will make the utmost attempt to dodge the fraudu-
lent man without much advice, and yet inventors are apt to
run to any agent, so long as he has his sign up and is known
to be reliable. The requisite that is too often overlooked, the
one that is most difficult of attainment, and the one that is
the most important, is mechanical knowledge with experience;
or in other words, the perfect attorney must be a mechanical
expert, while the second condition, equally as Important but
readily recognized by all inventors, is a knowledge of and an
experience in the patent law, court decisions and the patent
office rules of practice. The third qualification is literary
ability.

How few attorneys are graduates of a technical college or
school; how few have been scientific students further than in
acquiring a superficlal knowledge by private study—almost
worse than none:—how few are qualified for membership in
any of the sclentific or mechanical, or engineering societies;
how few could write an article for a technical periodical
without its being lodged in the waste basket; and how few,
therefore, could prepare such a clear, exact and complete
description of an alternating current dynamo, or, of a steam
engine releasing gear, or of a bicycle, or of a printing ma-
chine or of a typewriter that would stand the ecritical exam-
ination which occurs when experts for a purchaser of the
patent, or before the courts ecriticise it; the specification and
claims are literally torn to pieces by the experts. The whole
value of the patent, assuming the invention to be novel and
valuable, depends absolutely and alone upon the exact mean-
ing rendered by the wording of the specification and claims.
How many hundreds of attorneys have attempted this task,
not even realizing their own incapability; because a man with
a little knowledge of a subject usually thinks he knows all
about it. No other profession calls for such experts. Take
an electrical engineer; his specialty is electricity and con-
sequently he need know little about bridges—that is, about civil
engineering. Or, consider a chemist. He requires no knowl-
edge about printing machines, that is, of mechanics. Or let
the profession be that of a mining engineer. What does he
know about law? Again, how little the lawyer pure and sim-
ple, who naturally spends his time in
debts, damages, etc., ete.,, knows about

suits over real estate,
agricultural machines.
Men of any profession seldom undertake cases in some other
line. The most perfect patent attorney is he who is versed
in all departments of science, engineering and mechanics,
because one day he will have, say, a kinetoscope invention to
be patented, and the next day, a new process of dyeing; the
next day, an electric motor case, and then a linotype machine,

b
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photographic invention, etc., without any cholce whatever on
his part.

The only remedy for overcoming the seeming impossibility
of hoping to secure a perfectly prepared solicitor, would be
the existence of a specialist in each department, but this
would scarcely, at the present day, be feasible, although the
best attorneys generally become rooted in some specialty in
which a large proportion is all on one subject, and he grad-
ually becomes experienced in such a variety that he is more
and more competent in all, assuming of course, that to start
with, he has a solid foundation in one or in all physical, che-
mical, engineering, or mechanical directions. The preparation
of the specification is simple as compared with the drafting
of the claims, because the same involves the highest literary
talent and an education coupled with a knowledge of patent
law, while the mechanical training is still the most important
part. An ideal claim is so difficult of composition, that five
years' experience, at the least, with all the above acquire-
ments, are about enough to enable a beginner to draft it. To
formulate an accurate proposition in geometry is easy in com-
parison.

Now let us pass on to the prosecution of the application
in case other patents are cited as alleged anticipations. They
may in reality not meet the invention. The claims may have
been unnecessarily too broad or too narrow, or vague or in
some other respect, not absolutely perfect, or the opinion of
the examiner may not for good reasons be conceded to. In
the first place, the references must be studied very carefully
and the various inventions thoroughly understood. This is a
gmall part of the duty of the solicitor., The specifications and
claims must be compared with each other, both specifically
and generically with an unusual power of discernment. After
all is understood, the knowledge of patent law must be ap-
plied to decide whether, from a legal standpoint, the novelty
over the state of the art will warrant the right to patent pro-
tection, and finally, the redrawing of the claims to suit the
circumstances, must be attended to. The utmost care, skill
and knowledge are required in these final readjustments; for
after the certificate ol allowance has been issued, the last
chance of improving the protection is lost, except that if any
undue limitation is discovered, it can be remedied only by
petition and by showing that a refusal to reopen the case
would work an irreparable injury,

Accordingly, It becomes apparent that the solicitor must
be prepared by his own knowledge and practical experience
to analyze the various allied inventlons and to express by
proper claims, the exact scope of his clicnt’s invention by
means of legal patent claims. I have pointed out, only par-
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tially, however, the various requirements, but as a climax to
all, we arrive at the item of responsibility, and it is right
here that the question of honesty arises. A man may avold
crime or frauds and yet do much harm where only the most
vigorous investigation could prove that he slighted some im-
portant step in applying for a patent. Here then is a loop-
hole whereby the competent attorney may be irresponsible.
Suppose for example that, while examining the citations he
should find that the claims could be broadened or left as they
are with reasonable expectation of allowance; but was too
busy with something that paid better, to devote the proper
time and thought, or was too anxious to get at least some
kind of a patent even if it were not the best in view of the

state of the art. T gay that such an action or want of proper
action {llustrate what T mean by one of the worst kind of
frauds generally called, however, by a better sounding name
irresponsibility, Perhaps again, the attorney might think
that the Invention was of no practical or money value and

that little responsibility rests upon him, and finally, the o!1
plea suggests itself-—-that he will never be found out.

In order to make an torney have a true and strong sense
of responsibility, he should make the assumption that the
patent, if obtained, will be worth many thousand dollarg; or
he should assume that the invention belongs to himself and
at the same time that it is worth a million dollars. Then he
will strive for the best claims. How many of us, who are
solicitors have been perfect in this respect? On the other
hand, T am not referring to the matter of offering opinions
to the inventor as to the value, and to the too much over-
valuing of the invention in his eyes so as to encourage him
to apply. This procedure is a dishonest trick, where the in-

vention is known to be worthless; but, having decided for
good reasons to apply, the solicitor should keep in mind the
best interests of the client, and if he does not, he may work

as much real injury as if he were, out and out, fraudulent.

In spite of all his consideration of the qualifications, many
an inventor may still hold that such remarks about experts
may well apply to difficult cases like automatic telephone
exchange systems, polyphase electric motors, Corliss engine
improvements, processes in electro-metallurgy, mathematical
instruments of precision, ete., but when it comes to little
devices which may be named by the hundred, any one can
understand the same and be a suitable attorney, provided
only he knows patent law and practice, and has ordinary
intelligence. This is false logic. What is true of one kind
of invention is true of another, except in degree. Even in
simple devices, the mechanical expert is needed. No simpler
device could probably be suggested than the bicycle frame,
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belng only a few tubes fastened together, and yet mathematical
considerations are necessary and a sclentific training in bridge
bullding, angles struts, ties, braces, triangles, joints, etc., etc.,
must be understood in an engineering sense, or else the claims
can not be drafted. Or take a mouse trap. No simpler ex-
ample could be named. The mechanism ‘or construction, in-
volves, for its explanation, a high degree of mechanical know-
ledge, for it will not be sufficient simply to set forth the
exact construction, but to describe in a claim the gist of the

1 i g 'ific direction,

invention in generic terms
so as to cover not only the exact mechanical construction,
but also, when the novelty is of a high enough degree, a gen-
eral construction that will include and protect several varie-
nts. Sometimes,
g are so many
it out in practice, that the
be able to incorporate a set of
cific claims to

ties without the n ty of too 1
an invention has sucl i

meritorious ways of car

attorney must in one pats
broad claims to include them all, a t of
cover one variety, this being as much as is permitted in one
n the other patent may protect the

patent by law, and
respective specific devices when their importance is of suffi-
cient practical value and legal ne« y to warrant further
patents—this question being left until the allowance of the
broad claims is certain. Qualifications of attorneys for such
purposes often come into play, and Involve exact knowledge
of mechanical, scientific and literary ability to a much greater
imple devices, than would be pos-
mpetent solicitors. The more
in technical and patent matters, the

extent even in the case
sessed by the too numer
expert the solicitor botl
more the inventor will gain in the way of protection by a
patent, while if expert only in patent law or only in technical
knowledge the patent will only be the means of donating the
invention to tne public.”

We also beg to quote the following from the Commissioner’s
Annual Report (1893):

“PATENT BAR.”

“The vast public and private interests involved in the just
administration of the patent system, demand that the prac-
titloners before the Office, like those before the Federal Courts,
shall be only those of ascertained moral and intellectual fit-
nes To this end it is respectfully recommended that legis-
latlon be had establishing a patent bar, which shall consist
in the first instance, of those counsellors-at-law who are
entitled to practice in the Federal Courts, and that the Com-
missioner of Patents, with the approval of the Secretary of
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the Interior, may establish rules and regulations for the
admission, from time to time, of those found qualifled, and
who may be recommended for admission to the Federal bar
of the State in which they reside, or in the manner and by
those on whose recommendation admissions to the State bar
are made by the State Courts where the applicants may
reside. It is believed that under the guldance of a patent
bar of recognized standing and repute the soliciting of patents
would attain a regularity and dignity in the practice of the
profession of the law which is otherwise unattainable, and
that the first to gain under such a practice would be the
meritorious inventors, and second only to them the industrial
world and the public.”

Since the above was written, the rules of the United States
Patent Office have been amended, under date of August 6
1897, by

on

which patent attorneys are required to be REGISTERED
a list prepared for that purpose and no person can act as
an attorney whose name is not found on the list. Our regis-
tration number is 300.

We sincerely hope that the Canadian Patent Office will
follow the example of the United States, and by a similar
register, or some substitute which will prove as effective, pre-
vent all incompetent persons from practising and thus pre-
vent the presentation of the many valueless applications.

WHO WE ARE.

The inventor has a right to know the men to whom he
entrusts his business, and we must, therefore, be excused for
saying a few words about ourselves.

We have been in the patent business for a number of
vears and our facilities and system are unsurpassed. We
hold every communication received by us STRICTLY CON-
FIDENTIAL. We treat our clients as we should wish to be
treated if we were in their place. We fully appreciate the
high responsibility we assume when we undertake to secure
patents of commercial value, a responsibility which is too
often but little regarded. We give our best attention to every
case we prosecute and give each case the time it deserves.
We secure the broadest possible patents that the Iinventions
will warrant and we guarantee the highest grade of work.
Our large and lucrative business, and our high reputation,
of which we are justly proud, depend solely upon the efforts
we have put forth in the past for those inventors who, appre-
ciating our ability have employed us. “THOROUGHNESS,
SKILFULNESS and HONESTY” is the metto we observe.
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We are Engineers Graduate with GREAT DISTINCTION of
the Polyvtechnie School of Engineering; Bachs s of Applied
Science, ILaval University; Members New England Water
Works Association; Members American Water Works Asso-
ciation; Members Corporation of Land Surveyors; Associate
Members Canadian Soclety of Land Engineers;

1

Members of
the ‘“Association des Ingénieurs Conseils en matiére de pro-
priété Industrielle’” (France), of the “Chambre Syndicale des

Conseils en matidre de propriété industrielle” (Belgique).

We are the only Solicitors of Patents (out of the scores

of hundreds in the United States and Canada), who are mem-

bers of all the above named Societies. This fact acts as con-
firmation of our alleged exceptional preparation as expert
Solicitors in connection with inventions of importance, that
is patent cases in which it is worth while to seek

attorneys
who have the proper knowled

r¢ and experience,
We would respectfully request our fellow members in these
Societies to bear us in mind, not only when needing the .ser-
vieces of attorneys in their own patent business
when they meet inventor

, but also
s who may have patent cases. We
are able to class many members of the
clients, and is it not well to do business among ourselves as
much as possible? Often we have referred parties to the
members of the various Socleties we belong to, according to

Ir capacity, knowledge, diligence and spe-
cialty. We thank those who have so thoughtfully sent us
clients.

Founded in 1892, the firm of Marion & Marion, Engineers,
has grown from small beginnings, and at a time when Canadian
patent practice was crude and but half-settled, at
but at a constantly accelerated rate. That growth has been par-
ticularly marked within the past year,

se Societies among our

our opinion of the

first slowly,

during which time we
have found it necessary to twice enlarge our offices, and our
capacities have been constantly strained, owing to the difficulty
of adding to our force of high-class technical assistants fast
enough to keep pace with the

increasing demand for our
services.

Frederick Howe Gibbs, the senior member of our
technical force, well known Iin the United States as a
skilled patent solicitor and technical expert, was admitted to
the Bar of New York State, in January, 1882, after which he
became a member of the Bar of the several United States
Federal Courts. He was for a number of years managing clerk
for Hon. R. H. Duell, ex-Commissioner of Patents; was manag-
ing clerk for Hon. C. H. Duell, ex-Commissioner of Patents and
was for a time with the oldest firm of Patent Sollcitors in
Washington, D.C., a member of which firm Hon. Chas. Masgon,
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er of Patents.

nited State

was also Commi

the employ of

expert, and is now at the head of

He was for two years in

Government as a technical
our technical force.

Since his admission to the Bar, Mr. Gibbs has devoted his

entire time to the j t Lusine a Counegellor at Law and
Solicitor of Paten h 1 thousands of patents
for cli in ti \ ( 1 sub-classes of Industrial
Arts « Pa (

He we Letive 1 1ent of ores of important
liti 1« ) ( § Pa t ofli United
States ( t Cou ] t Su 1 Court of the United
Stale H ha i ju t 1 1 ( 1 1 expert In the
trial of « i yivi } 1 18, and his ripe ex-
perience [ lly i \ ir lving technical and
1 1 qu ( with | i in the Patent Office
wind i { ( 11

( » 0. C. i | » 1
for the last ten 1 n ive € ged in neral and
patent lit | 1 1 inter ence liti-
£ f
‘ From t 1 1 1 1 Stat Patent
3ar up to the t f 1 co to Mo al, he was con-
tinuously ¢ cted w office of one of the best known
] n )1 rs in Wa 1 W there, he had the most
comp Ve ¢ ience in all t brancl of patent solicit-
ine and U \ nd for: 1 a wide and intimate personal
acquair ce with the ma I miners and Assistant Exam-
in of the United Stat I ent Ofli

( e. S - ] t & r who,
& ¢ n ) I € € ed in ) t pa-
t the 1 ( ] ] I n uniformly suc-
( ful { I had on prosecuted by him
finally re ] he 1 nt (

During 1 ! he h ] rely employed in ner-
fecting ¢ 1 to ts, and
I 1 ( 1 ) \ machir
of vario ort b ( 11 11 L 1§

He has been called upon to giy

mony in litigation in New York, in ¢

tents where large interests we
He has alway been eiated
standing at the Patent Bar in the

knowledge of German, and his busi

of the most prominent German er

been of valuable assistance

expert opinion and testi-
involving valuable pa-

with firms of the highest
United States, has a good
1ees connection with some

1gineers in New York has

rman den
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Our Mr. A. Vonaesch, M.E., is a graduate from Techni-
kum Winterthur, Switzerland, after which he had three years’
training as a practical machinist in the shops.

He was for nearly four years employed as a designer of
machinery in the shops Aktiengesellschaft vormals I. I. Rieter
& Cie., Winterthur, a firm well known throughout the world
as builders of water power and electrical plants, turbines,
machines and bridges.

His knowledge of German, French and Ttalian, as well as
his technical education and practical shop experience in con-

nection with the building of industrial plants and steam en-
gines, causes Mr., Von: ch to be especially valuable in a pa-
tent business where practical questions connected with various

branches of industrial art are of frequent occurrence, and his
experience in de

clients who have sought his aid in completing their inventions

ning has been valuable to many of our

Our Myr. John F. Deufferwiel, an experienced engineer

and draughtsman, is a graduate of the R 1] Normaal ol
Voor Teekenonderwyzers; The Royal School Voor Kunstnyver-
heid, and the Royal Academie Van Beeldende Kunsten, Amster-
dam, Holland; pursued a course of study in Designing in Paris

and was for several years employed as Superintendent of water
works by the Dutch Government, He was engineer of con-
struction of Government railw: in East India and in South
Africa, after which he was employed in the United States,
where he was connected with the Norfolk and Western Rall-
way.

For several years past he has been chief of the draughting
force in our Office, where his technical education and long ex-
perience has been of inestimable value to a large number of
our clients who have required suggestions from a technical

expert in perfecting or developing their inventions.
OUR BUSINESS METHODS.

In carrying on our extensive patent business, we aim to
conduct it in the most expeditious and systematic manner.
We are assisted by the most experienced engineers, lawyers
and specification writers. The best mechanical draftsmen in
the country prepare our drawings.

The utmost care is taken to guard the privacy and preserve
the safety of the many hundreds of inventions committed to
our care; and we may here mention with satisfaction the
fact that during our long professional career not one of our
clients has ever found his confidence in us misplaced.
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SPECIALTY.—We make a speclalty of Engineering, Iz‘lw:
trical and AScientifio cases. Experience in such cases makes
it comparatively easy for us to handle smaller cases, but we
devote to such cases the full measure of time and skill required
to secure for the inventors all that they are entitled to, and
never slight a case, no matter how unimpontant the invention
may appear to be, as we fully realize that the greatest fortunes
have often been earned by such small inventions,

SOME RECENT CASES.

Following are a few among the subjects, from the almost
limitless field of invention, of patent applications prosecuted
by us within the past two years.
Agricultural machinery of all descriptioms (such as

grain-drills, harrows harvesters

hay-rakes, r.owing ma-
chines, plows, potato-diggers, self-binders, threashing
machines, traction engines, etc.).

Alr brake,

Ammonia compressor.

Artificial fuel (peat, etc.), machinery.
Automobiles.

Bark-removing machines,
Bookkeeping systems.

3ottle machinery.

Breeching firearms.

Jutton-cutting machines.
Calculating machines.

Canal lock-gate.

Carburetors,

Carding-engine.

Cash registers,

Chemical processes.
Cigarette-making machinery.
Clutches.

Combination locks.

Dairy apparatus.

Deep-sea photography.

Dental appliances.

Dynamo-=-electric machinery.
Electric accumulators.

Electric clocks.

Blectric heaters.
Electric lighting.

Electric railways.
Eleotric-reducing furnaces.
Electric-signaling devices,
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Electrie transformers.
Electric typewriters.
Electrohydraulic brake.

Electrolytic processes for chemical sabstances.

Electrometallurgy of irom and steel.
Explosives.

Flour-milling processes.

Food-preseving processes.

Foundry processes.

Fur and glove-sewing machinery.

Gas engines,

Gas machines.

Hydraulic lifts.

Hydraulic presses.

Incandescent gas-burner,
Interlocking—switch and signal—systems.
Leather-working machinery.

Lens-making machine.

Magnetic ore-separators.

Manufacture of wood-pulp.

Marine propulsion.

Mechanical stoker,

Metal-working machinery.

Mill machinery.

Multiplex Telegraphy-

Nail-making machinery.

Paper-making machinery.

Petroleum engines.

Photoengraving processes,

Pianos.

Pile-fabric machinery.

Polyphase Induction motors.
Production of fertilizers.

Pulp-making machinery.

Pumps,

Rallway-crossing gates.

Railway rolling-stock.

Refrigerating machinery.

Sewing machines.

Shoe machinery of all kinds.
Smelting processes for copper and nickel,
Spinning-frames.
Steam-boilers.
Steam-engines.
Steam-engine valve-gears.
Steam locomotlives.,
Steel-casting processes.
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Steel furnaces.

Stone~working machinery,
Sugar-sepamting machinery,

Burgical apparatus (gastroscope).
'1‘:1mling and tanning processes,
Telegraphic perforating machines.

Telephone transmitter (with induction balance),
Textile machinery,

Thermo-electrie batteries.
Turbine water-wheels,
Typesetting machinery.

\Voodworking machinery (carving, planing, combination tools,
etc.).

KINDS OF SERVICES RENDERED FOR DISTANT
AND LOCAL CLIENTS,

We secure patents for our clients in Canada, the United
States and all foreign countries. We register trade-marks and
labels, secure copyrights and concessions in all countries which
have provided laws or regulations for the protection of this
class of property and, incidental to such services, we are pre-
pared at all times to ald our clients in any manner consistent
with correct professional ethics, either by counsel or in the

preparation of any doc uments or drawings which may be of
assistance to them.

OUR OFFICES:

We maintain offices both at Montreal
head offices being at Montreal,

Our Montreal offices are located in the New York Life
Building, in the heart of the business district, on the Place
d’'Armes Square, corner of St. James street. They comprise
Nos. 502, 503. 504 and 505, on the southwest cornep fronting both
St. James stre et and the Place d’'Armes. We have recently
expended over $4,000 in fitting up these new offices with every
modern convenience and facility,

In addition to the well-stocked law
York Life Building, which inecludes all
works and reports on American,
We have the ]

and Washington, our

library of the New
the most important
English and Canadian law,
argest and most complete private

PATENT LIBRARY,

in the Dominion: including complete sets. of the United States
and Canadian Patent Office reponts; of the

and United States Court Decisions; th

Commissioner's
e Exchequer Court Re-
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ports; the *“Recueil Général” of the International Union for
the Protection of Industrial Property; an extensive collection
of literature on Foreign Patent and
Practice; the principal encyclopedias,
works of reference; together with
and engineering literature in
art.

In addition, we have established special search filec
containing thousands of patents in all classes of invention,
which greatly facilitate the work of our technical force both
in the preparation and prosecution of applications, makiag
searches, drawings, ete.,, and, as will be readily understood,
enable both bhetter and guicker work to be done than could
possibly be done without them.

We subscribe to a number of

Trademark Law and
dictionaries and other
an assortment of technical
various branches of industrial

technical and scientific pe-
riodicals, current files of which will be found in the

library.
We particularly invite

all who may have occasion to do so
to make use of our library and other facilities to the full ex-
tent of their needs. A corps of expert stenographers and
typewriters is always at hand and at their disposal for tak-
ing notes, making extracts and abstracts, etc., as they may
require,

Owing to the increased demand for space we have removed
our Model Department to a separate office, No. 9 New
York Life Building, which is provided with a display window,
and where we shall be happy to exhibit free of charge the
machines or other inventions of any of our olients,

Our Washington office, in close proximity to the United
States Patent Office, is always open for the wuse of our
clients who deem it expedient to visit the Capital, thinking
naturally that they can by their presence, facilitate the grant-
ing of thelr patent. While we gladly receive inventors
at our Offices we must candidly state that the business would
be equally as well attended to, were the inventor in New
Zealand as in Washington. Every application for Patent is
numbered when recelved by the Patent Office and has to wait
until the preceding filed applications in the same class have
been examined before it can be reached for examination by the
Examiner.

Any Patent Office Examiner who would act upon an ap-
plication out of its regular order of filing would be instantly
called to account by the Commissioner of Patents for such a
flagrant infringement of the rules.

The advantages of having a Washington Office.—Other things
being equal the inventor should select an attorney who has
an office in Washington, where the entire patent hunlncw of the
United States Govermnment is exclusively carried on. And this
for many reasons. All the records and prior patents are open




16 MARION & MARION

t0 his inspection and can be examined without the delays in-
oldent to correspondence. He does not have to depend upon
the services of agents. And above all he enjoys a personal ac-
quaintance with the various Examiners of the Patent Office,
and can have daily interviews with them. The importance of
these interviews cannot be over-estimated. Whaen an attorney
is interviewing an examiner he can make him see the merit
in an invention if it has any merit at all. More oan then be
acomplished in this way in five minutes than by months of
correspondence and volumes of written argume nt,

GOING TO OTTAWA OR TO WASHINGTON.

Some inventors suppose, very nat irally, that if personal-
ly present in the Patent Office, they can get their cases
through more expeditiously, or command other important
facilities. This is not so | t Off | 1 prepare
patent papers, or make models. These must be provided by
the applicant or his attorn y, according to law; otherwise, his
case will not be considered.

WHAT THE PRESS S AYS AE0UT OUR FIRM.
[From Home Magazine, November, 18971

How to Select a Patent Attorney.

“Inventors are often in much doubt and anxiety when se-
lecting an attorney to conduct their business. Some desire to
secure the services of a Solicitor for the lowest possible price,
and others who are willing to give fair compensation, perhaps
have no aecquaintance among Patent Attorneys and do not
know which are reliable and trustworthy. Our advice to all
inventors is, do not employ a CHEAP Attorney— his work will
be CHEAP. A professional man who can afford to work for no-
thing is to be avoided. His feeble efforts, being without in-
centive, will be worse than waste d; they will occasion actusal
loss in the long run. When it is remembered that an inventor
or a manufacturer engaged in making a patented article, has
to depend solely upon the breadth of the claims of the Patent
for his protection, the importance of these claims will at onoce
be apparent and it can be readily seen that they should be
drawn only by an Attorney of sound professional knowledge
and experience. The Attorney must also have a good tech-
nical education, be skilled in the arts and sciences and endow-
ed with sound judgment and quick perception; he should be
2 “eraduate” Civil Engineer and an expert in all matters per-
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taining to Letters Patents, A man of the squirements does
not work for nothing; he expects to be reasonably compensa-
ted for his labour, and a wise inventor will do well to employ

h an Attorne) The Patent he gets w » a by 1 one and
will have conn cial value. S« rtar 1 of
a reliable, trustworthy aix
the Commissioner of Patents has, in the “Rules of Practice,’
issued this general warning: “As the
largely upon the carcful preparation of the specifications and claims,

skilful Attorney to Inventors, that
’

value o patents depoends

the as tar 0] ot petent col will n n ( ¥ 0 0] ]
tage to the applicant, {] 1 ( t] ( wi { ono=
tionate to thetr skill and hon J. S0 1 / ) have en d this

profession of late years without experience that too much care cannot
be exercised in the selection of a competent man.”
“In this conne on, it may 1 fely afiir 1 t ho vho
nfide their in to th f ] Ma Tarion,
of Montreal and Washington, enlist in their behalf the ser-
vices of

expert and reliable Patent Solicitors as now prac-
tice before any of the patent issuing Bureaus.

They do not entrust { pre tion of pecificati or
drawings to Novices, but all is conducted from beginning to
end, under their personal supervision. They employ only EX-
PERT DRAFTSMEN and the very best MECHANICAL TALENT that
can bhe secured, and are able on short notice to describe, illus-
trate and claim f h ! t l ( v
complicated his device may be—a patent as broad as his in-
venition. They have easy access to all mode
divisions and classes of the Patent Offic

in Y Y r}

8, public records,
s, and can make
prompter searches and give more accurate advice in matters

relating to patents than those who have no branch office in
Washingon or abroad.

“If you desire a patent, either in the United States, Can-
ada or any foreign country; if you des
any question relating to Patents, address:

safe legal advice on
Marion & Marion,
International Patent Solicitors, Montreal, Can., or Washing-
ton, D.C.”

[From the Mercantile and Financial Times, N.Y.]

Interesting to Inventors.

““Points on obtaining a patent furnished by a high
authority (Marion & Marion).”’

“It has been wittily said that the man who undertakes to
be his own lawyer has a fool for his client. The same is true
of a multitude of situations as well as in the practice of law,
and we have known of some empty purses and broken ambi-
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tions which are the result of men undertaking to transact
clerical or professional work which comes within the domain
of vigilant and well-posted specialists. In the realm of me-
chanical inventions, and the patents by which they are pro-
tected, this is painfully true, and it is even a matter of record
that some of the cleverest inventors of our times have beg-
gared themseives in health, courage and pocket by trying to
sccure their rights without tne help of such expert interven-
tion.

“A patent solicitor is of the first importance to an invent-
or; he is posted as to the expense of any given proceeding in
his specialty; he can insure expedition as well as economy,
and by his regular and watchful attention to the records of
the Patent Office, he is often able to save his client the labor
and cost of applying for patents or inventions already patent-
ed, in part or in toto, and further, by close distinction of in-
ventions, save to the inventor valuable rights which would
otherwise be lost, owing to a partial or apparent interference,
with prior patented inventions.

“During the years in which the widely known firm of
Marion & Marion have made patent business their specialty,
they have represented many large and wealthy concerns, and
have hotly contested and been victorious in some of the most
noted patent cases shown in the American and Canadian re-
cords.

“The firm is always pleased to give inventors instructions
as to the proper method of procedure, and may be consulted
with advantage by those desiring to purchase or acquire an
interest in patents and as to the mechanical value of inven-
tions for which patents are desired.

“Messrs. Marion & Marion are in close communication
with both the United States and Canadian patent offices, and
have correspondents in all the European capitals and Austral-
asia. Their Washington office is located a few doors from
the Patent Office.

“This is the inventive age, so, let the ‘Mercantile and
Financial Times,” suggest to the inventor: Start right; secure
the services of a concern like the firm of Marion & Marion,
then if you fail it will be the fault of no one; if you succeed
vou may be rewarded by a fortune. All in all, the editor of
this paper considers nothing more worthy of praise, confidence
and commendation, than this office.”

th

b
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THE NATURE AND POLICY OF PATENTS.

It is a well recognized principle that some suitable reward
should be given to the person or persons who produce new
inventions, such as improved articles of manufacture, new
types of machinery, useful processes of manufacture, or im-
provements in detail which increase the efficiency of such
articles, machines and processes as are already known. It
is also understood that the author, artist and designer should
be recognized and rewarded for their contributions to the
intellectual advancement of the general public.

To adjust the reward in order that the value of each con-
tribution of this nature may be recognized in the proportion
of its value to the public, some system of control must be
devised which will be so flexible as to automatically regulate
itself to all cases as they arise.

The patent laws provide a monopoly for a term o. years,
during which no one but the inventor or those authorized by
him may manufacture, use, or sell any new invention which
has been patented in accordance with the terms of the sta-
tutes provided for that purpose.

INVENTORS MONOPOLY,

If all were free to take advantage of new inventions,
without paying for their use, there would be no inducement
for many inventors to produce such inventions, but, with a
certainty of pecuniary profit, there is great incentive to
perfect crude machines and processes whereby better results
are obtained.

When an inventor has perfected his Invention, and has
procured Letters Patent therefore, he is assured of an ab-
solute monopoly for the whole term of his patent during all
of which term he may manufacture his invention and sell the
same at such advance in price as will enable him to collect
from the public in cash a full recognition of the value of his
invention.

If an inventlon possesses great merit, it Is evident that
the selling price of the patented article may be increased, or,
a grealer number of such articles will be sold. As no one
but the inventor, or those specially authorized by him, may
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manufacture, use, or sell a patented article, the entire revenue
derived from the sale, or use, of such articles must neces-
sarily be pald to the inventor.

Hence the Inventor's reward is automatically adjusted by
the extent of the public appreciation of his invention. Great
inventions receive general public encouragement, while lesser
inventions are rewarded in corresponding degree.

REASON FOR PATENT MONOPOLY,

As monopolies are generally considered to be antagonistic
to the public welfare, some strong reason must appear to
induce the general government to grant, even for a limited
term, a monopoly of any thing of public utility.

Nothing but a desire to improve the condition of the gen-
eral public would be a sufficient Inducement for the granting
of the limited monopoly of the patent system,

The demands of trade and manufacture tend toward the
production of more perfect machinery and improved pro-
cesses of manufacture.

The keen competition of modern commerce causes the
merchant and the buyer to closely scrutinize and quickly
discriminate between articles of different degrees of merit.

The manufacturer is alert to secure the privilege of pro-
ducing what the public demands, and the buyers are equally
anxious to purchase such goods as will best serve their pur-
poses.

If all were free to manufacture an article
process as soon as it became known, it
the uncertain glory resulting from

or practice a
Is evident that only
public appreciation would
be the inventors reward, and no financial profit would follow
as a reward for the benefits he has contributed to mankind.

At this point the well considered patent law becomes
available as a protection to the inventor.

If the invention is a meritorious one, he is entitled to a
patent, upon complying with certain conditions. When the
patent is granted, it is for a term of years which is generally
sufficient to enable the inventor to derive a sufficient revenue
to reward him for producing the invention, after which that
particular invention belongs to the general public, and all
are free to manufacture, use and sell it.

However, before a patent has expired no one is free to

manufacture, use, or sell the patented article, or practice the
patented process, elther for their own private use, or for a
profit. No one but the Inventor and those specially authorized
by him may use the subject matter of the patent for any
purpose whatsoever. It follows that if an unauthorized per-
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son shall make a patented article he will be liable to the
inventor for damages. Many persons are under the impression
that they have the right to manufacture patented articles
for their own private use, but this is an error which has in
many instances proven costly to the innocent, but mistaken,
persons who unintentionally infringed different patents, such
as the Drive-well patents, Spring-tooth harrow patents, and
others which are now expired.

There is no great industry at this time but is dependent
almost wholly, for its present stage of development, upon the
inventor,

All who are engaged in any useful occupation are dalily
paying tribute to the inventor in some manner.

Great fortunes are made by Inventors as a result of the
public appreciation of their inventions.

The income of the manufacturer is increased by reason
of the increased sales of patented articles, and because of
their greater perfection such articles lessen the necessary
labor and increase the earning capacity of all who are obliged
to toil.

From the smallest garden to the vast farms of Canada
and the United States the product has been wonderfully in-
creased by reason of the more modern tcols and implements
of agriculture recently invented, in consequence of which vast
tracts of territory are now productive which, under more pri-
mitive methods, could not be worked at a profit,

Many inventions are patented in which are disclosed
structures very similar in appearance to previously known
devices, and such patents are sustained by the courts.

The reason is evident upon reflection. No matter how
nearly the new invention may approach the old in general
appearance, if the old device is not perfect in construction
and operation there is room for improvement.

Slight changes in construction often bring success out
of failure, and no matter how slight may be the apparent
difference, if the difference really exists it is proper subject
for a patent.

A consplcuous example is the Barbed wire fence, upon
which patents were granted, from which patents large for-
tunes were made. Many other instances of simple inventions
might be cited, as a Band wheel bearing for Sewing Machines,
which was of very simple character, but which was recog-
nized to be of sufficient value so that the patent was sus-
tained in the courts. Another case in which the Iinvention
consisted merely in a Hump or rise in the returning race-
way of a ten-pin alley, this Hump or rise being near the
end of the raceway to prevent the returning balls from reach-
ing that end where the player takes the balls with a smash-
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Ing impact. This patent was sustained in the ocourts. A
detachable device which suspended both stockings from a
single existing point of support on the corset, formed the
subject matter of another patent which was bitterly con-
tested and sustained. The application of a well known tor-
sional spring to a telegraph key; placing a rubber back upon
packing for stuffing boxes; the substitution of hard rubber for
materials previously used as a plate for artificial teeth, and
many other apparently simple devices have been patented, and
the patents sustained in the courts. In the case of Hobbs
vs. Beach, decided March 5, 1901, by the United States Supreme
Court, the opinion of the court, after referring to various
simple constructions upon which patents have been sustained,
contained the following language:—

“If there be one central controlling purpose deducible
“from all these decisions, and many more that might be
““quoted, it is the steadfast determination of the court to pro-
‘‘tect and reward the man who has done something which
‘““has actually advanced the condition of mankind, something
“by which the work of the world is done better and more
‘“‘expeditiously than it was before.”

In the case of Crown, Cork & Seal Company vs. Aluminum
Stopper Company, 108 Federal Reporter 845, the Court of
Appeals of the United States Circuit Court said with refer-
ence to the patented invention:—

“Painter’'s invention is not one of those great epoch-
“marking discoveries like that of printing, or the steam
‘““engine, or the electric telegraph, which opened to their
“inventors the portals of the Pantheon of the immortals.
“For such as these the love of fame and the glory of being
“benefactors of human kind served alike as motive and
“reward, but to the patient laborer in workshop and factory
“the incentive of fame and glory is absent. For them the
“stimulus of the rewards offered by our patent laws is needed
“to encourage by the hope of profit that zealous eagerness
“to improve processes, to remedy defects in machinery, to in-
‘“‘vent new methods and appliances for saving labor and
‘“‘cheapening production in the numberless articles that are
“in daily use. It is this stimulus that has made the American
“mechanic the most alert, observant and studious of any of
“the world, and it is the indefinite multiplication of these
““‘small Inventions and improvements that has wrought an
“industrial revolution and brought his country to the forefront
‘““of the world's commerce, It was the conscionsness that in the
“knapsack of every private soldier there might be the baton
‘“of a marshal of France that inspired her soldiers to un-
‘‘paralleled achievements. In our unheroic industrial age the
“‘central processes of a nation’s life lie In production and
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“distribution. The protection and hope of profit held out by
““our patent laws inspires that stimulating energy which .leads
“to experiment, invention, and all the resulting benefits; a
“refusal of that protection in a proper case will deaden and
“destroy it.”

In the case of George Frost Company vs. Cohn et al., 119
Federal Reporter 505, the Court of Appeals says:—

“The feature of novelty resides only in the material of
““which the button is composed, as supports substantially
“similar to the one patented by Gorton were old, except that
“instead of having a button with a rubber shank or wholly
““of rubber, the button and shank were of metal.”

Nevertheless, the patent was sustained. As the Court
says:—

“It is not necessary to the patentable novelty of a device
““‘which consists in employing a new material for an old one
“in constructing one of its parts, that the substitution should
“involve the discovery or utilization of an unknown or un-
““expected property of the material.”

Many great inventions seem most simple when once made
and disclosed. It is only the wisdom which comes after the
fact which tells us that any one could have done what the
inventor did.

In the well known case of Corning vs. Burden, 15 Howard
262, speaking of an art, the United States Supreme Court
says:—

“A new process is usually the result of discovery; a ma-
‘chine, of invention.”

About the year 1828, James Nellson discovered that a hot
blast of air thrown into a furnace was more effective than
the cold blast previously used. Nelilson filed an application
for patent, and described an apparatus for making use of
this discovery by heating the air blast before it was directed
into the furnace, and his patent was sustained by the courts
in numerous instances, in one of the decisions relating to
which the court said:—

“The patent law is not confined to new machines and new
‘compositions of matter, but extends to any new and useful
“art or manufacture. A manufacturing process is clearly an
“art within the meaning of the law.”

Having once made a discovery in an art relating to manu-
facture, the machine for carrying the discovery into effect
may be as simple as falling off a log—as simple as the hot
blast described by Neilson—yet if the patentee describes one
way of carrying his discovery into effect, he is entitled to a
patent for his method or process as a new art, or an improve-
ment in an art.
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“The

means by which the
“applied may be devoid
“‘man

principle (new discovery) is
of invention, and such as any work-
lled in the art wherein the application {s made might
“supply when the discovery is told him.” Potts
156 United ‘{

Ca

vs. Creager,
States b

es might be cited almost indefinitely where patents
have been procured and sustained, in which the apparent
difference between the patented article, machine or process and
the prior art was slig

slight difference brot
the old more

ht, but in many instances this apparently
1Ight success from failure, and rendered
valuable, thereby revolutionizing and making
t had theretofore been of little or no value.

VALUE OF AN INVENTION.

This leads to the consideration of a question which is fre-
quently submitted to a Patent Solicitor, viz.,, what is the
vall of a S ¥ 1itio A complet er would in-
volve the ¢ wition of too mar detail a publication
of this character., Value m b ven to an invention by
one man who will realiz a fortune from it because of his
energy and persq rance, where another would accomplish
practically nothing. he reasons for this is frequently
the desire of i lize va fortunes from little
effort time. A patent is a monopoly,
which may result in the manufacture
and sa or numbers of the patented ar-
ticles, or seeks to overcharge for what he
ha he

same fate as one who see

upon any article of

ks to place

too high a pri

commerce. The public
is appreciative, and i ilways willing to pay an advance for
more perfect goods, 1 where the price is made prohibitive,
then more primiti articles of manufacture ¢

i 1 in and will be
used, even though the patented article Is much superior.
rest upon its own merit, and no hard
and fast rule can be laid down for determining the value of
to the per-
ipplied to the commercial side
undoubtedly result in a profit pro-
portionate to the value of the machine, and the energy dis-
played in placing it upon the market, and it is for the in-
ventor to dete ne by his method of management what

the real value of an invention,

FEach invention must

g
inventions. The same perseverance which leads
fection of a machine if properl

of the transaction will

is
POSSIBILITY OF SECRET USE.
Secret vse of an Invention is not consistent with the pro-

gress of the age and is not protected by the courts. If a
manufacturer has an invention which is of great value, such
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value exists only because it confers a monopoly upon the
possessor of the secret. This monopoly vanishes as soon as
the secret is discovered and the whole world may then do
what was theretofore done in secret. No one can prevent it,
and no law, but the patent laws, may be invoked to restrain
any one from doing what is considered useful to mankind.
A manufacturer producing goods by a secret method or pro-
cess, or, by the aid of machinery, the construction of which
is held secret, is necessarily dependent upon the good will
and the resolution of his employees. If he is successful, he

becomes a slave to those whom he employs to assist him,
and generally discovers to his great humiliation that:
“There is no flock, how so well attended,
“But one black sheep Is the

ro.*’

and at the most inopportune time his secret has been betray-

ed, either as the result of a corrupt bar , Ol f idle gossip,
quickly caught up by alert competitors
Where a monopoly is desired, the proper, orderly way to

secure it Is by invoking the aid of the patent laws which
provide ample protection for new articles, machines, pro-
cesses, formulas, and all useful arts, as well as for literature
and works of art. These laws exist throughout the civilized
countries of the world, and have been amended from tima to
time for the purpose of affording
tion for all interested.

most complete protec-

It would be pract
able invention for fifteen or eighteen years, and derive a
revenue from it, yet the patent laws confer a monopoly for
that term, during which no one but the owner of a patent
may use the patented invention,

cally Imposeible to keep secret a valu-
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PATENTS—WHAT ARE THEY?

Patents have often, and with

defined as GrRANTS, and the public

some degl

ree of truth been

this impression, but this definition of a ‘“Patent’ is incomplete.
A patent is a contract made between the Government
issuing the patent and the inventor, in which both parties
The conditions are reciprocal and
on them.
conditions are that the Government will grant to
the inventor, provided he is entitled to it, a monopoly of the
use of the rticle, mac ne, meth

of time, upon the inventor will, at the ex-

piration of that period, dedicate the invention to the public.
And while th 1 t it 3

have conditions to perform.
all patents are based
These

, ete., for a fixed period
condition that the

I

f does not disclose th
not sign anything which
contract, yet the fact
plication for a patent, has the effect of
conditions, he assurance of
on him, when he files
The conditions of the

seé condi-
has the
of his making his ap-
binding him to these
complying with the
his application.
contract upon which a patent is
granted vary in all of the nations and governments having
patent systems

tions, and the inventor does
appearance of a

giving his
conditions imposed

In most of the countries, however, the condition is that
the thing sought to be patented, must be NEW AND USEFUL,
and a patent can be obtained only when such is the case. As
this is absolutely essential, and upon these points the applica-
tion filed must stand or fall, it is readily seen that each inven-
tor, before going to the expense of an application, and the
paying of Government and attorney’s fees, should first ascer-
tain if his invention will probably comply with the condi-
tions. If the invention is not NEW AND USEFUL, no patent can
be obtained, and the inventor has nothing to show for the
money expended.

The inventor should therefore get the advice of experts as
to whether or not his invention is new and useful, and in this
connection we are glad to say that any inventor who will
send us a comprehensive sketch or model of his idea, and a

description which is sufficiently clear to be understood, will
receive our

generally have been under
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OPINION (free)

as to whether the Invention is PROBABLY patentable. Our
long experience enables us to decide quickly.

Our opinion is based upon practical knowledge as experts
in mechanical constructions, electricity, chemistry, dynamics,
ete., our personal knowledge of the general state of the art
in which the invention applies, and our experience in the ob-
taining of patents.

When the number of patents which have been granted in
the United States, Canada, and elsewhere, is considered (over
one and a half million) it can be readily understood that an
opinion, other than a general one, could not be given, as it
would be impossible to remember all of the constructions
shown in this vast number of patents, and we would always
advise the inventor to have a search made of the patent re-
cords in order that a specific opinion may be given as to the
probable patentability of the invention. For this purpose we
offer our

SPECIAL SEARCH ($5.00).

‘WHAT 1T 18.—Our special search is a search made of the
records of the Patent Office to ascertain if any patents have
been granted which would prevent the granting of a patent
for the invention submitted. This search is generally made
in the United States Patent Office, where the system under
which the patents are classified, ete.,, is more complete than
in any other country. When a search as to novelty is made
in the United States Patent Office prior to filing an application
for letters patent, all avallable patents in the particular class,
or sub-class, to which an invention relates are carefully ex-
amined by the person making such search in an effort to find
the various features of invention disclosed in the model or
drawing submitted to him, as furnished by the inventor. The
result of that examination is reported to the inventor, who is
informed that his invention is patentable, or not patentable,
according to what is found in searching the records. We ad-
vise a search in the United States Patent Office for the reason
that the authorities there provide unequalled conveniences for
this work, having provided for our inspection some 800,000 coples
of United States Patents, each for a different invention, and
all arranged in classes and sub-classes in each of which in-
ventions of the same general character are grouped together by
persons in the employ of the United States Government.

There are nearly a dozen of such employees constantly em-
ployed in the classification of inventions, endeavouring to =o
arrange this vast number of patents as to facilitate the labour



28 MARION & MARION

of making searches, but the files, which are supposed to be
complete, are not always so.

No one but the Examiners of the Patent Office are per-
mitted to withdraw coples of patents from the files so provid-
ed, but the Examiners have this privilege, and frequently do
withdraw, temporarily, from one to a score of copies of patents
for use in their rooms in connection with official business.

The Examiners of the Patent Office do not make searches
prior to filing applications for Patents, and it should be clear-
ly understood that a search made at Washington prior to filing
an application is made among United States patents only, as
foreign patents are not separately classified for public inspec-
tion.

If a better place than the United States Patent Offlce ex-
isted, in which searches could be

made, we would make sear-
ches in such better place.

But there is no such place provided
and we do the best we possibly can for our clients when search-

es are made at Washington. No one can do more than this.

When we receive information that an invention is patent-
able, we endeavour to secure for our clients the best possible
patents and prepare claims upon their inventions
guage as to cover not only the specific machine or device of
the invention, but also every form of modification thereof
which may suggest itself to us as experts, so that when the
patent is issued, others may not be able to pirate any feature
of our client’s invention, or modifications thereof,
be suggested to rival inventors or manufa

in such lan-

which may
turers.
If an inventor's claims are specifically restricted to

cover,
in combination, every de

il of construction when the applica-
tion is filed, and no broad, strong claims are made, the patent
is more quickly obtained and we might obtain the reputation
of securing patents very quickly.

However, a slight change in the machine or device would
avold the language of such claims,

and such patents are prac-
tically worthless. 4 '

We do not propose to secure worthless patents, not even
to please our clients. We expect to remain in our present busi-
ness and increase our business as we have in the past by pro-
curing the best patents that can be obtained.

To do this we must endeavour to secure an allowance of
claims, from the Examiners in charge of applications filed by
us, which are as broad as the invention will warrant. Some-
times the Examiners think we ask for too much and say that
one or more of the claims are anticipated by some prior pa-
tent. This does not mean that our client’s invention is old,
but, merely that he is not entitled to claim all that we ask
for in his behalf. He may yet obtain claims not so broad.
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The Examiners are not infaillible and sometimes make mis-
takes, but their decision stands until it is overruled on appeal,
or changed by argument, or, the claims are amended in such
language that they will not cover the inventions disclesed in
prior patents.

The preparation of arguments and amendments requires
time on our part. Frequently days are required in complicat-
ed cases in the preparation of arguments including an analy-
sis of the references cited, but if we believe our client is en-
titled to any claim which we make in his behalf we always
try to secure it for him.

If an invention is disclosed in a United States patent, or in
a patent granted in any country, such invention is not patent-
able in Canada to another person, hence we prefer to mak> all
searches in the United States Patent Office where the large
number of patents are open to our inspection. Nearly every good
thing patented anywhere has been patented in the United
States, so that a search of the Unied States patents in a par-
ticular class tells nearly all that is worth knowing in that
class, and should be accurate in ninety per cent. of cases.
These searches are made by the Manager of our Washington
Office and are therfore to be depended upon.

We also make searches of the records of the Canadian
Patent Office when desired.

CosT.—Our charge for this service is $.00 in advance, which
includes the search, copies of the nearest United States re-
ferences and our written report and recommendation.

‘When the invention is shown to be old, the inventor is in-
formed that his device is anticipated and that a patent cannot
be secured. He can then withdraw without additional expens

A speclal search is a wise safeguard as it often prevents
the useless expenditure of money in endeavcring to secure a
patent where none can be obtained; for if a search be not
made, the applicant may be informed, after he has paid all
the fees, amounting generally to $45.00, that his application has
been rejected by the Patent Office, on prior patents that could
have easgily been found by examining the records in advance,
at a cost of but $.00.

A favourable report will often enable inventors to interest
capitalists in their inventions, at least to the extent of ad-
vancing the money necessary to take out the patent. In this
connection it should be said that it is not necessary to fird a
man of large means to assist you in obtaining a patent.
Nearly any inventor has among his friends and neighbors a
dozen or more in moderate circumstances who can command
the small sum necessary to secure a patent, and who will be
only too glad to advance the money upon condition of becom-
ing the owner of a part of the patent. Many men have decome
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wealthy merely through advancing to deserving inventors, the small
sum necessary to secure a patent on a valuable device. After the
inventor has ascertained the patentability of the invention, he
should easily find many persons only too willing to invest a
few dollars in order that they may participate in his good
fortune. We should, therefore, advise all inventors, especial-
ly those who have not funds to pay the entire cost of patent,
to have a special search made of the records of

the Patent
Office, in the first place. Our report, if

adverse, will save
them money, as they will not persist in fruitless efforts to ob-
tain a patent at a loss to themselves; and if

favorable, will
probably enable them to make

arrangements with moneyed
people, who will almost invariably advance the cost of a pa-
tent in consideration of the assignment of a part interest in
it, but who would rightly hesitate to put their money in the
venture without such a certificate

of assurance.
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UNITED STATES PATENTS.
WHAT PATENTS ARE GRANTED FOR,

Patents are granted for any new and useful art or process;

any new and useful machine; any new and useful manufac-
ture; any new and useful compos

ion of matter; or a new
and useful improvement of any of these, PROVIDED the art,
machine, manufacture, composition f matter, or impt (
ment was not known nor used by others; and has not been
patented or described in any printed publication in this or
any foreign country, before the applicant’s invention or dis-
covery thereof; and has not been in public use or on sale in
the United States for more than one year prior to the apj i
tion for patent.

A United States patent will not be granted to an inventor
who has obtained a foreign patent unless His U. S. APPLICA-
TION BE MADE WITHIN TWELVE MONTHS OF THRE DATE OF FIL-
NG HIS FOREIGN APPLICATION.

Separate inventions cannot be included in one patent, and
shculd the attempt be made to include more than one distinct
invention in one application, the Examiner will re juire that
th2 same be divided and the applicant will be required to tlect
wh ~h cistinet invention he will prosecute in the filed applica-
tica, and that the remaining separate inventions be elimin-
ated. The eliminated portions may be patented by flling a
“divisional application,” but if this is not done, the inventions
g0 eliminated will become abandoned unless subsequently ap-
plied for.

To properly secure protection on a machine and its pro-
duct, two patents are required—one for the machine, the other
for the product. A single patent which would claim both,
would, as a general rule, be held to be invalid.

WHAT CANNOT BE PATENTED.

A patent will not be granted for a principle or a funct'on
—the patent must be for the mechanism for carrying the prin-

ciple or function into effect,
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The mere application of an old machine to a new purpose
is not pateptable. Such change would be held to be simply a
double use.

The substitution of one material for another, or the substi-
tution of mechanical equivalents, are not patentable, unless

better result has been obtained.

PERPETUAL MOTION.

1 \ lve the per ual-motion fallacy,
the Patent Office has for a number of years consistently re-
patents, We are in thorough accord with this
neither we nor the Patent Office can be convinced
rom a drawiag or non-working machine, that perpetual mo-

practice,
f
tion is anything but a theory.

All machines or apparatus purporting to create their own

energy {1 1 the | r inded, whereby the ame will run
“until stopped or broken,” as some inventors express it, are
classed as perpetual-motion inventions, and the Patent Office
Examiners will not even consider an application for patent

d on h a theory without a working muachine,
Consequently, we ‘enuously advise inventors of such ma-
hines not to file applications for patents until they have first
damonstrated the invention by a full-sized working machine.
Either abandon the matter or file a caveat in order to afford
time to test and perfect the invention before applying for a
patent.

The Patent Office entertains these views In the case of air
ships or flying machines of the type which have no balloon or
similar attachments, and contemplate creating power to pro-
vide for their own buoyancy.

WHO CAN OBTAIN A PATENT.

Any person, adult or minor, who is the first and origlaal
inventor or discoverer, may secure a patent, regardless of his
nationality.

The words ‘‘ANY PERSON" in Canada and the United States
mean a minor a well a an It, A X i "';‘nl woman as .\"”

as an unmarried, joint inventors no matter how many in num-
ber, and foreigners as well as British subjects.

A deceased person’s invention can be patented on the ap-
plication of his executor or administrator; if the deceased
leaves no will the property in the Patent belongs to the helrs-
at-law,
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THE PATENT. APPLICATION.

This eonsists of the PE

ETITION S IR IN, DRA i
and OATH., Of these t ] ifi 3 ¢ ] 3 =
are of the most importance, the petition and oath bei madl
ters of form. h
As the original applic n determines the point of greatest '
breadth to which the patent n i \ it will be read- .
ily understood that the 1 n o t tion,
claims and d ngs I 1 t test 1r t U]
to the inventor, as up t m, tl ( st stand or |
To more clearly show the I appl
cation we give a short d« 1} n of the req X $ Ol ’
each
- w .
The specification is the kKEy-sTONE of the patent, for on
it all of the remaining po
the specification is prepar in an unskillful manner, by
reason of ambiguous wording, insuflficiency of description,
etc.,, a patent g ted thereon would be practically worthless
Inasmuch as is would be imps e to determine the value f
and effect of the clalm and of the patent. The ecific n s
MUST be so ‘“full, clear and exact as to enable anyone skilled a |
in the art to which the invention pertains to make and use a
the same.” And such must necessarily be the ca in the (
specification forms the only b 1 n which the public can T
make use of the invention af tl ) t has expired. fel
The preparation of the specification i therefore of the
greatest importance, and should o be done by a person igh
having extensive training |

i n th particular branch. It ap nat
pears to be an easy matter to describe an invention, and set
forth its objects and advant:

per
ages; yet, on looking over the thot
decisions of the Courts, which are the sole judges of a patent, n
it will be found that a vast number of patents have been furn
declared void and invalid by reason of a defective specifica- iveRl
tion. aver
The brainiest legal practitioners do not undertake to pre
pare a specification, leaving it to he done by some person
especially trained to this work. They

of
tacitly admit their

are
fnability In this particular although they are authorities

line,
on legal questions.
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When it is considered that each specification must contaln,

to the complete d ription, the points on which
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ns o reat utility, wher t ucces of the manufac-

] " o 1fs 18 the CRUCIAL
TEST of t} tent, S r Y t are threatened,
and the ser of 1 nt lawver \ d In all of the in-
1 rem ts of tl patent laws, are

br t t bear in tl} npt to ive the patent declared
i 1id I minute 1 t f t liecation and patent are

carefully scrutinized and examined, with a view to finding

{ 1 Y t \ Y i y 1 to the sne ”L-q'i‘:n‘
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X ™ 1 1 1

t although the
claims may be subject to attack on the point of prior antici-
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' ase, for a specifica-
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o o tion. which will b ble to withatanA

‘ f the ( l able to grasp,

by intultion, the subtle differences found in inventions, and

such ability can only be quired experience combined with
a knowled of tl il m tures, each different
and In a t t f 1 ient. To this t be
d t bilit DY t t ( rences in a I man-
ner, in ler that their full f e and effect can be seen and
felt without any 1 bility doubt as to what is meant

In fract, the specification must be prepared with a fore-

. inst attacks of every kind and
be brought to bear against it at a future
period, where the attackers have the advantage of extended
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ider this point and sends his
r, with the consequence that meany
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THE PATENT. APPLICATION.

This eonsists of the Prm

P'ITION, B IFICATION, DRAWT
and OATH. Of thes th specificat 1, and d

are of the most importance, the petition and oath being mat
ters of form.

As the original

n determines the point of greatest
breadth to which the patent can be « ued, it will be read-
ily understood that t} prej I f tl pecification,
clalms and drawings ar madtt of the greatest importance
to the inventor, as upon them, the pat mil stand ot 111
To more clearly the value of t} - ts of the appli-
cation, we give a short deserip 1 of the requirements of
each,

THE SPECIFICATION

The specification is

tl KBY-81T E of the 1} nt, for on
it all of the remalning por

the specification 1s prepared in an unskillfful manner, by
reason of

ambiguous wording,

insufficiency of description,
etc.,, a patent t1

granted thereon would be practically worthless
lnasmuch as is would be impossible to determine the value
and effect of the c¢laim and of the patent The pecification
MUST be so ‘“‘full, clear and exact as to enable yone skllled
in the art to which the invention pertai: to make and use
the same.”” And such must nece arily be the cas since the
specification forms the only basls upon which the public can
make use of the Invention after t} patent has expired.

The preparation of t} ! therefore of the
greatest Importance, and should only b done by a person
having extensive training in this j

pears to be an easy matter to
forth its objects

1is p ‘ular branch. It ap
describe an invention, and set
and advar ¢ yet, 1 ting over the

decisions of the Courts, which are the sole jt of a patent,
it will be found that a vast number of patents have been
declared void and invalid by

I'e m of a defective specifica
tion.

The bralniest legal pra
pare a specification, leaving it to be
especially trained to this work. They tacitly admit thelr
inability In this particular line, although they are authorities
on legal questions.

ctitioners do not undertake to pre

done by some person
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When it is considered that each specification must contain,
in addition to the complete description, the points on which

the der nd f a p: 1 (which in many cases are
imperceptible even to the experienced eye of the expert), it
can be readily seen that it i 1ething which should not be
left to r ices, and ¢ Uly this true in patents for in-
ventior of it u wl t u of the manufac-
tur leads to at \ to 1t ¢ 1is i the CRUCIAL
TEST of the patent. S f inf gement are threatened,
ervices of patent lawyers, versed in all of the in-
tails nd re er t f the patent laws, are
to b i 1 1V 1e patent declared
invalid. I h n te part f tl ipplication and patent are
carefully scrutinized and ¢ mined, with a view to finding
yme flav most te | I to the specification,
in why? B it i tl m Inerable part of the
patent. These | 1l lumi well know that although the
claims may be subject to attack on the point of prior antici-
pation, yet these clair would be held valld, if there is any
pate bl Y i i hem h leniency would not be
ex ised In respe to tl specl 1tion—that MUST be ‘“full,
clear and exact,” nd t} least defect in it will prove fatal.
1 + ha ‘; } l i h 1 AR 4 1 "!"""iﬁ(.‘ﬂ'
1 red by a novice with litt Oor no nce?
To prepare a specification, which will be able to withstand
the many pitfall L ol rt req r'e a mind able to grasp,

yy intuition, the subtle differences found in {inventions, and

such ability can only be acquired by experience combined with
v knowledge of th ts 1l manufactures, each different

d in a constant tat f improvement. To this must be
dded the al v to m nt t 1iff nces in a legal man-
= ' ler 1t their full fo » and effect can be seen and

g ta f doubt as to what is meant.

In fact, the specification must be prepared with a fore-
sight sufficient to guard against attacks of every kind and
nature, that may be brought to bear against it at a future
period, where the attackers have the advantage of extended
thought and r irch,

gervice must necessarily be expert and cannot be
by a CHEAP attorney. HE CANNOT PAY FOR IT, AND
MUST LBAVE THE WORK OF PREPARATION TO NOVICES. The
average inventor does not consider this point and sends his
work to the lowest bidder, with the consequence that many
of the patents granted are not worth the paper they
are printed on. He finds, when it is too late, that he has
been ‘‘gold-bricked” and regrets his folly In saving the
small difference In ¢ost, this saving, though small, being
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sufficient to cause the difference between a worthiless and
a valid patent. The inventor would do well to follow the

sl f the fantiivara 4 a respect
example of the manufacture 1 th respec
Too much skill can ne be exet 1 in the preparation

tra I AVE
T'h d wir 1 of a l¢ s 1
tlon which [uire utmost care, skill
the validity th { I depend
¢ ] ntial Few invent
\ 2y task hich i{s calculated to try
experience o he most able ‘professional man."
Godson \y'S
“In the spec ition the invention must be accurately as-
certained nd 1 r d ribed; it must be set forth In
most minu d l. Thea disclosure of the secret Is con-
dered the price hich the patentee pays for this limited
monopoly, and tl ¢ it ought to be full and correct (for
the ne thu ecu t him are great and certain), in
ord th the b f 1 ! t may, at its expiration,
1 that the public may reap from it the same
ad n as
e is to make known
he maa t ma e, if the invention s
f ) as to enable artisans to make and
use ) ive the public the full benefit of
the fter the ration of the patent; the
1.“ I t t ’ f n
clai ( \ 1 \ to asc claims
anythin i ( n 1 ( | ] yown, and
to guard aga t 1 dice o1 1 from f an In-
L 1 ! 1 the ) therwise inn suppose
not to 1 1 ], § F v. Eaton, 7T Wh 356. The
vecifieati must be perfect of it If, an deserip-
tion makes a patent void, see Wayne v. Holmes, 1 Bond, 27;
it must explain the principle of the invention and state the
best known mode of constructing and operating it, see Grier
v. Castle, 17 Fed. 523; 24 O. G. 117¢; it must distingu

the new from the gee Sawyer v. Miller, 12 Fed. Rep. 7%
and describe some practicable method of car
tion into effect, see ex parte Schoonmaker 13 O. G. 595; it is
sufficient if, from it alone, a competent mechanic can con-
struct the invention, see Wayne v. Holmes, 1 Bond, 27. If
the description is sufficient to enable those skilled in the art
to which it pertains, to make and use the invention the re-
quirement of the law !s satisfled, see Loom Co. v. Higgins,
271 O, G. 2081; Roberts v. Schreiber, 13 O. G. 125. ‘“‘Persons
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art’” are those of ordinary and fair Information,

excellence, see ex parte Kerr, 28 O. G, 9%. If,
tion that certain matters are known to those
I fon 18 intelligible, it Is suffi-
k 1 irator Co. v. Lally, 35 O, G. 1001; and
1t the 11 the ent ub-

: ke it 1 , see Celluloid Mfg

M ). 3 1 3

) | 1ent avoids the
B ( A 2. Absolute
1 1 ) v H Ral (&, v. Marsh,
1 1 it can be
t ¢ hat he

1 Fish. 64. M ke
( ning the invention, to ts
Lt a u when it 1 1L process
t, s¢ I ! Nichols,
3 them
1tloned ea

ar

I v. Potte
tal rrespec

Cord

| Y OV
i } 1 1
1 t 1 th D
! ( ruction and
: y
t t must e merate all the
1 t« h ) tion the pro-
y 1 ym | » them ind the
lities " th 1 1t y composition,

1d recelve the same

rat £+ \ \
) t) : f t, the specifica-

ped 1 tne
must clearly set forth what is meant by the arious

in the specification, serving as a lamp
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by which the invention described in the specification may be
elearly seen and understood

The drawil must be clear and concise, and must conform

he rul of the Pa it Office. They must esent the 1

n
entic | and pl ea ) ibts as to what
i 1 ) ( 11 th 1 L A
The figures of the drawing must be of a size to clearly
show the | ; d flicient 1 r n t be made to

show each and every poruon of the invention. And in a patent
for an improvement on an existing machine, sufficient views
must be made as will clearly indicate to what portion of the

old machine the improvements are attached.

prosecution of applications, by reason of the small scale on

which the views are drawn. This is caused by the attempt to

lllustrate the invention on a limited number of sheets of draw-
ing. Such lir vtion ways works to the disadvantage of the
inventor, as 16 small views cannot show the invention in as

h detail and clearness as views of larger size. Our advice

point is to hav t ( wings made on a large enough

] gardless of the nums-
r of sh The exira cost will be money well invested, as
it will v of the presentation of the invention in a more

a tive nd ti I I ] manner
Our ts t u hat w (¢ the most perfect, elegant
3 1 drawi 5t ar known; in fact, their
art » beauty, clearness and p ction of detail iIn bringing
Iy e pater e feature of the invention surprises
vpon request ve will
& 1 1 1 1 1 of drawings

st con-

n a summary of what | 1own in the drawin and de-

1

ribed in the yecification, but must be drawn in a concis

manner. Each claim must be for a complete construction, and
contain suf nt elements to make it complete. All super-
minated and the necessary portion
ed to its lowest degree, yet leaving
no doubt can be felt as to what |

claim should not contain any element, except that

hich belongs explicitely to the invention, as adding of a usa
less element tends to aken Instead of support the claim.

Like the specification, to prepare a claim requires a knowl-

elge of the relative legal weight of the elements composing {it,

but unlike the specification, the claim must be presented In a
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clse manner, stating the meaning and substance of the
pecification, 1 1 fi .
cnara I
It 1 prove | to i
contal g tn 1 1 o ¢ 1 X
no in I i ( i
qualif adj nd 1 ad 1 eler t 1
€ \ 0 | L
In p Lri ( it 1 J Lo | nt t 1
perfect legal form 1 v 1 a breadth « 1 W
what we thinl is « ed t in v v Oof the AL
of tl irt pre 1 1 | tin ha
per hat we to ol 1 ( 1 ) 1 ta
I of the ! n to a mer 1
vill relieve the claim f 1« 1 t I ] I
mir and ) 1 ( ( of beir ! 1 Invalid in
} Court ( 1
The of! to fine t 3 ts of
nvent 11 . +1 - X +y
laim ¢ Yal lock Co v. O { 5 0. ( 3 ind the
‘ nti I 1 1 ( é 1
)| ) C T \'4 1 +
) 1 1
e ¢ G 197" A nat + oy ' ¢ 1 a1l 1
its claims, se M v. D Mfg., C ) 0. ( 515; and
this is so even if the claimed invention be less than the real
invention, eee Brass Co. v. Miller, 6 Fisher 45, When the
terms of a claim in a patent e clear nd dist t (as they
always should be), the patente in n it brought unon the
patent is bound by it, and cannot show that the invention is

broader than the terms of the claims, see Merrill v, Yeamans,
12 O. G. 980. The urt will not oo into t} hi

I'h I \ torv of t) rt
see James v. Campbell, 21 O. G. 337: nor enlarge the claim by
the description, see Yale Lock Co. v. Greenleaf, 35 O. G. 2%
Fallure to claim deseribed matter dedicates it to the publie,
gee Swift v. Jencks., 27 O. G. 621.

A claim mus

be for an operative means, see e2 parte Con-
nelly, 1 O. G. 573: and be for matter so deseribed that anvone
skilled in the art can use it, see Vogler v. Semple 11 0. G. 92
Tt must state a conerete invention, not an abstraction, see e

parte Designolle, 13 O. . 227: Tt must not cover a prinelr

| 'V ape

e? parte Fairbanks, 3 O. 3. 65. CGeneral truths and forces he-
long to all men, and ecannot be claimed, see opinion Atty
Gen. 8 Op., Att. Gen., 269,

But one invention ean be embraced in a single claim see
er parte Bland, 156 O, G. T75. A process and its product eannot
be embraced In a single claim, unless the one s ahsolutely
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lependent and insepar:

chine and its product,
by one claim if they

i t 0. (
A cialmm m L pred
g H 1l 4 O.G.,, Z
ed from 1 known inve
X K ( \
mu ( I ) W
iver A, ’ Fed., ]
I Cl I'iy tated n 1
I ¢ 1 Y
14 € ot
( | i QO G 1
\ cialm cov
| 477 ¢ {
i
)
e }

ternative

While claims for t
ferent language i rd

parte Hahn, 8 O.G., %, tl
tiplied
Claim £ { ]
ed In a sin a )
parat and d
be 8 claimed I
ndent of each other, t
can be « 1 1
INg twWwo or n € su

general rule is that

and capable of separate

I other; nor can
an art and it apparatus, be
1 o 1 tol
) L . ¢
: )
] (
H
i
)
t'} .
y narte ¥
]
{ m b 1 1
ver misunderl
e clai 1 1 not be unnef
d lent iny ) Y
or 1 Sn 0.G 117
4 1 nle 1l t
r d Y nd 0] ition being

art or instrument complete in itself,

ntions will not be sustained.

Th

1se constitutes a distinet invention,

and should form the subject matter of a separate application

for patent

P

The claim for combination of elements must embrace

cifically all of the essential elements necessary to pr Aduc

sSDe-

€ a

distinet and operative combination, see er parte Rhentan, §

0. G. B21; it should not

include non-essential elements,

see
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. F d Iy e R, Co. v | lor, 42 0.G. 17 nor th
i ¢ ¢ a (
1 ( cla
/ { x. | \ 1 I 1 Inog
Du 1 Lum Co
| { A { | 1 1 t
I 1 t
) () (3 )
| uld i rat 1ch f
e order in which thev a
t m 1 th
1 1 1 I 1 Oon
| Wil | 1 0O.(
I
ily « e produd Goody W 3
| ) t e ] t if he 1 due
Goo LY Rali d, 1
I 1 ot patentable,
\ 71 O.(
1 i 1 v L specifi
1 { 4] Ir I 0 as
1ced
fo 1i .
1 I 1
] 1 thou
i \ 0. { I
( 1 ( i { 1 {
3 { nbir 1 ial gualiti of t
| ¢ Y Williams, 10 O.G (48, A composition
. . i
of matter but a single claim, see ex part Wheat, 16 ;(‘
0.G ) :
T} ( im for manufacture hould set forth the essen-
tial 1 wand the mode of making it, see U.8, Nickel Co
Pen 0.G. 4. A manufacture must be claimed as
a new 1 t 1 1 ndently of th roces of making 15
it e o1 te Mavall, 4 O.G. 210 |

The « m for an improvement upon a known art or ma-

e t clearly :'tate the exact Improvement made, see
parte MeMurray, 8 O, G., 23: and must distinzuish the new
! th )1d, =ee Brown v. Selby, 2 Bissell, 459. It is not suf

ifent that persons skilled in the art can distinguish the in
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provement from the original invention, the claim {itself must
show it, see Foxwell v. Bostock, 10 L. T. Rep. N. 8. 144.
Claims must be either generic or specific. A patent claim-
ing the enus, dominat 1 u ecrnent ratents claiming only
the species, see e® parte Ewart,, 17 O.G. 448. Generic claims do

s ults or ffe ., gee cx parte Beairs, 16

not cover fun

0.G. 1233. An inventor of a species before anyone else Inveats
the genus, or any other species, may claim the genus, see ex»

6; but no patent with generic claims

parte Gardner, 17 O.G. €
can be granted after one with a species, see ex parte Upton,

inventions are eated as a just reward to
nefieial to tne publie.

entitled to a liberal

men, and 1s hig

ons are, therefore,
construction since they are granted, not as restrictior

upon the rights of the community, but ‘“to promote science
»ful arts.” Blanchard v. Sprague, 2 Storey, 164. Under
the fair application of the rule “ut res magis valeat quam

T }

pereat, patents are, if practicable, to be interpreted so as to

and us

uphold and not destroy the right of the inventor, see Turrill
v. Rallroad Company, 1 Wall, 491

A claim eannot be dissected and accepted or rejected pleca
meal, but must stand or fall togethe
0. G. 408. A clalm may be wvalid for what |
it does not claim the full invention, see Wilson v. Coon, 19

0. G. 482; but a claim exceeding the limits of the actual inve

e er» parte Smi

t claims. thouzh

vention is vold, see Milligan v. Lalance & Grosjean Mfg. Co
20 0. G., 367.

When several claims are present in the specification, the
presence of a vold claim does not affeet thogse which are good
unless there is an evident Intention to mislead the puhlie, or
an unreasonable delay iIn filing a disclaimer, see Tvler v.
22 0O G 272+ Christman v Rumsey, 17 O0.G., 903:

I Li

Galloway,
Burdett v. Estey, 15 O.G., 877.
TERMS AND FFOY TO ORTATN PATFENTS
Anvone having a device which he wishes protected by pa-
nt. should gend us a comprehensive keteh, photograph,
ether with a deseription. He should

his own

drawine. or

describe his and not endeavor to

follow seot forr ' Tf the invention o anVh-;yf..,] he F‘h"”'d

deslemnate the nmerative nartg in the teh, drawing or photo-
eranh or modal hv 1att a or nnumernala and rofer ta them in
the fame wav in his descrintion. The more comnlete the
1r at At 4 1 $ar < 11y % | toy s Aar v tha Inveantine

A model ig not reaquired by the Patent Office, but 1t will
often enable us to arrive at a clear understanding of a com-
plicated invention In the shortest possible time. It Is also use-
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ful in illustrating an invention. It

model. 1lf an inventor has a model it would be best
Il 0 us by express or mail prepaid. Auventors shouid ta
SPeCidl cure o mark their moucts pluinty with thcir names and
may identify thoem,

un receipt ol a de:

“uu
(/'€838C8 In order hat we

Liption, a

wilng or model (& spec
search not being desired by the applicant), we will, withou
chacge, report I in our opinion the iInvention is patentable
(s CPluion L£IrIee, Pidg «l.) ISy i A [FeL
countries in which he desires to

secure patents and remit $2

per country, as a good laith, (1) OUn receipt

guarantee ot

43
need not he a working

LO Benu

la

1

Ol
Uds remitiance we prompluy prepare Lhe iormal appucallo
Payf wihaicn inciude the | on, po rool atiom Y, spocijicacion,
claims, oath and drawings, and forward thein to the inventor roi

approval and execution. Our letter I

ansmittl y Lhe lorm
papers glves exXpliClil Insirucuons as Lo the prope« I le Ol ex

ution and alttestation,

lf the papers are wisfactory, they should 1 fo1 ] (

ecuted and returned to us without delay. The
fee—$20 In simple case should accompany

(See Schedule of Charges.)

SENDING ENGINEER TO FACTORY, SHOP, etc.
are olten called upon to prepare large cases requiring
y sheets of drawings, such cas requiring the presence 01l
ur draughisman at a mill or sl

10p, in order to make the draw-
&8s from the machine itself; and in thi cla of cast we
cover the time of the
1§ expenses.

How to Reu .
certified check, expre

make an extra charge to draughtsman
and his travellir

I'he best way to send money is draft,

st office

s package, express order, or p
order, payable to MARION & MARION.

How to Save Time.—If the inventor is satisfied that his
invention is new and he desires his application filed as quick-

ly as possible, without our examination and free opinion as to

the patentability, or without the

preliminary search for which
our fee would be $.00, it will save a few days’' time for the
inventor, if in his first letter instructing us to proceed with
the case, he will remit $20.00. We will then at once prepare the
requisite application papers, and forward them for execution.
The balance should be enclosed with the executed papers and
promptly returned to us.

(1) This sum is always required as a g

and is kept as an account on our fee
change their mind after the order is
file their application.

arantee of good faith
in cases where applicants
given, and decide not to

ul
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'

Don't Delay.—Inventors should file applications for Let
ters Patent without delay. Patents are awarded to the first
inventor, and he is the first inventor who first conceives the
idea, puts it into practical form and promptly declares his
claim to it,

TIME REQUIRED TO OBTAIN A PATENT.

It is quite impossible to give the exact time required to
secure the allowance of a patent, 1t depends on the arnoun
ol work in the division of the Patent Office to which the appli
cation is referred, They are many divisions, and
or less in arrears with their work. The usual time required,
however, is from four to « weeks, occasionally it requires '

longer period.

We are very prompt with the preparation of the requisite
papers and drawir Every c: is filed at the earliest mo
ment, and is car W hed until the patent i ured
COURSE AND TREATMENT OF APPLICATION

A I'HE PATENT OFYICE,

vwhen an applica Ll I ¢ ( it {
inspected to delermine if it is complete, and, if ), it 1s glven
a serial number and filing date, after whi it is sent to that
division containing inventions to which ti ibject-matter s¢

{ 1 { a 1catl I't A
order of its receipt, awaiting its regular turn for action

Owing to the many divisions in the Pa t onu ’ d 1o u
different amount and nature of the work in each, it is impos
sible for us to tell a client exax tly when his case will be acted
upon after filing; for the time may be anywhere from three
weeks to two months, or more.

When the case is reached by the Principal Examiner in
charge thereof, an examination is made of the formal portioas
f the application, to see if there are any inforn i i '
preparation of tl sa ¢ K y inform i

form the basis of the first tion.

The application being in proper form to be considered on its
merits, an examination is made of patents already issued in
this and other countries, of prior printed publications, caveats,
and other pending applications, to ascertain whether or not
the claims are allowable or whether they should be rejected
in whole or in part in view of the prior state of the art, the
decision being embodied in an official ¢ mmunication which is
sent to the solicitor having charge of the application,

An experienced attorney who desires to obtain for his client
all to which he 18 entitled, has often a difficult task to perform
upon recelving a rejection of the application; for such rejec-
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Y e f

ticlpation by

£ Int ¢ . -
K of inven 1 .

existing patents or printed publications,

or pos-
&ibly because the case is not thoroughl

understood by the i

coffici making tl xamination. ¢
) : ) |

It is then the duty of the attorney to examine carefully eall i
the reasons which are urged agai the unting of the aj ,

] : » {
pare such an amendment, if d 1ed 1 y, as shall over AR
come such objeclions, submittl ith t me uch a 1 gt

‘ , |8

1 on a 1 ( 1 1 interest, « |
eki ) to f \ ou ¢ &
M N

claims rejected, wheth ( t ’ N1 ] A f 1 b
¢ . |

b |

v ) f 4

he irnroperly and unwa ly 1 ( e claims or makes T
|

the ecif to 1 ) Pat Office, H

. ‘ 2
then t Pl m ited ( 1 vV 1€ 1
to the appplicant when i - t

In t preparation of the speciflcation and claims, and also 4
and the novel element ther f. h must designate them by !
8 D1
to each b1 h and not ythe ise btainable

If the attorney lacks skill and experi he will be apt to

they fit the particular elements

shown, yet are so narrow or 5

of such limited application as to practically restrict the inven e
tion to the { 1 fei

After an amendment the application is again considered by " t
the Examiner, w! : it in wh r in part hai
applicant's attorney, after ed n. 1 Y 4 Wi e
emend or present new arguments in behalf of applicant's 1 ::i
position, : : r;

When the objections raised by the Examiner have been (i
overcome by argument or amendment, the application is al et
lowed.

In the United States Patent Oflice fter t 3
have been a second time or finally rejected upon the same re- ‘f)"
ferences, an appeal may be taken from a decision of the Exam h &
iner to the Board of Examiners-in-chief by the payment of a g
fee of ten dollars, from whose decision an appeal lies to the i
Commissioner of Patents, and a further appeal lies from the kg

Commissioner to the Court of Appeals for the District of Col
mbia.
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We have found that a careful preparation of the applica
tion in the first instance, followed by painstaking and care-
fully studied amendments, will usually obtain for the inventor
all that he is justly entitled to

without recourse to an appeal,
with its extra expense,

In some cases, however, applicant may be clearly entitled
to the claims which the examiner refuses.

In such Instances, we
appeals.

Our fee covers the
and the adjustment of
the Patent Office, but an application
rejected on prior patents or other anticipations; in many in-
stances, particularly in difficult and intricate cases, where
many and complicated patents are cited by the Patent Office
we are obliged to make

prepare and prosecute necessary

preparation and Aling of the application,
technical difficulties that i

may arise in
not the prosecution of

an extra charge for the time spent in
the preparation of the neccssary amendments and arguments
§ h charge in all ca , how b r n as
possible. 'When an appeal is necessary our fee for preparing

a prose INE | L € € Iy var S withh tn i 1CY
of the case,

EXTRA DRAWINGS.
During the preparation of an application for patent it
sometimes becomes necessary to prepare more

than one sheet
of drawing to {!lu

e the inven 1 as requir he ru
and regulations of the PPatent Offic In s as the u 1
expense of filing an application is increased the rate of &
to $15.00 for each additional sheet of dra i

ing to the amount of work required on each ¢ A
Our experience teaches us that it is money well spent to
show every detall of an invention by large, clear, well execut-
ed drawings. By this means we
Patent Oflice, and

invariapiy

facilitate examination in the
sults in the shortest period of ti

the 08

1 1

me.

XTRA CHARGE FOR LONG AND DIFFICULT
SPECIFICATIONS.

specification contai re han 1,600 w 1

extra charge of $0.50 will be made for each additional hundred
words ahove that number,

CAVEATS.

UNITED STATES AND CANADA.—A caveat is a notice te the
Patent Office of the applicar

When the

ts claim as inventor in order to
prevent the grant of a patent to another person for the same
invention without nctice

‘¢ to the cawegtor. It comprises a
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4

7

speclfication, oath, and when the nature of the case will admit,
a drawing. It must be limjted to
provement. ¢

a single invention or im-
ites caveats are granted

Canadian and United S8

to cit or sul of any co V.

‘Whenever an inventor has conceived a general idea of an
invention or improvement but requires time to perfect and
mature the device or to complete its details, he should file a
caveat to insure protection. Caveats are kept in the secret
archives of the Patent Office, and afford protection for one
year. They may be renewed at the end of the year for an
additional year, and so on. A renewal fee must be paid in
each instance. After a caveat has expired, if not renewed, it
loses its protective effect.

The same exactness of deseription is not
caveat as in an application for patent, but the caveat must
set forth with sufficlent precision the object of the invention
and its distinguishing characteristics.

required in a

The caveat does not emnable the inventor to pre-
vent other parties making, wusing, or selling the ine
vention (a2 patent alone does this), and the fees paid
thereon will not be applied as part fees for the sub-
sequent application for patent.

Caveats are not
them may be assigned.

CosTt.—The total cost of a © 1 ' t is usually $15.00,
while the cost of a United sum:m.

PATENTS FOR RECIPES, USEFUL MIXTURES,
ETC.

New compounds, and useful mixtures, reclpes, etc., may be
patented. A minute statement must be given of the exact
pronortions, methods and ingredients used in making a given
quantity of the new article

gnable, but the inventicns covered by

i .—~The expenses to apply fora ™ *~1 States patent on
& _— o
a new composition or medical compound are, ordinarily $40.00.

($15.00 in advance for the Government, and $25.00 for our work
when the documents are approved by the Inventor): when the
patent 1s ailowed $20.00 more must be paid within six months ;
total expense, Government fees included, $60.00. Our charge for
preparing and filing an application for Canadian patent for a
compositicn, recipe, ete., is usually $10, Government fee of $20
included for 6 years,

At the present time it is almost impossible to.secure U. 8.
patents for medicines, and we therefore advise our ellents to
register Trade Marks.
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TRADE-MARKS
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The total cost for obtaining a certificate of registration is
prints and labels are assignable in writing.
such assignments. Cost of preparation and re-

$20.00. Regi
We prepare

cording, $5.00.
CANADA.—In Canada, labels are protected by Trade Marks

DESIGN PATENTS.

The laws the granting of patents

for new designs are of the most liberal and comprehensive
character.

A patent for a design may he granted to any person, who
has invented or produced anv new and original design for the
printing of woolen, silk, cotton, or other fabrics; or any new
and original impr on, ornament, pattern, print or picture to
be printed, painted, cast or otherwise placed on or worked
into any artiele of manufacture: or any new, useful and orna-
mental shape or configuration of any article of manufacture,

Deslgn patents are not granted for mechanical or other
inventions. The patentee of a machine may, In addition to
the protection of his mechanical patent, also obtain a design

atent upon any new ornaments or ornamental forms on

n 1

his device,

The total cost of a design patent Including one sheet of
rfawings in the United States:
Patent for three and a half years .. .. $35 00
Patent for seven years .. .. .. . ¢« vs v 000
Patent for fourteen years & .. .. 5500
Anyone desiring to secure a design patent should send full
sketch or 1 lel f d rn accompanied by the re-

quisite fee and information as to the length of time for which
patent is desired,

CANADA.—Designs may be registered for a term of five
vears, renewable for a further term of five years, if such ap-
plication he made before the expiry of the original term.

The Canadian law exacts that every design, In order to te
protected, must be regzistered before publication, and that after
registration, the name of the proprietor, the letters “Rd"” and
the vear of re tration shall appear on all articles protected
bv Aesign patents, such as “Rd. 19, by John Smith.”

The applicant for a design patent must be a resident of

Canada,
Penalties are provided. for the fraudulent marking, as re-

gistered, of any article which Is not registered,

COPYRIGHTS.

Canaps.—New books, maps, charts, musical compositions,
paintings, drawings, statues, sculptures, photographs, prints
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engravings, etchings, etc., may be protected by Copyright.,
Any person domiciled in Canada, or in any part of the
British possessions, or any citizen of any country which
an International Copyright treaty with
may obtain a Copyright in Canada.

na
the United Kingdom,

The condition of obtaining such Copyright is: “That the
sald literary, scientific, or artistic works shall be printed and
published or re-printed and re-published in Canada, or in the
case of works of art, that they shall
duced in Canada, whether they are
for the first tin

be produced or re-pro-
0 published or reproduced
or contemporaneously with or subsequent
to publication or production elsewhere, but )
the exclusive right In Canada continue to exist after it has
expired elsewhere,’

In this section “printed” and “publl

as synonymous

in no « e shall

The term of Copyright registration is 23 year

8, but may be
extended for 14 years furthe

'r on a second registration of the
title within a year before the expiration of the first ter of
n the A
To secure a Canadian Copyright, send us four bound copies

which renewal notice must be given |

of your books with stiff covers, or four copies mounted
linen of any map, char drawing, photograph, or ri

. A W T S 3
veniors or piroprietors of any book, map, chart, dramatic or

musical composition, engraving, cut, print, photograph, paint-
ing, drawing, statuary, etc., for the term 28 )

The method of procedure is to record the printed title of
the book, cr printed description of the photos

I

rraph, ete., in the
office of the Librarian of Congress. This must be done before
the book or composition is published. Two copies or specimena
of the book or composition to be copyrighted must also 1} for
warded to the Librarian of Congress on or before the day of
publication. If it is a work of art, a phot yh thereof should
be transmitted In the same manner. The printing of the book,
etc.,, and the plates, ete., from which they are printed must be
made in the United States, or the copyright is invalid.

Those who desire copyrights should send us their full name
and residence, ti

> of the book, map, dramatic or musical com-
position, cut, print or photograph, or a description of the paint-
ing, drawing or statue, and state whether they claim the right
as autl Tl W } ]

it er or pr i or. nt v 'K | I 11¢ i | \
be sent., The cost for obtaining a copyright is $.00 to U. 8.
eitizens and $6.50 to foreigners.

Copyrights may be secured for projected as well as for
complete works., Each number of a periodical requires a sa-
parate copyright. The title of the periodical should inclufde
the date and number.

e

I, ©

3
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Copyrights are assignable in writing, Such assignments

should be recorded i

t) » . 1
they are received.

n the office of the Librarian of Congress

Copyright certificates will be sent to applicants as soon as

MARKING PATENTED ARTICLES.

AUSTRIA
BELGIUM
CANADA,
DENMARK
FRANCE.
GERMANY

T ERMANY.

or sold under a U. 8. pa t must |}
together with the date of the patent

| t 4 1 1 | Y
\ fi n Mey £ 1 1 \
f certain rig} | § ) r « tr
( 1 be marl follow
0. P. Nt
I NO
Patel i followed by the year
“Da Patent N 2
B S« du (
“D. R. P. No ' {f for a Patent
“D. R. G. M. No —,"" {f for a Use

ful Model Patent,

GREAT BRITAIN
‘“Patent No

HUNGARY

ITALY.

AND COLONI
" and the year
“Ung. P. No,—."

‘“Brevettato,”” followed by the number

of the Volume and Folio of the Reg. Att. wherein the

Patent is e

vettato R.
JAPAN,

language
LUXEMBURG.
NORWAY.
PORTUGAL.
RUSSIA.

Language).
SPAIN.
SWEDEN.

ntered and the year. For Instance, ‘‘Bre-

A. Vol. XXX., Fol. 20.”

Patent date and number in Japanese

“Luxbg. Pat. No.—m"
“Norsk Pat, No.——""
“Privilegiado Pat. No.——"

“Patent No —'" (In the Russian

“pPatentado en Espana NoO,——"
“Svenskt Pat. No.——"'
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SWITZERLAND Federal Cross and number of patent,

SOUTH AMERICAN COUNTRIES AND MEXICO. “Privile
giado en (name of country) No. —

UNITED STATES. “Patented,” followed by the day and
the year,

COMMONWEALTH OF AUSTRALIA. “Patented,'* followed

ASSOCIATE WORK FOR ATTCRNEYS OUTSIDE OF

"\UINOATNAM
Hll*-\ﬂ - U-ul.

\ Eli\ I nt [ | 1 )L £ I
W 1 1
W ) Cca L « n 0
1 r'e 1 }
nal view and 1 t 1 b re til 3V 1l Divi 19
| W) | \
W < to presenta es | { n 1f
they 1| nad dea \ I ) Pre
ca for con nt of this description
In work of this cla We hall willing to confer wit
riy rat a n 1 ben 1 ¢ t ent, 1 h a ) mannel
of conducting 1 b n 1 s to f
1 \ W find ( a
ways ready for their accommodation when vi t Wash
ington or Montreal, and facilitic will be afforded them fou

accelerating their business,

|
i
!
i
.
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CANADA.

NOTES ON PATENT LAW.,

WHO MAY BE PATENTEE.—The actual and true inventor, his
Igns or hus legal repiesentatives. Joint inventors may ob-
tain a joint patent. The patent may be issued to the inveator

alone, or to the inventor and his assignees, or to his a g

alone, but the inventor must sign the papers in all cases, if he
be alive. If the inventor be dead his assignee or legal repre-
sentative may gn, stating in the oath that he believes that

the i tor w he tr inventor,

PATENTS, KIND AND TERM.—Patents of Invention are grant
€ ) , Sljed the payment of prescribe
fee nd proper working of invention, Extensions can b
only be obtained by special slative act. Caveats may be
filed b any intending applicant for a patent who has not yet
perfected his invention, and the same will remain in force fo
yvear. There Is no provision for the renewal of Caveats
I wventions which have an illicit object i
clentific principle or abstract theory,
NoveELTY, EFFECT Or PRIOR PATENT OR PUBLICATION.— '
To outain « valld patent, the application must be ftiled before
the invention has been in public use or on sale in Canada, with
the consent or allowance of the inventor thereof, for more
b than one Yy and in case a foreign patent for the same in-
% vention exists, before the expiration of twelve months from
t) date of ich foreign patent., Section 16 of the law em- i
POW he Commissioner of Patents to object to the grant of

patent for an invention which has been described in a book
or her printed publication before the date of the application,
or that is otherwise in possession of the public.

2 A of $20.00 mu I paid to the Patent Office
o i - N . )
upon uLugZ the application, a second tax of $20,00 is payable
before the expiration of the sixth year of the life of the
patent, and m further tax of $20.00 before the expiration
of the twelfth year. No prolongation of time for making i

these payments can be obtained ,




11““‘““!'- ) !

Marion & Marion

Consuhing Enginears ‘ lagemeurs Coaseils,
AND PATENT EXPENTS. 7 EXPENTS w BREVETS

5 ‘ 'l‘ l MO\tEKL. CAN.
| /‘;*)nnlll‘" e ot

luh

R 09629

Wp an v wyiliannn T S oot s shodl ot

I\ - [

REIPRODUCTION

\ o ¢ gt
) “ T Wil wsres -
/ AL $ w \ [ t
B
/’J =
I vertm /,,,/. s\ 11 )
‘. e yillops o K " 3 &) {
LI PLGL ™ ae VA / ‘)
b alse o onfoleeed willy The Tl senpe / lond . lel D { ok
:/l:lu,l./l 1l 4 Wl vt "
Now Mg
- \ \
0 cveatdevs ol wieswed il [
& 1o |m|w/‘, m the clonde o) 1 /
worlketweg o wl weiloneg i e itere) itnel i
fCanadar the i tmee s il ge
of ovimfucle wl prvicsilicles
Vwvudal | that put
£ ity i srsel
N pnlr.l- ‘u wipueal g0 4 TRk .
oy thes i il /
v Lofeve tha of 1 u oo |
et leamm | tleed 1oy lawe
W olumewy H!m..
4 [on ¥ ]




R - A P




=0

e

FS P

24

i

95

MONTREAL & WASHINGTON.

WORKING.—The patent will be void at the end of two years,
unless within that period the working of the

invention shall
have been commenced; and, after

such commencement the
invention must be con-
7 carried on in Canada, in such manner that any per-
son desiring to use it may obtain it, or cause it to be made
for him, at a reasonable price, at some manufactory or estab-
lishment for making or constructing it in Canada. This term

construction or manufacture of the
tinuous

8

of two years may, in pecial ca be extended for or 1
two years upon )plication, which must be made not more
than three mc before the expin m of the two year

period, and must contain a statement under oath of the rea-
sons upon which the application Is based.

It is considered by good authorities that the actual and
continuous manufacture of the patented invention is not ne-
cessary to constitute a legal working, and it is still the prac-
tice to work the patent by concluding arrangements with some

agent or manufacturer who will be prepared to make the pa-

tented articles, and then to advertise that they can

y be obtain-
ed on application to the =aid a

t or manufacturer,
We arrange with manufacturers, agents,
required advertisement in French

ete,, Insert the

1 English newspapers,
!

and furnish marked copies of papers containing the advertise
ment for a sum of $20.00.
CovMPULEORY T.107 SysreMm.—The proprietor of a Cana-

dian patent may, v [thin six months from date of same, apply
relieving him
invention, and
subjecting him instead to conditions of Compulsory License
It is the present practice of the Commissioner,
subject to the License System only

inventions which are according to

for an order from the Commissioner of Patent

of the obligation to manufacture the patented

however, to
granted for
custom manufactured to
order, or which cannot practicall be manufactured in ad-

vance to be offered for sale.

y such patents

MARKING PATENTED ARTIOLNT Patented articles must he
marked or stamped h the words “Patented” together with
the vear of the date of t patent; for . " tod

1904, as the case may be

TVYPARTATION OF PATENTED ARTICLES —If the

patentee or
his assigns, or his or their

representatives, after
tion of twelve months from the grant of
authorized extension of this time),

the expira-
the patent (or any
imports the invention or
causes the same to be Imported Into Canada, the patent will
become void as to the Interest of the person or persons so
importing or causing the Invention to be imported. The term
for importing may usually be extended for a further period of
12 months, by making proper application.
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OuR FEB for obtaining an extension of time to Import is
$5.00,

coO ] AN PAT .
Government fe 1 11 ) J
2. Our fee, payal tl documents and
drawin have been ved ‘ nventor 20
I'otal . $45 00
| ) b d inp
L nd fil n wtion f for an
dinary mp iny | y 1 » which |
illu ited upon a ngle ieet of drawing and described in
less than 1,600 words « cificatior AS a rule inven-
tions come within thi ( . But if the Invention be of a
! l i t ) I ‘l 4.
1y t ( ) nd
o $0.50 1 ) lred 1 f ition 1,5
rds, this just to l 3 for ad
1l m nd work 1 ) 1
MEDICAL CON UNDS, RECIPES, ETC
New medicines or compounds and useful mixtures, recipes,
etc., may be patented in Canada. A minute statement must
en of the e t proport 1 | 1 ingredient
1 in ! ( { 1 \ . 1¢ Ccost
f patents for compounds is enerally $40, Twenty dollars
mu ccompany the order and the balance is due when the
Nnaner ) 1 1 r t} v r' 1
AT
1
I bo b d 1 ) f found or wrticle ld on the
rket 1 all applicant { itent hav L right to use
it if the wish to « r g | 1 f thelr invention whil
e app I n wa dvi our client

to defer taking any step to introduce their Inventions till th

patent is secured, because of the danger of giving an advan
ta to 1 upulous | there are certain inventors who
geem content to take 11 nd to uch v would
BRe sure and put “Patent Pending' or ‘“Patent Applied Fo
n vour invention hefore introducing it to the market i

The extensive manufacture and disclosure of your inven
tion, while the application is pending, 1s likely to cause you
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57 :
to lose the right of obtaining foreign patent as some 1
one, seeing your invention on the market, ed to
patent it in foreign countries: r under t} pract of (
of the countri in Euroj ] first « I !
ventor or not, is entitled y ' 1
( tin after the patent forn i 1
unpl of th nve i i t 1 \
AT reEnrcLnre ‘,
I' N Y. ’
UNITED STAT \ i 1 ]
o — o —————._
for (he waurp of ¢

ention betwe 1 1 il
the me pater 1 ) . M
¢ has alread | c
fer fo ) ( . . . “v{
pater Y Y
\ t ( 1
"
l 1 to ! 1
{ ’
‘ d e A
mad I 1 t 1 |
tken to th 1 ‘ ] ) hou
by the a } prel 1 t ar
cat : ‘
therein ( | 1 1 A« 1 t :
Pate 1 nt and ey ibmitted. The
pate 8 awal 11 i t Inventor
We a: i {
i of the United § ] (
¥ ’ h should be borne in 1 1 " o . “I
) 1 n ( 1 1 | t | ‘
In interference I two I mo o
I n 1 ed £ Patent ( betw ¢ i
one « whom 1 lent of the | I [ ! d
sident of a fo n country, the resident of the 1 ¢ ‘
n 1 reduction to practice | e tl date ol l
United States application and ob n the benefit o \ ier ‘
date, but the foreign inventor | imited to tl date of filing i
his United States application “The filing of a complete aj :
plication is a constructive reduction to practice.”” (Croskey vs. ‘
Atterbury Comrs. Decisions 1806, p. 437). !
“In the case of an inv yn made in the U State the !

date of conception may be carried back to the instant when !
the inventor can be shown to have first clearly apprehended
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hia idea of means; In the foreign invention only te the mo
ment when ¢ person to whom the conception was familiar
came within the area of the United States. Where both in-

ventive acts have been i f 1 al

road and neither has been
patented, the date of the first application in the United States
Is held to fix the date of first conception; while if one has
been patented, the other not, the former has priority; and if
both have been patented the date of the first patent is the
date of first conception. In all these cases, however, the de-
finition and requisite of the conception remain the same.”

That is, the mental part of the inventive act must be com
plete. Robinson on patents, Section 382, ‘“The date of a for-
eign invention ca )t be earlier than the knowledge of the in-
vention by n 3 or otherwise in the United States.” Hovey
v. Hofelar ¢ 0. G,,

There e it is important, if ou cl are working
upon inver which tl tend to patent in the United
State that they le their United 1t 1] 1 t s
early a date ¢ pe le, ) t y ( t )

( 1ch i i ( ¢ ¢ t ) ) 1 ¢
ence .

v tt 1 to mat X t tl terfere 1 are
freq l ! n a inter
ested to the | ( ering n « wl ¥ 3 £

In ¢ ¢ 1 ( w of o 1 t € 1

ed in int rence with applications f 1 by others, and
in ordinary cases, our clients need have but little fear of in-
terference proceedings being instituted. The law on the sub
Ject, however, Is interesting as applied by the United States
Patent Office and Counts
may be valuable to our clients.

Experienced counsel is required for the successful conduct

and a knowledge of these decisions

of interference ca as great skill and experience is necos-
sary. Too much care cannot be taken in the preparation cf
the paper id in the | lling of the case from its inception

to its termination,

We cannot state with certainty the charges and expenses
in interferences as they vary with each case.

CANADA.—In Canada, the question of priority of invention
is decided by arbitration or by the Exchequer Court. If by
arbitration, the parties thereto share the cost, and there Is
no appeal; if by the Exchequer Court, the loser generally pays
the costs,

ASSIGNMENTS, ETC.

An inventor may have the Patent for his invention issued
jointly to himself and another party or parties, or solely to

B R L
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such other party or parties,
the Patent Office,
assignment.

by executing and

registering iIn
before the issue of

the Patent, a suitable

Care s required in the preparation of

assignments of
Patents, especially as some of the published forms are seri-
ously defective,

A s oNT ¢

N special agreements, lice ind other such
documents require special knowledge and care in their pre-
paration, and many inventors and license }
selves deprived of their rights
seeing that such
practitioners.

1ave found them-
through carelessness in
papers must be drawn up

not
by competent

All assignments made after the issue of a Patent should
be promptly registered by the assignee in the Patent Office,
g0 as to avoid any trouble registration of a

through prior
subsequent assignment,

i

Our charge for preparing and registering an ordinary as-
signment is $5.00.

ROYALTIES AND LICENSES.

means a certain sum of money paid f
lege of manufacturing or

Royalty r the privi-

producing an ¢ rticle protected by a
patent or copyright. The usual plan is to pay a designated
amount on each article nun ™ 4 R ey :

Under what are usually called “licenses” a like privilege
in a particular tow city, country, or state, is granted In
consideration of a definite Licenses shonld be written
or printed and properly signed. The words royalty and llcense
are frequently used to Indicate the same thing
yranting the right to manufacture or
is frequently preferred to the outright sal

usually brings in a constant

produce on rovalty
e of a patent, a=s it
and increasing r«
charge for preparing royalty deeds and li
£10.00.

enue, Our

license i generally
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y ¢ Y 1 v e placed
on ¢ 1. Yet \ t cen r either the Patent Of
flce « its Examin

['he yon the t of pa t r V ior not a
ways | Vo tr 1 t 1 1 rules t ind
€ ed 1d applied by I f 1] f t Pa
( \ 1
som meé 1arsh i ) f t Office und theze
u X f 1 t 1 the t pre
¢ o . nd 1601 ol t¢ 1 are of
u y incompreh t mind th
14 ofl ] is ur 1 n whosg is unlimited
h pat ( is Ir ! 1 [ i wi 1
and s 1d | 1 1 no ) tione
In 1 usual 1 1¢ ] fter yuld h e t
brir ( 0 the 1 \ Pat Office wie it
! that re ) 1 by t r fr 1 When, ther
f n official I 1 cur that th i

n cl 1ed i 1 Browr and

in view of the patent to J 1 tha 1 wppli-

s there rejected and a tent ref h ]

) y to himself I'hat [t 1ight my inv
4 . 1 hi1 1 n \ y natent but

t ( T % t t t | 300

shall give it up.”

But suppose the applicant has some curlosity; or has re

celved encouragement m ¢ one who know f his inven-
tion: and, after v t} 1 of rei HHon 1 that
his machine t nts refe: 1t and
writes to the flice to that effect If, In 1 , he should
get a letter stating that ‘“‘Smith show v w.ueel like his, and

Brown receptacle,” which, taken in view of the levers shown

in Jones' patent, form “a full anticipation of his suppos=ed In

iy SN

the |
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vention; that while it is true, a difference exists, it 18 colorable

only, is within the province of the mechanic, and does not rise

to the dignity of invention, and that his application 1=, ther

fore, a second time rejected,”—would it not be natural for him
to feel v ind utterly quenched, by th dietum of the
._v. '.‘ !‘ A | )
Official a ms of th ? 11 i mon, and d
ficult » hand
. 14
} 1 and \ i
( 11 ( 1 Aret
1 s not 1 1 L
> it i y ' t
nust 1 t i (
be 1 1 | 1 (
) ( f t
"
1 O
)
y T
] 1
, )
1 ed
\ 1
bt ]
\ 1 no
< n t 1 ad J 1
' ult 1 ' at \
" - t mod
I
4 th 3
adn » o t d
| state of t} ar
\ a a ule—with it ] 1ot 1 experience, to Any ext t

the llne whereon his decision is made, The province of
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anical skill varies In its scope with each Examiner : and it

often varies in the same Examiner, with reference to inven-
tions in different arts under his decision in the Patent Office.

“Ad ation often 1 main feature of ntion—may re-
celve t little co leratior until its ing is forcibly
pol out b 01 led i t 1t

one of the most able jurlsts, who

rience in patent cases, sald this:
rranted that does not Involve the
appl tion of an old thing to new use; and that d not, in
one 1 to involve ai hing else, but the merit consists
in be he first to mal t licatio 1 st to show
in be mad nd the rst t how t! is utility

ne it
commonly supposed that a mple device is easily pa-

It will b eadily hat it is an erroneous idea. Tt
flicul

lifficult to in t In ¢ lution of a

fter the D r r 1 1 ] nted out A com-

plicated s=olution 1 uires study, and tl} fore appear more
meritori : wher , the contrary is true, and it should be so
I ( ni d

( er difficulti me ) tor in pre 1 z ap-
plication a 0 v his claim presents a true combination
which is patenta ¢ n iny ion, or is erely an aggregation,
iny r 8 1 nent Appli for improvements {n
wrenches are ¢ ] ky in t 1 t. Yet there is
not ' f t oy 1 In in th o

10uld 1 ] con tion

| one «( ( sal “This wrench, as a
whe probably em! I of excell ind |
{ rof ) r f w1 'h exhibit-

he r { 1 1 h being a n»na-
t le com} A mh’ n I n d 1 to 1 “‘a
1 n, i { 1 each of h 1i-
fled ( ion of sm f t An aggregation | 18-
semb e of parts which have no mutual operation upon each
( "’ y former, if novel, is 1ally held to be patent <
while a claim to the latter is not re rded, under the present
prac 18 patentable,

8o, also, a claim may be regarded as belng, technically
“functional,’”” or it may be *‘‘v ue,” or the drawings may be

“insufficlent’” or incorrect. Very often neither the inventor nor
his attorney can understand drawings, and they rely upon the
tsman who has no {dea of the mat-

"

ch
Jec

7]
its
she

pet

tions
been
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ter further than to 1
sketch. When such a drawing «

official ex-
aminer, it may be readily scen that there w ifficiency™
found somewhere. The Patent I 1 £ 1 over the
aevice, a 1 | ( L1 ( n, 1 L W 11
1 thaln 1 i i i

be divided in opinion ; and

8 nothing about it what

Yet there have been cases presented to the Office with the
devices actually drawn ‘“hind part bef

re’’ and in absurd and
impractic:

L€ L Lpo 1; ¥ 1 2 1an, not undet
standing the matter, he | { t rin g i n; and
patents have | 1 granted there B i tlicl hi
cause, of course, the al rd Vi were n if i
did not involve invention to get them up that ]
did 1t invol ? Yet the inventors them tho t A
tents all right, until parties capable of radil 1 )
plained the faults.

The tech: 1 require ents of the OM nun
many of them icul f comprehension the | 1
It is rare that an inventor can so p ! p 1tio
drawings as to med 1 red ( f h 1 D
pily, pass tl 1 the reefs of rmalit 16 m be p
wrecked at last through the operation of an u und claim

If, therefore, one has made

character. and his application for patent has been re-

Jected or adversely received, he shoul

an invention of sound

» that
L &

the Office does not pretend to be infallible. and that

He
»d into by com-
petent counsel, and he will. as a rule, obtain all that

its Examiners are overburde:

should therefore have the matter looke

the Examiner, in his discretion, upon a proper show-
3

ing can give him,

As our fees in these cases are generally conditional upon our
] I

fuccess in obtaining the allowance

the inventor in no expense whate we fall in convine

the office of the justice of his cl

will prosecute Inf
or re¢ a « , rejected in
tional fee of $35 to $£50.00,

been allowed.

payabla only when the patent has

63

follow (often i rrectly) a crude model or
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vention; that while it 1s true, a difference exists, it s colorahle

only, Is within the 1 vi f th ' hanie ' 2 + 1
, Is w 1 the province of the 1anie, and does not rise
to v Y t 1} y }
o . L
¢ . "
r hin
Poarl
| 1 th \ t
(
{
pe ] tie ( 1
. 1
41 . ' '
3 1« /
adantation? These questions a Y ha W 1d of

rs state of the a»
hut—as a rule—without pract 1 experience, to any extent

the line whereon his decision is made, The province of mech-
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anical skill varies in its scope with each Examiner : and it
often varies in the same Examiner, with reference to inven-
tions In different arts under his decision in the Patent Office.

Adaptation’ often t} ! { { ure f inventior may re-

ceive but little cor leration, until it ] ne is forecibly

Mr. Justice Blatcohf , one of most ahle jurists, who
has had very extended exper n o t , said this:
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ot r."” The former, if novel, i 1sually he'd to he patentahle:

whila a claim to the latter i3 not regarded, under the present

N e a patentahble

So len m 1 \ Yy roc ed as | ne. technieally
“functional.”’ or it may be ‘“vague.,” or the drawings mayv be
*“insufficient” or inecorrect. Very often neither the inventor nor

his attorney can understand d win , and they ly upon the

10 has no {1aa of the mats
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If, therefore, one has made an invention of souund
eharacter. and his application for patent has been re-

jected or adversely received, he should remember that
v '

the Office does not pretend to be infallible. and that
its Examiners are overburdened with work., He
should therefore have the matter looked into by com=-
petent counsel, and he will. as a rule, obtain all that
the Examiner, in his discretion, upon a proper show-
ing can give him,

As our fees in these ca are generally conditional upon our

success In obtaining the allowanc it is clear that it involy

the inventor in no expense whatever 1ould we fail in convi
the office of the justice of his claim. We will | o1

! ; 1 1

tional fee of §35 to $0.00, payable only wi the pat

been allowed.
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soriginal application, but it must furthep appear (1) that they
constituted a part of the original invention and (J) were sought
and intended to be covered or ured |1 | patent

(Corbin Lock Co. rs. Eagle Lock Co., 63 O. G.. 1066).

This is in accord with the decision of the Supreme Court
in Mahn v. Hanwood 30 O. G., p. 6
ally made operates in law as
claimed.”

7, that *“the claim actu-
L disclaimer of what is not

In fact, the tenor of all the recent decisions only emphasizes
more and more strongly the necessity of careful and skilful pre-
paration and prosecution of the original application.
tors should bear this in mind w}

Inven-
en they are tempted to employ

any attorney whose chief recommendation is that he will do
the work for a low fee. Cheap services are the most costly in
the end. Rule 17 of the Official Rules of Practice contains the
following:

“An applicant is advised to employ a competent attorney, as
the value of patents depends largely upon the skilful prepara-

tion of the specifcation and claims.”

tNFORMAL OR INCOMPLETE APPLICATIONS.

Many applications, especially those prepared by unskilled
persons, are objected to by the Patent Office as informal,
meaning, not prepared in accordance with the preseribed
forms; or as incomplete, meaning, lacking some one of the
elements required by the statute to form a complete applica-
tion. The most common defects we find are failure to
formal claims, or to provide proper drawings.

draw

If you will send us a power of the form shown In page 64
we will examine your application free of charge, and will let
you know what we should charge you to put it through the
Patent Office, should you wish us to do so.

APPEALS.

NITED STATES.—If the Patent Office Examiner refuses to
:|Eldxmro(* distinct appeals are made available to the
applicant, namely:—
First.—An appeal from the Primary Examiner to the Board
Examiners-in-Chief, which is a tribunal composed of three
experienced Examiners. This tribunal carefully reviews the
record of the application, and either affirms or reverses the de-
cision of the Primary Examiner. The Government fee for this
appeal is $10.

Second.—In the event of an adverse decision by the Board of
oxaminers-in-Chief, appeal may be taken to the Commissioner

0
)
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of Patents in person, and the Government fee required for this
appeal is $20.00.

Third.—From the adverse decision of the Commissioner of
Patents, an appeal may be taken to the Court of Appeals of
the District of Columbia. The expense of this last appeal is
considerable.

CANADA.—In Canada, when an Examiner refuses to allow a

—  —
patent, the applicant may appeal to the Commissioner (gene-
rally represented by his Deputy), and if the Commissioner also
refuses the patent, a further appeal to the Governor-in-Council
is available.

INFRINGEMENTS.

Infringement, as that word is used in patent litigation, is

the wuse, sal 0 manufacture some-

thing already patented, to the injury of the patentee; and the
question of infringement is involved in almost all such litiga-
tion

The granting of a patent does not insure that the inven-
tion covered thereby can be made without infringing a prior
patent, as an improvement may be novel and therefore entitled
to a patent, and still it may be impossible to manufacture the
improvement without making use of another patented device,

The Patent Office has no jurisdiction in infringement cases.
They are particularly for the Courts. There can be no infringe-
ment until the patent issues, as it is the patent which is in-
fringed and not the invention. Nor can there be an infringe-
ment of an expired patent as the public has the right to make

defined as consisting in

use of it; nor of an invalid patent.

3efore beginning a suit for infringement
party should have a thorough investigation of the Patent Office
and its patents carefully examined, to ascertaln
Expensive and disastrous litigation
way; or if suit is commenced,

the complaining

records made
if he can sustain his suit.
can often be prevented in this
it is with reasonable assurances of success.

Every patentee or manufacturer, before investing in costly
machinery, or buying an extensive plant for the manufacture
of a patented article, should know whether he is liable to be
closed up by an injunction and held responsible in damages at
the suit of a prior patentee. And this information can only be
ascertained by an “infringement search” of the Patent Office
Records. All analogous prior patents must be examined and

carefully considered in relation to the patent under investiga-
tion. This examination
and skillful patent solicitors,
their decision.

should only be made by experienced
as fortunes may depend upon

a
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We are prepared to make the searches and examinations
in a most thorough manner and to giy reliable and trust-
worthy opinions. Our charges are moderate,

COPIES OF PATENTS.

Printed copies of patents r'e obtainable in

course in the following States. A printed copy is issued in ea
Patent Deed. We « iin and send coj ( mber and year

being given us), including postage, at the following rates:—
['nited t ) A 1
Gre Brita 0 1.00
Franc 0 1.00
Germai 0.75 1.00
4 1a 1.0 D L.00
Switzerlar {
In other « 1 1 ri 1 h
CANA PATI 1 Go I nent
and the cost of a n 1Iscript cop 0f tion and draw
ing is generally $1.00, Estimates of ¢« f o m 1
ceipt of the number of the patent f v a coj is desired
If the patente name, the date of th ent, or its num-
ber are unknown, we will, if desired i1 wrch for the
patent described in the order, but we n t have before us, in
making such a search, a print or illustra
For the time occupied in makin th carch we generally

charge $2.00.

All payments for copies of patents must be made in advance,
as we cannot send them C. O. D. Much time will be saved if
these instructions are carefully followed

WILL IT PAY?

“Will it pay?' As a general rule, every patentable im-
provement will more than repay the small cosgt of taking out
the patent. The sale of a single machine, or of a single right
of use, will often bring back more than the whole outlay for
the patent,

In an official report, a chief examiner of the United States
Patent Office says: “A patent, if it is worth anything, when
properly managed, is worth and can easily be sold from ten to
fifty thousand dollars. These remarks only apply to patents of
ordinary or minor value. They do not include such as the tele-
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graph, the plaining machine, and the rubber patents., which are
worth millions each. A few cases of the first kind will better
illustrate my meaning.”’

“A man obtained a patent for a slight improvement in straw
cutters, took a model of his invention through the Western
States, and after a tour of eight months returned with 30,000
in cash, or its equivalent'........ «b

Inventions on even the smallest things are often wonderfully
profitable. The ‘“‘return ball,”’ a little wooden ball with a rubber
cord attached, realized for the inventor $80,000 within three
yvears; the Lead Pencil Rubber Tip cleared its inventor $100,000;
the Metal Rivet or Eyelet for Miner's Coat and Trousers
Pocl« brought the inventor a handsome fortune; DBoot and
Shoe Heel and Sole Plates of metal cleared §1,50,000; the simple
plan of fastening Powdered Emery on Cloth made a fortune;
the Roller Skates cleared $1,000,000 before the craze died out;
Copper Tips for Shoes netted millions; the Simple Needle

Thread netted $10,000 a year; toys and playthings have cleared
thousands; Dancing “Jim Crow ' netted $75,000 per year;

Pharaoh's Serpent cleared $70,000; the ‘““Wheel of Life' cleared

$50,000; The Cameleon Top brought a fortune; the ‘“Pigs in
Clover” puzzle in one year, made its inventor a fortune; the
Pencil &1 r cleared a fort

: ) | - 1 m laea,
and it has made him rich. A successful invention is the double

ball-clasp for pocket books and hand bags. It is said that no
sort of clasp can be popular unless it makes a noise when it
catches. Only a few years ago a lucky man thought of puttiag
a cou of little strips of cork on the nose-pieces of eye-glasses
to make them more comfortable. Nearly all glasses nowadays
have this improvement, and every pair pays a royalty to the in-
ventor. The latest of the very profitable small inventions is the
tin cap for beer bottles, which is taking the place of corks; it
is cheaper than the cork, more convenient and keeps the beer
better. Metal lemon-squeezers are undesirable, because the
juice of the fruit acts upon the metal and makes a poison. Not
long ago, somebody thought of making lemon-squeezers of glass,
and the idea was just worth $0,000 to him. Tin cans are now
made so that they can be opened by simply striking the top a
smart blow. As soon as he learned oif the invention, Armour,
the Chicago packer, ordered 500,000 of the cans, and the inventor
is already independently wealthy. The automatic inkstand
which keeps an equal supply of ink always ready for the pen, is
said to have earned $200,000. The ‘‘shading pen” has earned a
sum even larger. Shoe-buttons are no longer sewed on, but are
applied with a metal fastener; this idea has been worth a big
fortune. A new contrivance that promises to be very profitable
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Is a whistle for Bicycles, made on the principle of the siren fog

whistle. There was $00,000 in the wooden shoe peg, but the in-
ventor went insane just as wealth was pouring in upon him.
Another gold-producing patent was ‘the inverted glass bell placed
over gas jets to protect ceilings. Great sums have been earned
by the barbed wire for fences, and a contrivance for shavi
e, A “hump"

on a hook to Kkeep it from slipping out of the
eye has made the proprietors of the contrivance millionaires.
Hundreds of thousands of dollars have been made by Dennison
out of his shipping tags.

The idea consists simply in a little
ring of cardboard that re-inforces the tying hole and prevents
the string from tearing out. A lot of money has been earned
by the little brass clip fastening, patented a few years ago, by
which sheets of paper are held together. Yet it is an exact «
of a contrivance in bronze that was used by the Romans mors
than twenty centuries ago. In fact, there are not a few modern
inventions which are in reality merely reprodutions of anti
contrivances. One of these is the safety pin, which was
monly employed by the women of ancient Rome to fasten their
dresses. Among the most profitable patents have been various
little devices having relation to women’s costume, such as the
perspiration proof shield of rubber, the idea of substituting the
quills of chickens and turkey feathers for whale-bone in corsets,
and the suspender garter. The last wa sold outright for
$50,000.

Indeed, the field is so vast and the number of profitable pa-

tents so great that it is reasonable to say that every patent, if

V

properly managed, will surely reward the inventor handsomely
for his small outlay.” IF YOU HAVE AN INVENTION OR
DISCOVERY, YOU SHOULD APPLY FOR A PATENT AT
ONCE. DELAY OR NEGLECT MAY COST YOU A FOR-
TUNE.

WHAT IS MY INVENTION WORTH?

This question is often asked by those who mistakenly sup-
pose we are experts in commercial and industrial matters. The
value of an invention can never be foretold, and a patent attor-
ney should not be asked to answer this question. We know
that there are attorneys who glibly inform the inventor that
his device is worth many thousands of dollars. Attorneys without
conscience, frequently do this when they know that the inven-
tion is not even patentable. We do not give opinions in regard
to the value of inventions. We confine our opinion to questions
we are competent to answer—patentability, scope, novelty,
claims, ete. There is no standard for estimating the commer-
cial value of a patent. No two are alike; no two can be hand-
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led alike; the market for no two is the same, and every inven-
tion is necessarily .n experiment and an unknown quantity in
the commercial and industrial field. Some things that have
come to our office which we thought valuable have turned out
to be valueless; while others which appeared to us trivial have
proven, through judicious management, of great value to the
owners. The value of a patent frequently depends more on
judgment and energy in management than upon the invention
itself. This, however, is true of every species of property. Men
may make or lose money on patents as well as on farms, fac-
tories and gold mines.

WARNING TO PATENTEES.

No sooner does any person’'s name appear in print as the
patentee of a new invention, than he receives by mail a shower
of letters and circulars from a gang of patent knaves, The pa-
tentee is invited, if he wants to realize immediately, say one
thousand, two thousand, or ten thousand dollars, to send for-
ward to the agent a small advance fee. Thus, instead of helping
the patentee to obtain money, they begin by drawing money
from him; upon this they live and flourish. We are often asked
if these imposters, who so pressingly and plausibly claim to be
able to sell patents, are reliable, and whether they ever effect
sales. We regret to be obliged to say they are unreliable, and
we are unable to learn of their making any sales. There are
about twenty-five thousand new patentees every year, from
many of whom these patent sale agents obtain money under
false pretenses. They busy themselves in writing letters to
inventors and in working them up to the remitting point, but
have no time left for the drudgery of patent-seling, even if
they had any ability in that direction. There is no trickery too
low for some of these sellers, and no end to the falsehoods they
tell. We do not sell patents, nor have we connection with any
concern that pretends to do so. Our advice to patente
Beware of these fellows, and take upon yourselves the business
of selling.

If the invention is one of importance in the arts, or of such
a nature that Iits originality and usefulness are seen at a
glance, evidently answering to public want, the patentee will
be able, without much effort, to make advantageous arrange-
ments for the sale and introduction. Such are quick-selling
patents.

With the slow-selling patents the case is different. There is
no easy and royal road to the sale. It requires active effort
and constant attention until it is effected. In general the pa-

s is:
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tentee himself is the best selling agent, for he is familiar with
the merits of the invention.

To make the merits and impontance of the improvement
publicly known often effects the sale of a patent. This may be
done in various ways: by advertisements in newspapers, by
cards, circulars, pamphlets, etc., or by local and travelling
agents.

Advertising should be done by the patentee, in his own name
and address. He thus makes the invention known to the publie,
receives the direct benefit of all replies, and his money does not
go into the pockets of swindlers.

WE DO NOT BUY OR SELL PATENTS

but confine our business strictly to the subjects mentioned in
this pamphlet. Neither can we procure partners for inventors.
The most we can do is to secure patents according to ‘the terms
explained in this pamphlet, By giving our time exclusively to
procuring patents, and to causes in court involving patent law,
we can reasonably claim to do better work than if we had a
side speculation in selling, buying or advertising patents.

We avold acquiring an ownership in any matter which
might prove antagonistic to the interests of our clients; for
instance, if you are on the point of securing a patent on an in-
vention, you would not care to entrust it to an attorney who
has an interest in an invention intended for a similar purpose,
and which might compete with yours in the market. Jeing en-
tirely free, we are in the best possible position to be fair to all.

HOW TO SECURE CAPITAL.

Should you lack the necessary funds to file an application,
you can easily secure the required amount by entering into
an agreement with one or more friends or other persons in
your vicinity.

The grant of an interest in the patent to be secured, or the
sale of a township or county right will generally be sufficient
inducement for them to furnish the sum required. An agree-
ment, as follows, will generally be sufficient:—

WHEREAS | ————, of ——————, have invented

new and useful improvements in —

for which I am about to apply for Letters Patent.

AND WHEREAS —— ——————— has advanced the
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sum of , and has agreed to pay all expenses
connected with procuring said Letters Patent:

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration thereof, I hereby sell,
grant and convey unto the said and to his

heirs and assigns, a license to make, use, and sell the invention
within the limits of the county of ———, State of

for and during the full end of the term for which sald letters

patent are or may be granted.* Witness my hand and seal,
this — day of ———, A. D. 19—
In presence of ——————

"
B . ——

ABOUT SELLING PATENTS.

While we have had no experience in selling patents, we have
been brought into contact with inventors who have been suc-
cessful in selling them, and for the benefit of many inquirers we
submit below a few hints which we hope may be useful,

1. Have a substantial model made, one that will show your
invention in its best light. Do not employ a stranger, or a firm
in a distant city, to make your model, but have it made at your
end of the line and under your supervision.

2. In all cases where an invention can be advantageously re-
presented by engravings, the patentee should have them made,
to be used on bill heads, letters, pamphlets and circulars. He
should, however, remember, that it is bad economy to have
poor pictures. There are firms in all large cities who make
engravings, or we can have the work done for you at the rates
published herein.

3. If you have a chance to sell a town-right or shop-right,
do so, no matter if you get little or nothing for it. The pur-
chaser of this town or shop-right may, by his industry and
good judgment pave the way for your future success. At any
rate, you will have gained his services in your behalf and, at
least, have made a start, while you will still have plenty of

*If further inducement is desirable the following may be in-
serted: 0 :
““And I do hereby further agree that 2!l of the net profits
by me in any manner made or received from the said invention
and patent shall belong to and shall be delivered unto the said

, until he shall have received back the said sum

of —————— with lawful interest thereon.”
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territory in reserve. Others may become interested and pur-
chase rights, and once the public sees the worth of your inven-
tion, success is assured,

4. We know of many inventors who have made money hy
simply selling farm, county, State and shop-rights, and if an
inventor does not wish to undertake the manufacture of his
invention, this is a very desiraple course to pursue. In estimat-
ing the value of patent rights for different states, counties, ete.,
one very common method is to fix the prices with reference to
the population.

The license and royalty plan is often the most profitable
method of selling patents. This, in effect, involves a contract
between a patentee and a manufacturer by which the latter, in
consideration of a license to manufacture the article, agrees to
pay the patentee a specified sum for each article made or 14,
and warrants to sell a certain number each year. The patentee
of the chimney spring, now so commonly used to fasten glass
chimneys upon lamps, was accustomed to grant licenses to
manufacturers on receiving a royalty of five dollars on each
machine, and his annual income was estimated at several hun-
dred thousand dollars. Goodyear, the inventor of vulcanized
rubber, divided his patent up into many different rights, licen-
sing one company for manufacturing rubber combs, another for
hose-pipes, another for shoes, another for clothing, another for
wringers, ete. Each company paid a license fee. The inventor
of the loom, in like manner divided his patent into many dif-
ferent rights, one company weaving carpets, another corsets
another bags, another sheeting.

Do not make the mistake of supposing that a patent is a
fortune in itself. Succe v a patent will, like success with
a farm, a factory or gold mine, depend on management.

Finally, do not refuse any reasonable cash offer, but accept
it, letting the buyer take the chances of proving the invention
a financial success,

CUTS AND ENGRAVINGS.

Having made special arrangements, we are prepared to ex-
~cute photo-engravings on metal, attached to wood bases, at the
imiform rate of $2.50 for cuts NOT EXCEEDING SIX SQUARE
INCHES (3 x 2). Twenty-five cents per square inch for cuts of
larger size. The charges are based on making the engraving
from any one of the figures of the drawing of your patent, and
do not include any change therefrom, as this would necessitate
first making a new drawing at the usual rates. We will quote
exact figures on application.
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ELECTROTYPES made from photo-engravings, not exceed-
ing six square inches, $1 each. All over that size at the rate of
16 cents per square inch. As many electrotypes as desired can
be made from a single photo-engraving, and it is always well to
order one or more electrotypes when presenting your order for
the photo-engraving, for you can then use your electrotype to
print from and save the photo-engraving from wear,

Photo-engravings must be made from pen and ink or the
Patent Office drawings to secure the best results. THEY CAN-
NOT BE TAKEN DIRECT FROM PHOTOGRAPHS sent us by
clients. ‘““Half-tone” engravings can be made from photographs,
suitable for printing circulars, envelopes and letter heads, but
cannot be used for newspaper advertisements. Photo-engrav-
ings or electrotypes only, are sultable for the latter purpose.
Rate for ‘‘Half-tone’” work, 50 cents per square inch. Neone
made for less than $3.60.

We will cheerfully respond to all Inquiries, and are prepared
to give satisfaction, both in reasonable charges and prompt ser-
vise

The money must in all cases accompany the order.

Our Entire Engraving Department is under the
personal supervision of Mr. P. S. Marion, whose 20
years' experience and recognized ability guarantee
satisfaction in each and every case.
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ABSTRACTS OF UNITED STATES DECISIONS IN
LEADING PATENT CASES.

Relating to the Patent Grant,

[Letters patent are prima facie evidence of the validity of the
patent.—Carty vs. Kellogg, C. D., 18%6; Cushman vs. Parham,
C. D., 1876, p. 130.

Patent right
are not subject to izure and sale on execution.—Stevens vs.
Gladding, 17 How., 447

are ocoextensive with the United States, and

In construing a patent, it is, first, pertinent to ascertain
w n view of e DPr.ol tat / t] art, tl ¢ 01 nas
actually accomplished, and, this having been found, such a con-
struction should be given as will secure the actual invention to
the patentee, so far as this can be done consistently with giving
due effect to the language of the specification and claim.—Van
Marter vs. Miller, 15 Blatch., 562.

An invention disclosed, but not claimed in a patent, cannot

pplication for an original patent or for

be vered by L Nnew ¢ gina
a reissue, filed long after the issue of the patent which thus
discloses without claiming. ‘“Where a patent fully describes an

invention which could be claimed therein, and makes no reserva-

tior ind gives no warning to the public, a cond patent, grant
ed unon an application filed months afterwards, which claims
simply and solely the invention thus made public, is invalid."—
Holmes Electric Co. vs. Burglar Alarm Co., 33 F. R., 254; Miller
et al. vs. Eagle Mfg. Co., C. D., 1804, p. 147.

Patentability of Inventions.

Systems of bookkeeping, tabulating, and the like, are not
pat« ible.—Berolsheimer, M. E., ex parte, C. D., 1870, p. 33; er
parte Pierce, C. D., 1877, p. 46.

Svstems of keeping accounts, ete., are not patentable.—Dick's
(R.) Ext.,, C. D., 1872, p. 166
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The application of an old device to a new purpose simply
analogous to its old purpose, is mere double use.—FEuz parte
Schoenberg, C. D., 1870, p. 36; Solvay Process Co. trs. Michigan
Alkali Co., 90 F. R., 818 (1809); Adams Elec. Ry. Co. vs. Lindell
BRy. Co., 71F. B, 4

An old construction in a windmill is not patentable In a
paddle wheel.—Er parte Glasgow, C. D., 1870, p. 40

Curvatures and a
water whe«

rles become of importance in plow-shares,

rotary pumps, engines and blowers, and generally
in all cases when, by a change of form, a new and useful result
is produced.—\Wagner, er parte, C. D., 1869, p. 41,

An article of man

ifacture, ol

as to form and general ap-
pearance, may have intrin qualities due to the proce of its
manufacture which make it a2 new and patentable product.—E2
parte Hepson & Drooks, C. D., 1871, p. 153,

Adulte tions of food are not patentable Weida, P. W., e
parte, C, D., 1874, p. 118

It is not the result, effect, or irpose to be accomplished
which constitutes invention or entitles a party to a patent, but
the mechanical mea: or instrumentalities by which the object

sought is obtained.—Miller ¢t al.. vs. Eugle Mfg., Co., C. D., 18M,
147; U. 8. Supreme Court,

Where the novelty of an invention resides in the particular
form adopted, it is not negatived by prior structures in another
art not capable of doing its work nor designed nor adapted to
do the same work.—U

Supreme Court, Topliff vs Topliff et al.,
1892, C. D., 402, and the Knickerbocker Co. vs. Rogers et al., 1894,
C. D., 331.

A combination of old ¢ ] producing a new and useful

result is patentable.—1845, 1

Printing Co. vs. American Play-
ing Card Co., 72 O, C., 1 -

Webster Loom Co. vs. s, 106
U. S., 580; American Tobacco Co, vs. Streat, 83 F. R., T00; ( by

vs. Reese, 88 K. R., 645 ; Wood vs. Packer, 17T F. R., 630

An assemblage of old elements conserving no new and use-
ful result is not a patentable combination.—U, 8. Supreme
Court, 1805, Palmer vs.. Corning, 70 O. G., 1

Mere change of form and proportion where no new result or
advantage is produced is not patentable.—1805, Taws & Hartman
vs. Laughlins & Co., 73 0. G., 287.

Simplicity in change of construction does not negative na-
tentability where a new and beneficial result is involved.—
American Cable Railway Co., vs. Mayor of City of New York,
1893, C. D., 468.

The mere substitution of one material for another is not in-
vention.—Grayson & Crecelius, 1884, C. D. 100; Hicks vs. Kelsey,
18 Wall., 670.
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The making of a structure in a solid e
tached parts does not involve invention
Mfg. Co. et al.,. vs. iloltzer, 72 O. G., 415.

While it is true that the utility of a machine, instrument, or

1s8ting instead of at-
msolidated Electric

gener

contrivance, as shown by the general pub

demand for it
when made known, is not conclusive evidence of novelty and
invention, it is nevertheless highly persuasive in that direction,
and, in the absence of pretty conclusive evidence to the con-
trary generally exeprcise controlling influencs Hicks vs.
Kelsey, 18 Wall., 670.

It was never the object of the patent laws to grant a mono-

will

1 g
poly for every trifling dey , every shadow or de of an ide
which would naturall nd spont 151y r to any skilled
mechanic or operator in the ordinary progre of manufacture
Any adaptation to a special emergend which competent per-
son can make, by the aid of accumulated knowledge, and past
experience, is an exercise of mer X haniecal skill not amou
ing to the dignity of inventior Atlantic Works vs. Brady, 107
U. 8., 192.
Disceveries and Theoretical Inventions.

A mere d L New le, force or la op 1ting,
or which can ) operate, on matter, wil i tl
discoverer to It is on here th xplor 1 n
beyond the mere domain of discovery, and has laid 1 on the

new priciple, force or law, and connected it with some particular
medium, or mechanical contrivance,

L W or nrougn
which, it acts on the material world, that he can secure t -
clusive control of it under the Patent Act. It is then in -
tion, although it embrace discovery.—Mor [ Infirmar)

6 Blach., 116.

Perpetual motion devices will not be patented.—8Smith, W,
L., ex parte, C. D., 1873, p. 129,

Patents will not be granted on air ships which create their
cwn buoyant force, without practical demonstration.—Er parte

DeBausset, 43 O. G., 1583, and 50 O. G. 1766,

Design Patents.

All the regulations and provisions which apply to obtaining
or protecting patents for inventions or discoveries, not inconsis-
tent with the provisions of the statute relating to designs,
shall apply to patents for designs. (Section 4933, Revised
Statues., Northrup vs. Adams, C. D., 1877, 322, cited with appro-

s e

val by the United State Supreme Court, in &@ 1 et al. vs.
Whitman 8addle Co., C. D., 1883




:
“‘

1 f manufacture which

Design patents are granted for
are given new and original appearances that may enhance their
saleable value and may enlarge the demand.—Gorham Mfg. Co.
v8. White, 14 Wall., 511, approved and cited by United States
Supreme Court, in Smith ¢t al. vs. Whitman Saddle Co., C. D,,
1803, 324.

™

or a design is patental

1e adaptation of an old form
such adaptation is not mere imitation, and the result is in effect
a new creation.—Untermeyer vs. Freund, C. D., 1893, 664.

ther it
is more graceful or more beautiful than older designs; it is suf-

It is immaterial to the patentability of a design whe

ficient if it is new and useful.—U. 8. Supreme Court in lLehn-
beuter t Holthaus, 106 U. 8., ¥

In determining whether a de n patent is infringed, the
test is whether there is a ibsta 1 arity in appearance,
not to the eye of an expert, but t the ordinary observer,
giving such attention as would ord e giv )y a purchaser
of the article b th esi Ripley 1 I m Gl Co.,
C- 32, 18 167; By 1 1 Friedb 1 . R Smith et al
1 Wi ( t

Trade-Marlhs
Generally, any words, marks, or symbols indicative of the

origin or ownership of the manufactured article, may be adopt-
ed as a trade-mark, but those used simply to describe the qual-
ity, kind or nature of ithe orticle cannot 1 o appropriated.—
Improved Fig Syrup Co., vs. California § up Co. ; 7 U. S.

App. 688, ; Bennett vs. McKinley, 26 U, 8. App., 4% ; Colum-
bia Mill Co. vs. Alcorn, 150 U. S. ¢
The exclusive to the use of a mark or device claimed

as a trade-mark founded on ropriation, and it
must appear that the claimant was the first to use or employ it
articles of production.—Columbia Mill Co. vs. Alcorn

on like ai
(United State
The fact that a trade-mark bears its owner's own name and

preme court), 160 U, 8., 460.

portrait does not render it unassignable to : nother.—Dr. S. A.
Richmond Nervine Co. vs. Richmond (United States Supreme

Court), 150 U
In the case of an alleged violation of a valid trade-mark, the

0092

similarity of brands must be sud h as to mislead ordinary ob-

gervers, in order to justify a

ng injunction.—<Improved
Fig Syrup Co. vs. California Fig Syrup Co., 1883, C. D., 416.

Trade-marks based on misrepresentation and deceit, and
(.gp.»(-i;“;_\' such as are intended to deceive and defraud the pub-
lic into the purchase cf articles for what they are not, in the
belief that they are valuable when they are deleterious, will not
be protected by the Courts.—7 U.S. App. 588 (9th Cir.).
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The Patent Title, Including Assignments and

Licences.

A patent to a dead man at the time of the grant is not void
for the want of a grantee, hut vests in his heirs or i
United States Supreme Court, De La Vergne Refrigerating Ma-
chine Co. vs. Featherstone, 1803, . D, 181,

A patent right, like any other personal property, i inder-
stood by Congress to vest in the executors and admi trators
of the patentee, If he dies without having assigned Shaw
Relief Valve Co. vs. City of New Bedford, 19th Fed. Rep., 758,

A patentee who assigns his patent cannot, when sued for

infringement, contest the validity thereof Babcock ¢t al.. vs.
Clarkson et al.. 1894, C. D., 689; Martin & Hill Cash Carrier Co.
vs. Martin, 1895, C. D., 503; Griffith vs. Shaw, 89 Fed. Rep., 313.
An oral agreement for the sale and assignment of t right
to obtain a patent may be specifically e ced In eq upon
sufficient proof thereof.—United States Supreme
et al. vs. Dueber Watch Case Mfg. Co., 1893, C. D. 357.
A verbal license or interest in an invention has no effect as

against a subsequent assignee without notice of such verbal
license or interest.—United States Supreme Court, Gates Iron
Works vs. Fraser et al., 1804, C. D., 304
Although an assignment of patent is not recorded within
three months it is binding on the assignor, and he cannot sell
the patent ag Er parte Waters, Cor Dec. 1869, p. 42
One who buys patented articles of manufacture from an

S wm

assignee for a specified territory

lute property in such article
United States Supreme Court, K
Bed Co., 71 O. G., 451.

" an abso-

Every person who pays the patentee for lHcense to u his
process becomes the owner of the product, and may 11 it to
whom he pleases, or apply it to any purpose, unless he binds
himself by covenants to restrict his right of making and vend-

ing certain articles that may interfere with the special business
of some other licensee. Met Washing Machine Co., rs. Earle,
2 Fish., 203; 2 Wall., Jr., 230

A territorial grantee cannot be restrained from advertising
and selling within his territory, even though the purchasers
may take the patented article outside of the vendor's territory.
—Hatch vs. Hall, 22 Fed. Rep., 438,

A “shop-right’’ is a personal license and is not assignable.
~(iibbs vs. Hoefner, 19 Fed. Rep., 323; 22 Blatch,, 36.

The United States have no more right than a private person
to use a patented invention without license or making due com-




80 MARION & MARION.

pensation.—1806, United States Supreme Court, Belknap et al. vs
Schild, 74 O. G., 1121; 161 United States, 10

A license merely to make, and not to sell, does not impair
the patent owner's right to sue for infringement outside the
license; and the purchase of the licensee’s tools and materials
would not carry the right to sell the product made therefrom.
American Graphophone Co. vs. Walcut, 87 Fed, Rep., 556. (1898.)

An implied license to use a patented improvement without
payment of any royalties during the continuance of employment
of the inventor, and thereafter on the same terms and royalties
fixed for other parties, is shown where the inventor applies the
patent to his employer’'s work, without any agreement for com-
pensation for its use, further than a notice that he would re-

quire pay after his employment terminated.—Keyes rs. Eureka
Consol. Min. Co. (United States Supreme Court), 158 United
States, 150

An agreement to ¢ n future patent in consideration of
the assignee’'s paying the expenses of taking them out, is broken

by his refusal to pay for and take out a particular patent when
requested, and a subsequent assignment to another conveys a
perfect title.—Buck vs. Timony, 78 Fed. Rep. 487.

Where a party does license,

grant and convey any invention
which he may thereafter make, this gives only an equitable right
to have an assignment made, and this right may be defeated by
assignment of the patent to a purchaser for value, without no-

tice of this equity.—Regan Vapor Engine Co. vs Pacific Gas
Engine Co. (Ninth Cir.), 7 U. 8., App. 73.

A contract assigning a patent and all future improvements
thereon is enforceable against ass

ignees of such improvements
who take with notice of the contract.—Westinghouse Air Brake
(fo. vs. Chicago Brake and Mfg. Co. 8 F. R., 786.

The sale of a patented machine by one authorized to sell
conveys the whole ownership to the purchaser, who msy sell it
again to another.—Morgan Envlope Co, vs. Albany Perforated
Wrapping Paper Co., 162 U. 8., 425.

A license is not forfeitable for non-payment of royalties in
the absence of express provision to that effect.—Wagner Type-
writer Co. vs. Watkins, 8¢ Fed. Rep. 57 (1898).

Inventorship and ownership.

To constitute two persons joint inventors it is not necessary
that exactly the same idea should have occurred to each at the
same time, and that they should work out together the em-
bodiment of this idea in a perfected machine. Such a coinal-
dence of ideas would scarcely ever occur to two persons at the
same time. If an idea is suggested to one, and he even goes so

PSP Np—
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far as to construct a machine embodying this idea, but it is
not a complete working machine, and another person takes hold
of it, and by their joint labors, one suggesting one thing and the
other another, a perfect machine is made, a joint patent may
properly issue to them. If, upon the other hand, one person in-

vents a distinct part of a machine, and another person invents
another distinct and independent part of the same machine,
then each should obtain a patent for his own invention.
Worden vs. Fisher, 11 Fed. Rep. H05.

Owners of a patent are tenants in common, and each as an

incident of his ownership, has the right to use t
manufacture under it.

patent or to
But neither can be compelled by
owner to join in such use or

his co-
work, or be liable for the 1
which may occur, or to account f

or the profits which may ar
from such use.—DeWitt vs.

Elmira .vobles Mfg. Co., 12 N. Y
Supr., 301; Rose vs. Singer, 4 Allen (Mass.), 226 vide Pitt B. Hall,
3 Blatch., 201.

Where A suggests the idea of an invention to B, but gives
no explanation as to how such idea is to be carried into effect,
B Is the lawful inventor if he embodies the idea into
shape.—Forgie vs. Oil Well Supply Co., 184, C. D., 352.

Where an inventor had forgotten an invention, or has laid
it aside as worthless, he has the right to

practical

take it up again and
proceed as if he had then first made the discovery,
its abandonment was unknown to the public.—W¢
Co. vs. Sperry Electric Co., 1893, C. D., 573.

To make experiments, then drop them and only recur to
them when another and later inventor has made a success

so long as

tern Electric

of the
idea, makes them ‘“abandoned experiments.”— Chipman vs.
Fales, C. D, 1869, p. 44.

Abandonment of an invention once put in public use inures
to the public; a subsequent inventor cannot take
therefor.—Young vs. Van Duzen, 16 O. G., %.

The patent of an originator of a complete and successful
invention cannot be avoided by proof of

a patent

any number of incom-
plete and imperfect experiments made by others at

an earlier
date.

This is true, though the experimentors may have had the
idea of the invention, and may have made partially successful
efforts to embody it in a practical form.—Am, Wood Paper Co.
vs. Fibre Disintegrating Co., 23 Wall., 566.

The making of an invention is complete when all that re-
mains to be done is the work of the mere mechanic.—Morse vs.
Clark, C. D. 1872, p. 58

Emplover and Employee.
‘When a man has conceived the main idea of an invention,
and employs another to embody it, the product will be the

4

in-
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vention of the former, though the latter may furnish hints, sug-
gestions and decided improvements, unless the changes made by
the latter amount to a new and complete invention.—Hayes vs.
Hopkins, C. D., 18, p. 7; Jordan vs Agawan Co., 7T Wall., 533
An inventor may avail himself of the services of skilled

laborers, and suggestions and improvements coming from them

are to be considered part and parcel of the original
Spofford ¢t al. vs. Moore et al.,, C. D., 1570, p. 6; Yost et al.
Powell, 13 O. G., 122

As between an employer and employee, not specially em-
ployed to embody the invention of the former, there is no pre-

sumption of originality in favour of the employer.—Solomon ts.
United States, S., 342; Johnston vs. Pimlott, C, D., 1 p
44; Mallet vs. ( , C. D., 1870, p. 56

A contract between an e1 er and employee, wl in tl
employee obtains service with the empl r, on condition th
any improvement he may make on the mach of the employar
shall be for the exclusive use of the employer, held valid.—Hulse
& Wright vs. Bonsack M 11 €0y Ci Co Ay D., 1895, p.

An employer has an equitable license to u ind sell in the
line of his business the invei: n of an employee who, during

the course of his employment, uses the tools and workshop of
his employer to experiment with and perfect his vention.
United States Supreme Court, Lane & Bodley Co., ts. Locke,

1803, C. D., 639.

If an employee makes an invention and permits 1plo)
to use it before making application for a patent without de-

manding any compensation, a llcense to continue the use may

be implied.—McClurg vs. Kingsland, 1 How., Z2; 2 Robb., 105;
Slemmer's Appeal, 68 Penn, 8t., 155; Chabot vs. Buttonhole Co.,
6 Fish., 7L

In the absence of an expr greement, a company or manu-
facturing corporation is not entitled to the conveyance of pa-
tents obtained by a skilled employee, even though such employee
is employed for a stated compensation to take charge of the
works and devote his time and services to devising and improv-
ing the manufactured articles.—United State
Dalzell et al. vs. Dueber Watch Case Mf

ipreme Court,

z. Co., 1893, C. D., 851.

b

-

or labor of his employer to
put an invention into practical form, and assents to the latter’s
use of it, cannot recover from him a royalty or other compen-
sation therefor on taking out a patent on the invention.—Gill
vs. United States (United States Supreme Court), 160 United
States, 426; Blauvelt vs. Interior Conduit and Insulation Co., 80
Fed. Rep., %06.

An employee who uses property
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Infringement.

Anything Infringes a patent if it Infringes any clalm of a
patent, and patents sometimes have many claims, 8o that each
claim is to be consldered by itself on this question of infringe-
ment. And each claim stands by itself on this question: it re-
celves no help or assistance from any other claim, except that
sometimes it is to be inferred that a claim should not have a
certain meaning (i.e.,, construction) given to it because some
other claim in the same patent has that meaning, or because
such a meaning is Inconsistent witl arly expressed mean-
ing of some other claim. A claim fis to be understood in
connection with and to be explained by what the
part of the specification (In e«

seriptive
mnection with the drawings, f
any) says about the parts, steps or Ingredients that are speei-

fied in t) I lor 1

Stat . A
device is none the less an Infringement because it contains an
itented invention.—Robbins et al. vs.
Dueber Watch Case Mfg. Co., 180, C. D., 202.

It is an inf

improvement upon the

gement of a patent to elther make, or use, or
sell a patented thing without legal permit.—Whittemore tvs

Makinge for o own 1 is as wrongful as making for

sale, and making without either u

—Bloomer vs. Gilpin, 4 Fish., P. C., 50
A preliminary injunction will ordinarily be granted to re-

strain the infri

tent has been pr ed by a court, or is to be pre-

. 1 by a long 1 pul 11¢ and when the

infringement

or selling s

ment of a patent, when the vali

affirr

ty of a pa-

title and Infringement are clear.—Standard Elevator Co. vs.
Crane Elevator Co., 1883, C. D., 422, and S. 8. White Dental Mfg.
Co. vs. Johneon et al.., 1893, C. D., 430

State Courts have no jurisdiction of sults for infringement,
but are not barred out when patents ecome in collaterally.—
toodyear vs, The Union Rubber Co., 4 Blatch., 63

One who makes and of a patented eombina-
tion with Intent to bring
guilty of cont
1ilm who in f:

combination, is
is equally 1

ible with
» combination.—Thomson-

Houston Electric Co., v¢. Ohio Brass Co. (C. C. A.), 80 Fed. Rep.,
712; Wallace vs. Holmes, 9 Blatch,, 65.

The absence from an alleged iInfringing device of a single
essential element of the combination claimed, prevents infringe-
ment.—Adams Electric Railway Co. vs. Lindell Ry. Co., 77 Fed.
Rep., 432; P. H. Murphy Mfg. Co. vs. Excelsior Car-Roof Co., 76
Fed. Rep., 227.
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One purchasing in a foreign country an article protected by
a United States patent from persons other than the owner of
such patent or his vendees, cannot sell them here without in-
fringing the patent.—Dickerson vs. Finling, 84 Fed. Rep., 192.

A purchaser of a patented machine consisting of several
distinet parts may repair a part broken or worn out if the ma-
: 4 whole retains its identity, and what is done does not

to reconstruction, but he has no right under the guise

irs to make a new machine.—Shickle, Harrison & Howard

St. Louis Car Coupler Co., 77 Fed. Rep., 739.
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FOREIGN PATENTS.

To the preparation and prosecution of applications for Let-
ters patent in foreign countries, we have given special per-
sonal attention for many years past and have been most suc-
cessful in this particular branch of the patent practice.

Our Foreign Patents department is under the direction of
Mr. J. A. Marion, C.E.,, M.E., B.A.Sc.,, who has a wide personal
acquaintance among European engineers and patent attorneys,
and is a frequent visitor to European houses.

The specification is in every case translated by a native of
the respective country, so that every care is taken to have it
idiomatically as well as technically accurate.

CURIOUS GENEROSITY TO FOREIGNERS.

Very few inventors would take less than $1,000 for their
United States or Canadian Patents, yet nine-ten‘hs of all pa
tentees really present the entire world, outslde of the United
States and Canada with the fruit of their ger
ing to patent their inventions abroad.

The inventor looks to reap a rich reward from his invention
here. Why would not the same invention be equally or more
valuable abroad, where the population is more concentrated
and where the invention therefore would be more easily hand-
led than in this comparatively sparsely-peopled country ?
Over twenty-five thousand United States and Canadian Patents
are granted each year., Amongst these are many devices of
great utility and value. Very few of these valuable inventions
are patented abroad. It seems almost incredible that these in-
ventions are actually presented to the people of Europe, whe-
reas by a trifling expenditure the inventions could have been
patented in all the principal European countries. Would not
these valuable inventions if patented abroad, have readily
sold for $00 in each country? Yes, and probably four times

this sum could have easily been obtained.

If you are in possession of a meritorious invention,

Do Not Fail to apply for foreign patents, before some one
else has lodged his claim as the prior patentee. The sale of
any such foreign patents, even at low figures, will enable
you to work your patents elsewhere,
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WHEN TO APPLY:

Under the old law the term of the American and of the
Canadian patents were limited to the term of the shortest
lived foreign patent previously granted to the same inventor,
or to any one with his knowledge and consent, frequently re-
sulting In the American or the Canadian term being shortened
o five years, or even being extinguished altogether when the

1 1

American or the Canadian application was delayed by long
and vexatious Interference proceedings in the Patent Office, as
happened with some of the Edison patents. The date of the
American application, even if prior to the date of the foreign
patent, had no effect in mitigating this rule, provided the Amer-
ican patent issued at a date later than the foreign patent.
This led American attorneys to advi helr cllents agalnst
filing foreign applications until the grant of American patent
was assured, and a practice sprang up of waiting until the final
fee had been pald and then arranging to file all foreign appli

tions simultaneously on the date of Issuance of the patent, or

the
L

1
s0 soon thereafter as to preclude the possibility of a copy of the
American patent being sent abroad in season to invalidate the
foreign grants, most of which depend upon the applicant being
absolutely the first to make the invention known in that coun-
try and which are made worthless by prior publication of any
kind.

The practice, while probably the best that could be advised
under the old law, often led to the American inventor being
barred from, or defrauded of, his entire rights abroad, elther
by the premature publication of a description of his invention,

"

while he was waiting for his American patent to be al

yw an application by some independant foreign inventor dur
B L3 ) B i

owed, or

that interval, or else by some unscrupulous person in this

country obtaining knowledge of the invention and hastening to

gecure foreign patents as the first cor
of most foreign i
th first one to «

he is the true inventor or

This has been changed by the amended law, and now an
applicant can apply abroad at the same time that he applies in

the United Stat and Canad or even a | d not exceedine
twelve months earlier, without suffcring any 1 tati ofthe term

of the American or Canadian patents from their full terms of 17 and
18 years, respectively.

He cannot, however, obtain an American patent if { —
plication upon which the foreign patent issued was filed more
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Newfoundland. Portugal.§ T'urkey
1 Peru. Tunis§ Uruguay.
r Before Publication in print anywhere:—
' Austria. German Sweden.§
3 Denmark.§ Hungary. Mexico
> Also if maximum term {48 desired. Before publication anywhere:—
Argentina. Columbia, U.S. Russia,
. Belgium. § Congo. Spain.§
Jolivia, Italy.§
5
Before Publication in the respective Country:—
Bahamas. Jamalca. Orange River
n Barbadoes. A tralia. Col
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Note.—To most of these places copies of British specifica-
tions are sent shortly after issue. *Seec below for exceptions.

Countries marked § are also subject to exceptions provided
for by the International Convention,

Within a limited time after Publication:—

Canada, Ceylon, India,

Mysore.. ., .. .. .. 1 year of first sealing abroad.
Mauritius .. .. .. .. .. 1 year of sealing British Patent.
New Zealand and

Australia.. .. .. .. 1 year of Appnlication for British Patent.
Norway§.. .. .. .. .. .. 6 months of Publication.

Transvaal.. .. .. .. .. 1 year of date of Foreign Grant.

United States of Amer-
ica§ and Brazil§.... 12 months of first application anywhere,

Uruguay.. .. .. .. .. First year of a Foreign grant.
Venezuela.. .. .. .. .. 2 years of public sale, etc.

At any time during currency of a Patent elsewhere
and expiring therewith or sooner:—

Belgium. Russia., Columblia, U.8.
Ttaly. Honduras, Congo.

Argentina (limit 10 years term). Spain (limit 5 years term).

T.etters of Registration in Lagos, Gold Coast Colony, Gambia
and Southern Nigeria.

At any time during currency of a British Patent and
expiring therewith:—

Fiji, Hong Kong, St. Helena.

Of a British or British Colonial Patent:—British Borneo,
Negri Sembilan, Pahang, Perak, Selangor, Straits Settle-
ments,

APPLICATION BY “IMPORTER.”

British Law recognizes that a patent may be validly granted
to the first person who ‘“imports” the knowledge of an inven-
tion, whether that person be the actual inventor or not. A cor-
porate body cannot pose as “importer.” The rule is presumably
good for all British Colonies, unless specifically excluded, but
applications in the true inventor’s name are less liable to be
questioned,

i
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The following specifically or inferentially exclude the un-
authorized “importer' :—

Canada. Mysore,

India.
Ceylon.

Lagos. Newfoundland,
Gambia. Jamaica. Southern Nigeria.
Gold Coast Colony.
The following require the “importer” to be a resident in the
Colony and provided with a special
actual inventor or assignee:

New Zealand

authorization from the

PATENTS OF ADDITION are granted in the follow

countries to the owners of Patents of inventi

ments or mod

wtions in connection with the

of the principal invention. They are, as a rule, not subject

to yearly taxes or conditions of independent working, and

expire with the principal patent

Our ordinary blank powers provide for e p future
filing of Patents of Additions, o that if they e been used for

the principal Patent, new powers are n

Patent of Addition to be obtained.

Argentina. Germany. Por

Austria. Hungary. Russ
Belgium. Italy. Sp:

Brazil. Jamaica Sweden
Congo. Luxembourg Switzerland.
Costa Rica. Mexico. Tunis.
Denmark. Newfoundland, Turkey.
Finland. Norway. Uruguay.,
France.

November, 1902.

INTERNATIONAL CONVENTION FOR THE PROTECTION

OF INDUSTRIAL PROPERTY.

A number of foreign states have entered into a con

vention
with each other for th

protection of inventions, trade
and other industrial property. These include Belgium, Brazil,
Curacao and Surinam, Denmark, FEast Indian Colonies of the
Netherlands, France, Germany, Great Britain, Italy, Japan,
wew Zealand, Norway, Portugal,

-mark

Mexico,
Queensland, Santo Domingo, Servia,
Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, Tunis and the United States.

Canada has not yet joined the International Convention, and

c—t . ’
consequently, Canadians cannot file their applications under the
Convention.
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" [ PO T 1 1 r nravisions ¢ +h " ONYVON ne
The following are the leading provisions of the convention:
of each of the contracting states

regards palents,
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18 hall hav he latter, and th LIN(
legal rem nfi ) r 1 right D1 1ad

s A d on 1
{ L
’
( {
? ] ? {
s hei t

[ t 1 { other
5 of the Ui ¢ ) not b
ed \ 1 val

¢ fi y y i :

t inve L par ber th
ale of co f the d 1 or by 1 : i -
1 I ¢ e 1 | of priorl 1 be twelve

f industrial 18 and

y f ( T I
T} i u n i into the 1er'e the
pat 1 ranted X 1fal ¢ of the
n { 1
{ ] to v 1 | )
t ted ] f ( I t
( 1 | ea s
| aa ( ( | ( 11 pro=-
\ 1 . 1 f hi
Every tre ark duly 1 tered in 1 C ) of orig hall
after d ( n, 1 yistration, and protected in the
foirm originally reyi L in ¢ Lhe ol countri of the Union
That country sh I ( 1 ( try of or n wher
the lHcant } 1 ( f I If his chief Lt of
business is not t d in one of t ountri f the Union, the
country to which, the applicant- belongs shall be deemed the
country of origin.
Registration may 1 refused if the object for which it is

ity or public order

n

golicited is considered « 3 ) 0
The nature of the goods on which the trade-mark is to be
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used ean, in no case, be an obstacle to the registration of the
trade-mark,

A trade name shall be proteoted in all the countries of the
Unlon, without necesgity of registration, whether it form part
or not of a trade-mark.

All articles illegally bearing a trade-mark or trade name may be
scized on importation into those states of the Union where this mark
or name has a right to lcgal protection. The seizure may be effect-
ed at the request of either the proper public department or of
the interested party, pursuant to the internal legislation of
each country.

The provisions of the preceding arti
falsely bearing the name of any loc

ly to all go s
indication of the

place of origin, 1ch indication Is clated with a trade
name of a fictiti ha r or a imed with a fraudulen

ntion. Any ma rer r trader in ich goods, ¢ )
ished in the locality fal y £ ted as the place of ori
shall be deemed

The high contracting It ree to grant n
tection to pate e iny , to i 1strial desi

rade-n 1 at {1 (
1

THE FOLLOWING PATENTS EXPIRE WITH PRE-

VIOUS PAT (T ELSEWHERE

AT ti \u I ] ), British Gu 1, Brit-
He “ 1 1 if any),

l S. ) ) . v (or
tish winy) | y, I vard 1 1=

xpires with ( ! 1ether previously 1

, Mysore (or with either British or India if er),
Newfoundland, Orange River Colony, Rhodesia, Russia

1 hortest term foreign patent), Tunis, Turkey, Vene-

Patents taken under International Convention are to be exempt from
any liability that might otherwise attach to them of expiring with pre-
vious patenis in the other contracting States.

WHO MAY APPLY IN PLACE OF THE INVENTOR.

Assignee may apply in the following countries:

Argentine, Austria, Belgli n
must be produced and recorded), Ceylon, Congo, Denmark (as-
signment must be produced and recorded), Finland, France, Ger-
many, Hungary, Hong Kong, India (assignment must be pro-

Borneo, Canada (assignm
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duced and recorded), Italy, Japan, Jamaica (assignment must be
produced and recorded), Liberia (assignment must be produced
and recorded), Mysore, Mauritius, New Zealand (assignment
must be produced and recorded), Norway (assignment must
be produced and recorded), Orange River Colony (assignment
must be produced), Peru, Russia (assignment must be pro-
duced and recorded). Switzerland (assignment must be pro-
duced and recorded), Spain, Straits Settlements, St. Helena
(assignment must be produced and recorded), Turkey, Uruguay,
Venezuela.

BRITISH PATENTS.

The law of England permits an inventor to take out the pa-
tent there in two parts, if he prefers. The first part is called
Provisional Protection and protects the invention for a period of
nine months in many cases. The cost of this form of protection,
including all fees, is $26. The second part, or complete patent,
must be applied for previous to the expiration of the Provisional
Protection. The cost of this second part, or complete patent is
0. If a complete patent is applied for at the beginning, the
entire echarge is but $75, including all taxes for 4 years.

The patent is granted for 14 years and covers England, Ire-
land, Scotland, Wales, the Channel Islands and the Isle of Man.

{

FRENCH PATENTS.

Next to England in value to the patentee is France, with its
45,000,000 of enterpricing inhabitants. This country issues the
regular mechanical patent. It endures for fifteen years. Manu-
id ‘her people are

facturing is carried on largely in France ¢
quick ty adopt good Canadian and American inventions,

GERMAN PATENTS.

yermany issues two kinds of patents, namely, mechanical
patents and model patents. The first named endure for fifteen
years. They cannot be obtained unless the application therefor
is filed previous to the issue of the United States patent.

Model patents cost $40 all taxes paid for the first term of
three years. They embrace all small inventions such as culinary
utensils, tools, toys and such other articles as are complete in
themselves and capable of being had as articles of trade.

German patents cover the entire German Empire, including
Prussia, Bavaria, Baden, Saxony and Wurtemburg.
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BELGIAN PATENTS.

This country is the most progressive little country in all
Europe. The population is more than six millions, and manu-
facturing industries are carried on extensively, Good American
inventions find a ready market there and can be quickly sold at
a good profit. These patents endure for 20 years.

AUSTRIA.

Patents are granted for the term of but will
expire with a prior foreign patent of shorter term. Application
must be made before the invention is published or used In
Austria.

en years

HUNGARY.

Duration of Patent, fifteen years. Application must be filed
before the invention has been described in a printed publication
or is otherwise known in the country, or has been previously
patented.

SPAIN.

A Spanish patent covers Spain and all her coloni Patents
pplied for before the invention

are granted for twenty years |
has become publicly known in Spain or elsewhere. If the inven-
tion has been already patented abroad, a patent may be obtain-
ed for ten years, provided the application be made in Spain
within two years from the date of the foreign patent; should
more than two years have elapsed, the term will be for five
years only.

ITALY.

Patents are granted for fifteeen yecars. Application must be
made before the invention has been published, or become public-
ly known in Italy. If the invention has been previously patent-
ed abroad, application must be made before the expiration of
the foreign patent.
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NORWAY.

Duration of patent, fifteen years. Application must be made
before the invention is so well known in Norway that it can be
carried out by others. Publication in print of the exhibition hy
the invention will not defeat a patent, if the application be

t

made in six months thereafter.

SWEDEN.

Duration of Patent, fifteen years. The application must be

filed before the invention has been published in any country.

!
| COST OF FOREIGN PATENTS.

Prices quoted ¢n th following pag include taxes and all
! other fixed charges, where they exist, for the year, and in all
inical difficulties that
es. Objections on the

ordinary cases, the adjustment of ¢

may arise in the respective Pate
score of novelty or inoperativeness, requirements for division,
limitation, additional drawings and the like (involving extensive
alterations), interferences, protests, etc., necessitate additional
labor, which will ordinarily be charged for.
Special discounts will be made when the order for three cr
more countries is given at the same time,
i A retainer of $20.00 per application is required with the order
to go ahead; the remainder is due on the completion of the ap-
f plication papers.

To highly technical cases, especially those involving an inti-

mate acquaintance with the higher mathematics, chemistry,

elecricity, optics, acoustics, etec.; or some special and in-
tricate branch of industrial art, the above rates are not appli-
cable, but special rates will be made depending on the nature of
the case.

We have at present nearly 200 agencies in Europe alone.
These include most of the best known of the British and Con-
tinental Patent Agency firms, as well as many others less
I known but of equal quality. Our long experience as Interna-

national Patent Attorneys has given us unequalled opportunity
to gauge the respective merits of our confrercs abroad. We have
also at least one direct agent in every other country and each
British colony, even the smaller ones. It is our aim to entrust
each case to the local agent most qualified as an expert, or
otherwise to deal with its particular subject matter.
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Countries which our clients usually select as the best

in which to obtain patents.

[UUnited Stat ( r 1 Government fee, )..$40 b
Great Britain (complete patent)., ee 4e so oo 14 years$5 b
Great Britain (Provisi 1 P ti 9 months d
FPANCO.. o0 oo o0 oo o0 5o 00 o0 o0 os 5o oo oo os »s 15 year % e
BRIPINIY: < o0 ss 50 50 55 o wn ds @b on e sn we wsee B 9 50 ¢
Germany,. - i 3 . . .. 16 = e
Germany (Model Patent) 3 &% . ' 5 v 8 2 40 ¢
T £ eeTes .. 15 £ e
BRUDEAYY i os oo on ov &5 o3 s g e b ak oy 2D Y e
BRBAY s o5 v weia s 3 laxilss s T . | b 0 ¢
Norway .. .. .. gelies s S N v s v 2D o 70 ¢
Denmark.. . 6 s asllae e ¢ o i el wh .« 16 L 60 ¢
Spain and Colonie 20 % «
Portugal 15 ¢ 80 «
T T o Tikal 1oiE RSN s 6% 4n BB - 185 ¢
Sweden., 15 Y 70 ¢
frp—p 60 <
T™h o .
New South Wales, Victoria, Queensland, South
Australia, Western Australia and Tasn v 14 ' 125 »
New Zealand.. .. . ) . 14 " fi0
Transvaal (complete patent) . 5 125
“ Provisional Protection.. . g 9 months 30
TJRDAB ¢ oo o0 30 oo o4 65 s o8 38 58 90 sn s o0 .. 15 years 125
Mexico v

b Includes 1500 words of specification and 1 simple sheet of
drawings.

¢ Includes 1000 words of specification and 1 simple sheet of
drawings.

Extra f{pooif{c;\finn —When the specification In b and ¢
above excecds 1500 and 1000 words ree ctively an additional
charge is made as follows:

For 100 words In English . es oo $0.50
“o1m in French, German and Itallan 100

LI in other European languages.. .. .. 200

Extra Drawings, per gheet, according to amount of work
required $5 to $16.00.
d Where provisional protection is taken the cost of complet-

ing the patent is but $60.00
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COUNTRIES ARRANGED GEOGRAPHICALLY. \

EUROPE.

AUBEPIR 56 40 06 o0 40 65 53 sa s o av wn 36 2 os 1B VRN ST O
DOIEI i 3 5 55 20 55 <4 54 6% ae 29 35 09 o0 00 DD . 60 ¢
EINIRRERE s i oa o id e s34 ael s wseel w5 ek e 1D " 60 ¢
RARNBN 5 55 45 55 50 5% 55 24 4% 43 on sh aw sy v v B o 150 ¢

DROBCU . 5+ 55 54 a5 %5 ve 69 25 45 e oe »4 wb b3 4 1D § % e
TOTIRBRN o5 45 3 55 36 %% &n ‘a6 ba 5 Ak is o e w0 35 AP - % c |
German EMOdRL PRIEDL).. i o5 oo vs %% s o 36 B L {0 ¢

P~ —

ERIDEMIERE « o 0 %6 4o wx b4l o5 ow. 56l U8 n se as ax M = 250 b
CORERE BIRAIN . oo 0x s oo a5 w6 a8 4% 9w sk as s B 2 b

Bulgaria.. .. «v 0 .
Holland.. «u s 4o 55 ] There are no Patent Laws, but co

Roumania.. .. «s oo oo

BBV e ae as 14 wp B we 4516 e se 4d v suiaw os B YRRPRS 6D
16 " 70 ¢

o

LAUXOMDOULE.. oo os 50 50 35 a6 59 o5 o0 vs oo os o0 A9 = 50
Norway.. . o6 S B0 46 08 &4 @ B A M ¢ ‘] $T" C
POPLOBAL: . is 55 oo 6 a5 ou 65 2o 4a &s ow o8 68 4n se AP = 80
BRI 5 oo 5 54 snoannenc e samen. se wE Leswm sene A o 185
Spain and Colonies.. .. ««c vt 50 o0 o0 00 00 00 20 00 D %
BRI ox ih. b be s L6 B SRS TR R e 6 e c 70
BWItBOrIANA.: oo ox 06 65 o0 60 00 56 20 on w0 0 00 o0 o0 D o 60 e
ERTIEBY o0 439 638 0¥ @8 e @0 KE B B0 W sk 43 EBBL- B 10 ¢

000

(o]

AUSTRALASIA.

Commonwealth of Australia,. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 14 years §15 b
b oW ORIERT. . o sd b v Wans weeE seae @E sa 4% 38 = b

Extra Specification.—When the apecification in b and ¢
above exceeds 1600 and 1000 words respectively, an additional
charge is made as follows:

Per 100 words in English., .. .. .t «v vt v vv o0 +. 050
“o100 ¢ ‘“ French, German and Itallan.. .. 100
% " ‘“ Other European languages .. .. 300

Extra Drawings, per sheet, according to amount of work
mired, $6 to $15.00.
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CENTRAL AMERICA..

British Honduras..
Costa Rica.,
Guatemala..
Honduras. .
Nicaragua..

San Salvador.,

SOUTH AMERICA

Argentine Republic..
Bolivia..

Brazil.. .

British Guiana..

CBRE:s vo o5 o

Columbia.. "

Ecuador.. .. .. .

Paraguay.. .. 54 6d. 4 S e
e T R
Uruguay..

Venezuela..

WEST INDIES.

Bahama Islands..
Barbadoes.. ..

Bermuda. . el 08
Danish West Indies..
Grenada..

SREERINE o5 o4 o a0 g 0 %a
Leeward Islands..

St. Helena.. ..

St. Lucia.. . .

8t. Vincent.. .. ..

S8an Domingo..

Trinidad..

Cuba.. 20 3% Vb e LEE e
Porto Rico, Registration., ..

14 years §150 ¢

) L 225 ¢

15 = 400 ¢
14 s 250 ¢

10 ' 150 «
20 . 250 ¢

10, 15 years $175 ¢

6, 10 a2v C
15 120 ¢
14 &0 C
10 220 «
15 150 «
10 225
10 250 «
10 260
9 270 «
15 280 ¢

21 years $175 ¢

21 . 110 ¢
14 x 30 ¢
156 ¢ 3% c
11 v 125 ¢

14 s 1% ¢
14 £ 260 ¢
14 = 150 ¢

21 v 125 ¢
2 = 1% ¢
10 * 25 ¢
14 = 150 ¢
17 - 100 ¢

% c

b Includes 1600 words of epecification and 1 simple sheet of

drawings.

¢ Includes 1000 words of specification and 1

drawings.

simple sheet of
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ASIA.
British North Borneo.. .. .. .. .. «+ «+ «+ . .. 14 years $125c
KOMAONES i ox o0 Wb wy 4D ou e AD 3 35 4% wa ex kv BB = 150 ¢
No patent Law, but Inv. 14 - 150 ¢
China,, s <. 2 may be reg'd at China's
foreign Office.

Hong Kong.., .. §

SENEI o % sn Wi 38 4b Jaw $4 wd- 8086 0% ga0 ue we A &b 08 " 80 ¢
Btralte Bottlomonts.. «« oo 00 oo o5 55 0s 6s sa 36 00 3 ’» 145 ¢
Japan..
IR i we 95 50 on o8 53 5 2w Gn &% 49 016 op we §& 2B o 170 ¢
R S e S T e € “ 170 «

AFRICA.

o

CRPS COONY i ¢0 40 59 50 00 2% s e s0 33 05 ws o0 B F $120 c
Congo Free State.. .. .. vv o0 oo or o0 20 oo oo oo 20 ¥ 139 ¢
Gambia (British) .. «i .. oo oo 46 50 56 oo o5 o0 oo 14 ¥ 135 «
G CORSL COMBY s oo o6 o0 oo o5 35 56 o9 +3 si 50 &8 o 150 «
LRI i oo s lei bs 4% e ws 55 a¥ mE elew e aseen BE® W
BRI s oy . a ex SE B8 AVEEE v6 v e e e aedey 90 e 250 ¢
R e T . e " 12) ¢
OMRES RIVEr COlONY s o5 os s o6 o6 so o5 oo 6o o0 &8 -y 235 ¢
DORRIERE IO o oo +5 ve av. Saowe 09 v e we B " 176 ¢
BROITR LBODO . oo oo o5 o5 06 s ¥o 00 Wo $9 ¥b o8 e 325 ¢
R 050065 #s 56 195 5 T3 66 B8 K6 06 P e W kv I W 100 ¢
- T T Ry S A O PR M R INRP R R o 1755 ¢
R o s5 o o n s ah vd an e% e v ew e e 2R THAEE IO
TERRVEAL: s oi oo oo on we o4 58 g% av o0 S0 an ve-vs O o 1% ¢
TROBBEIE ¢ 2o 54 v 40 s s on Law 0 50 lee Wa 0 e 4e O " 179 ¢
BURRENE s c5 o0 03 0% we S48 s wa e SEme 8 e os e B i 170 ¢
Bast African Protectorate.. «. «c «c oo s¢ o0 o0 oo 14 “ 170 ¢
DR . o 2 vn selin ou bu bk w ae RO wel e 2N “ 10 ¢
Malta and CONZO .. v vv vv vr vr vn s0 ws o0 44 +0 14 e 150 ¢
BBYDL.s oo oo o3 20 30 ws 00 45 v9 22 3s 90 o9 oo o5 ve o 150 ¢

Extra Speccification.—When the specification in b and
above exceeds 1500 and 1000 words respectively, an addition:

charge is made as follows:

Per 100 words in English.. .. .. .. . .. %0 60

e " ‘“ French, German and Italian.. .. 100
“o100 ‘* Other European languages .. .. 200
Extra Drawings, per sheet, according to amount of work
required, $5 to $10.00.
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MISCELLANEOUS.

Channel Island—Guernesey..

14 years $10 ¢
Channel Island—Jersey ..

4 " 10e

FUEINDA IMENA 4 o0 oo 50 50 65 08 os os 4% o» is 1B - 155 ¢
Fiji Island.. F—— 14 “ 20 ¢
Iceland.. %2 c
Malta.. .. .. 14 " 100 ¢
Mauritius.. 55 o0 30 om W8 46 o4 w oo oo W " 200 ¢
Portuguese Colonles, each., .. .. .. vv vv ve 20 .. 20 L e
MYBOPOic so o6 o0 40 55 o4 00 o0 so oo o8 14 o 15 ¢
Philippines, Registration.. Be

b Includes 1500 words of specification and 1 simple sheet of
drawings.

¢ Includes 1000 words of specification and 1 simple sheet of
drawings.

Extra Specification.—When the specification in b and ¢
above exceeds 15600 and 1000
charge 18 made as follows:

Per 100 words in English., .. .. +v .. ..
“ 100 ‘“ French, German and Italian.. .. 100
“ 100 * *“ Other European languages .. .. 200

2
Extra Drawings, per sheet, according to amount of work
required, $5 to $10.00.

words respectively, an additional

ve oo oo 90 50
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REFERENCES.

We have been in business so long and have received so
many letters from clients expressing satisfaction for the man-
ner in which we have conducted their business that it would
be easy for us to fill a volume with such letters.

This we do not wish to do for obvious reasons, but, to give
a general idea of the appreciation of our clients for our ef-
forts in their behalf, we annex copies of some letters received
in the ordinary course of business which may be interesting
to new clients or persons contemplating the employment of
solicitors,

During the past vears we have represented inventors resid-

ing in nearly every city, county or village, in the Dominion of
e . ot

Canada and many residing abroad, and, if requested to do so,

we will cheerfully refer yvou to some client in your own vicinity.

We believe that most of them will speak well of us and say

that we were faithful and skilful in securing all they were en-

titled to under the patent laws and practice.
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LAVELL, FARRELL & LAVELL, Ahntins poo o Milions FJant
Varmistrs, # ™ ke CANADA
: ¢ . d ‘/. » i
QR dimt) BY  AG Ferddll B I (L ri |
J \

& A Lo

March 7th 19000.
Messrs Marion & Marion
Washington D.C, 3

Dear Sirs,- 1
I duly received yours of the 14th of Febdr

and am nok in receipt of yours o” tne getond and de 2 £
express my gratification at the 1%ormation given
of those letters. I should spologlize for not knowledging
before this yeur letter of the 14th but a number ef tters
have so engrasped me that I have not been able to come to
8 satisfactom eonclusfon as to foreign patenis, I will try
however td wfite you within the next few fays.

Of course if there is anything further t

i11 do its What you have done has been sb eminently

~ T

¢ tisfactory that I would consider it would be my own loss

in case any change was made,

You are perfectly right in your beltef that the

promise of Mr Seitz made in Montreal has Been fulfilled.

Yours truly, /)
s - ’
V/, \..—/,{( . 1"NL)(,/C{;,C
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ARCHIBALD SHARP

MARION & MARION.

47 Victora Street

)
Westmingter,

AS80C M T 08

CONBULTING ExQNEER

GMARTEAED PATENT AGENT;

loondon, 9th January, 1o 2
8w
Messrs Marion & Marion,
¥ew York Life Buildings,
Montreal, CANADA.

Dear Sirpg,
Your favour of the 28th inst, advising me of the

official notice of allowance for "Rolling Packing Tube' duly

to hand.
Allow me to take this opportunity of exprepsing my

ungublifiéd satisfaction at the manmer in which you have

handled this difficult case; 1 am sure nq Patent Agent could

have done it better, and 19 out of 20 would probably have

dong much worse. The case was doubly difficult from the
fact that in view of the prior British Patent the U.S.Patent,

to be valid,had of necessity to be issued before the British

one.

Yours faithfully,

_— MoK
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T S C. A. BARRON & LEWIN, (i

| MULSDEASFIELD L4
Alexandrs Chambers
0. 4 am Siree
SowEney Bricak ALEXANDRA CHAMBERS
T tall Sirest
\ o 52. JONN WILLIAM STREET
HUDDERSFIELD,, November 19th.. 190 !
N

Messre. Marion & Marion,

Experts In Britlsh

New York Life Building,

MONTREAL

PO Dear Sire,
Negoth s
e beg to acknowledge L& sare rec 29
Patent Drawings made —— " ' y nanTy
. p , Henry Wilkinson's Canadian Paten . 78077 4th,
a e 1902
Boarches oo ™ and "
Reports 1y ) We beg to thank you for getting this Patent through
o Jom
Valringementa valigity Without any action thereon, and t t the second one may also
i ations .
. come through ell right In good time.
' ) e ad n
P We have at present two cil ‘/\-'a,‘uca'.iom
Consultations & Advice : X
— R jenld courge of pr eparation and we hope to be able to send them
1 t Free w
1 «x On to you shortly.
. L i
LR R
Oppositions Conducted We are, Dear Sirs,
) Espur N
gived Yours faithfully,

.o =S T

AsslgnmentstLicences

od a0d) ¢
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RooM NoyIw

NEW YORK, N. Y.,

+

i Mess . Merion & Marion,

: ¥ountreal, Can.
Genllenen,-

We have your favor of the l14th inst.

e —————— 1 a—— .

TSR

<= L
RS S o

atent No. 51,497, with the certificate of one year

thereon, for which please accept cur thanvs.

4

‘:;454-?Ab“=x-ﬁ'§;F

enclosing Canadien

extension raecorded

very truly yours,

\

sSeeretary

s
V Sy
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Kentville, N.8., Feb. 7th, 1899.

MArION & MARION, Montreal.

Gentlemen.—I kindly extend my sincere thanks in acknow-
ledgement of the receipt of my German Patent. Also for the
prompt and efficient manner you transacted business up to
date,

Yours kindly,

Geo. M DONALDSON.

Toronto, Ohio, Jan. 25, 1900,

1e
u

Mpessris. MARION & MARION, Montreal, Qi

Genilemen,—This is to inform you that I received my
Canada Patent some days since, and as I am more than
pleased, you have my many thanks for your quick and effec-
tive work.

Yours truly,

J. M. DORSEY.

MEssrs. MARION & MARION, Montreal
Batisse New York Life,

Messieurs,—Quoiqu'un peu en retard, nous accusons ré-
ception de nos brevets C(Canadien, Américain et Anglais, et
aprds examen, nous sommes tellement satisfaits de vos ser-
vices qu'il nous serait impossible de ne pas vous remercier
cordialement, tout en vous assurant que ce sera toujours un
devoir pour nous de vous envoyer ceux de nos amis qui pour-
raient étre intéressés dans les brevets.

Bien a4 vous,

GEOFFRION & BELANGER,

2112 Notre Dame.
Montréal, Janvier 29, 1900,




MARION & MARION.

Winchester, Ont., Jan. 29, 1900.

Mgessrs. MARION & MARION, Montreal,

Dear Sir,—I am in rcceipt of your favor of 15
closing Brit'sh Patent No. 17000, Aug. 22, 189,

Yours truly,

Roadmn st

Meclita, Man., Jan. 26, 190¢.

MARION & MARION.

20th, T received my

Dear Birs,—In reply to yours of the
pleased with

Canadian Patent yesterday. I am very highly
it, and will say that whenever I have any further business in

your line I shall be more than pleased to engage your ser

vices.
I remaln,

Yours truly,

JAcoB N. FORLER.

New Ross, Ont., Nov. 10, 1900,

Mgessre,. MARION & MARION, Montreal.

Gentlemen,—I have recelved my Canadlan Patent, for

which please accept thanks.
1 also thank you most sincerely
the businesslike way you have carried my patent
I had all confidence in your firm when I placed my appli-
cation for patent in your hands. I will always recommend
vou to all T know who intend taking out a patent, for you are

for the painstaking, and
through.

very painstaking in every way.
I hope soon to have more work for you in this line

fours very truly,

Joser SKERRY.
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Bt. Roch, Quebec, 30 Oct., 1900.
Messrs. MARION & MARION, Montreal.

Messieurs,—Nous accusons réception par le courri

matin du certificat d’'enregistrement de notre marque de com-
merce ‘‘FOS.” Veuillez accepter ncs remerciements pour la

1 n

promptitude avec laquelle vous nous avez servi.
Bien A vous,

F. SCHrRYBURT & Co.

Kentville, N.S., April 30, 1900,
MARrION & MARION, Montreal.

Gentlemen,—I received my United States patent, for which
I desire to convey my heartfelt thanks, and because of the
many patents obtained for me through your efforts, it affords

isure to commend you to a persons having
patent business, especially to those who wish to obtain broad
and comprehensive patents, as I know your skill and general
abllity is unapproachable,

Yours very truly,

GEOo. M. DONALDSON.

Trail, B.C., July 30, 1900.
MARION & MARION.

Dear Sirs.—Enclosed find $20.00 final Government fee to
iseue Patent. I thank you for the honest and energetic way
that you have attended to my business. I shall entrust all
future business to you, and would recommend all inventors
to do likewise,

Yours respectfully,

Tnos. McKELVEY.
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Little Glace Bay, C.B., Sept. 2}, 1900.

MgEssrS. MARION & MARION.
Patent Attorneys, Montreal.
Gentlemen,—Yours of the 17th inst. to hand, containing my
Canadian Patent, of which I feel very proud.
[ am certain I have obtained such a patent as would be
possible to have only through your firm, and I must congra-
I made in selecting my attorney,

tulate myself on the choice
that I may make

as that was the first important step. I hope
my future steps in connection wih my devices as successful

I thank you for the gentlemanly manner in which you
have carried on the correspondence, and the very satisfactory
way you have transacted my business. When in need of any
future service in your line will correspond with you. Again

thanking you, I beg to remain,
Yours very truly,

MicHAEL E. McNEIL.

Amherst, N.S., Oct. 23, 1900..

Messrs. MARION & MARION, Montreal.

Gentlemen,—Your letter of the 17th just receved, with no-
tice of allowance of United States patent on propeller.

It was a surprise to me. It is the shortest time in which
I ever received a patent before, and I wish to thank you for
your promptness.

I will recommend you to my friends and hope to have an-
other case ready for you very soon.

Your drawings and specifications cannot be
Canada. Agaln thanking you for your promptness, I am

equalled in

Yours respectfully,

GEORGE H. Cove.

P.8.—You will, no doubt, hear from us in a few days in

reference to taking out foreign patents on propeller.

Yours,
G K C.
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Evecrett, Wash., U.S.A., Nov. 1}, 1900.
MEssrs. MARION & MARION, Montreal.

Gentlemen,—I received the patent (U.S.) to-day, and must
take this opportunity of thanking you for the zeal and trouble
you have taken in a very difficult cas

Faithfully your
PErcY HuLL BROW
Halifax, N.S., Dce. 15, 1900.
MEssrRS. MARION & MARION,
New York Life Building, Montreal.

Dear Sirs,—Your favor of the 13th inst enclosed pa-

tent came duly to hand, this day, for whicl

1 my thank
I can assure you, your promptness and busin methods ha
confirmed your firm in my estimation and will honestly
thing I can or that lays in my power to
your firm, and hope you will

takings.

do any
speak honestly of
be successful in your under-

Wishing a happy Christmas.

Respectfully,

P. DoYLE

Fairville, N.B., April 13, 1901.

Mgessrs. MARION & MARION, Montreal.

Gents,—Yours of the 9th inst. recelved,
patent; many thanks for same. The drawings and specifi-
cation are entirely satisfactory and reflect credit on you
Thanking you again for your careful attention to my busi-
ness, I remain,

containing British

DANIEL CAMPBELL.

£t

At il
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Cumberland, B.C., March 13, 1901.

MARION & MARION.

Gentlemen,—Your favor containing patent to hand. Thanks
for promptness. Any future business I may have in connec-
tion with Patent Office will be put into your hands.

I remain,

Yours respectfully,

JoHN FURROW.

Montreal, 9 Mars, 1901.

MEessrs. MARION & MARION,
New York Life Building, Cité.
Messieurs,—J’accuse, avec plaisir, réception de la vbtre en
mon

date du 7 courant, alnsi que son contenu, c'est-A-dire

remerciements.
Votre trds respectueux,

J. A. BREAUDRY,

z brevet canadien, et pour lequel, veuillez accepter mes sincéres
i

1662 rue Ste. Catherine.

|

Wallace, N.8., May 25, 1901

MzussrsS. MARION & MARION,

Dear 8Sirs,—Your favor of 22nd inst. to hand, enclosing
Canadian Patent. I congratulate myself in having secured

your services and thank you for the sincere and prompt man-

&
H; ner in which you transacted my business.
i1
54 Yours very truly,
kg
i‘? A. McCINTOSH.
&
P.8.—I am making arrangements to apply for a U. 8. pa-

fe tent, and will write you in a few days.
g i A. Mel.




|

Bt. Hyaointhe, Avril 12, 1901

Mgessrs. MARION & MARION, Montreal.

Messieurs,—J'accuse réception de votre lettre du 11 cou-
rant et son contenu, mon brevet canadien. Mercl de votre
diligence,

Bien & vous,

L. P. MoRIN.

Wyoming, June 8, 1901,

Mzussrs. MARION & MARION, Montreal.

Gentlemen,—I received my Canadian Patent No. 71,650, and
I am very much pleased with your work. I shall always con-
sider it my duty to recommend the firm of Marion & Marion
to any of my friends who may require patents.
Thanking you for your promptness and attention to this
matter, I remain,
Yours truly,

ALEXANDER J. GILLATLY.
P.O. Box 201, Ontario.

Lachine Rapids, June 1}, 1901.

Mgussrs. MARION & MARION,
Engineers and Patent Attorneys, City.

GENTLEMEN,

Acknowledging the receipt of my U. 8. Patent for “Speed
Regulator for Prime Motors,” I beg to thank you most sin-
cerely for your excellent services in procuring for me a patant
with such broad claims. Any future patent cases 1 shall glad-
ly ertrust to your care, for then I am confident they will
come to a successful lssue. Hoping that my Canadian patent will
soon be allowed, I am,

Yours very truly,

A. MEUSCHEL, B. B.

MONTREAL & WASHINGTON. 115
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Dunrea, Man., July 2, 1901.

MEssRrRS. MARION & MARION, Montreal.

DBEAR SIRS,
I have the pleasure to acknowledge the rcceipt of my Can-
prompt and

adian Patent, for which accept my thanks for th
have transacted the business

complete manner in which you
for some time yet. If I re-

I was not expecting my Patent
quire similar business in the future I will certainly employ
you as my attorneys.

Awaiting the U. 8. Patent,

I am, yours respectfully,

JOHN G. TAYLOR

Iberville, Que., 11 Juillet, 1901.

Mgessrs. MARION & MARION, Montreal

Messicurs,—J'accuse réception a la votre qui m'est parve-
nue ce matin, dans laquelle était inclus mon brevet. Veulllez
n

epler me remetr; en
Pour la Patente aux
je me décide de la prendre.

Etats-Unis, je vous verral sous peu =i

Votre tout dévous,

Jos. AREL.

Cumberland, B.0., June 2jth, 1901,

MARION & MARION.

GENTLEMEN,

inst. enclosing British Patont No. 2364,
I shall be glad to recom-
of first-class at-

Yours of the 10th
for which please ac ept my thanks.
mend you to any one requiring the service

torneys.
Yours truly,

JOHN FURROW.
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Longue Pointe, P.Q., 13 Avril, 101,

Y MEegsns, MARION & MARION,
Batisse New York Life, Montréal.

Messleurs,—Je viens de recevoir 1 brevet américan et je

me fals un devoir de vous féliciter de la promptitude que vous !

) avez eue A le préparer avee soin; je me fals aussi un devoir de
a vous recommander aux inventeurs comme solliciteurs compe-
h tents et prompts & exécuter les demandes qui vous sont con-
R ] fiées.
% : Espérant pouvoir vous prouver encore une fois la conflance
J ! que j'al en vous.

i

|

Je demeure, votre dévoué, !

i
i HiprP, BERGERON, architecte.
i
Tittle Metis, P.Q., July 21, 1901
MARION & MARION. .
Dear Sirs,—I meceived the United States Patent, and am
lez much obliged to you for the prompt 1 everyt} r has been
conducted. Should I have, at any time, the need of a Patent
el Attorney I will call upon you.
Yours truly, -
GEO. Sius,
Vittoria, August 3rd, 1901.
MEssRrRs. MARION & MARION, Montreal, Que.
i
Gentlemen,—I take pleasure in acknowledging the receipt i
of my Canadian Patent, and I feel very thankful to you for
yvoun faithful services, and trust the United States Patent will
2364, come in due time.
om- Awaiting the same, I remain,

at-
Yours respectfully,

F. A. COLLVER.
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Toronto Junction, Ont., Aug. 10th, 1001.

MARION & MARION, Montreal.

DBEAR SIRS,

Have just received my Canadlan Patent, which was for-
warded to me from Sturgeon Falls, where it has been delayed
for some time. I am unable to express the thanks your firm
deserve for their promptness in transacting my business. I
regret that I had not secured your serviccs before, as it would
have saved me time and money, which were spent to no avail
by placing my former patent business in the hands of cheap

to place their patent
and

attorneys. I would advise all invent
kK ) r workmanship

ir hand 1s I think you

u e imn y

businesss principles are unequalled. All my future patent
business, which I hope will be extensive, I promise to place in
your hands.

Again thanking you for
in getting my patent, and
serve,

promptness and good work

your
the succeas you de-

wishing you

I remain, yours truly,
JoEN L. PRINGLE.

Kilsyth, $rd Dec., 1901

MEessrRS. MARION & MARION.
Patent Solicitors, Montreal.
I¢ Tally Sheet

received here in my

Dear Sirs,—The patent in this was
who at-

absence on the 28th ult. I understand that my son,

tends to some of my business in such cases, has acknowledged
the rece'pt of the patent on my behalf. I feel however, that
1 would be lacking in ordinary courtesy if I did not try to ex-
press to you my high appreciation of your proficiency as

Patent Solicitors.
In my experience, every word published in testimony of

your unquestionable skill and honourable methods of doing
business has been verified and vindicated.
You will hear from me later about the U. 8.
In the meantime, accept my thanks for your prompt and
faithful attention to the business 1 entrusted to you.

application.

Yours sincerely,

W. BEATON.
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Nelson, B.C., Oct. S1st, 1901,
Mmssrs. MARION & MARION, Montreal.
Dear B8irs,—Yours of the 23rd enclosing the Canadian Pa-

tent came duly to hand, and I have to kindly thank you for
the promptitude and care which have been bestowed by

your
firm on the professional work in connection with obtaining my
fact, that before transferring my business to you it had come
to & standstill, owing to gross incomp«tence, and dishonesty
part f the rm ) who | 1 W
You may rest assured I shall always recommend your firm
to my friends. Again thanking ) . 1 am, dear sirs,

Yours very truly,
JOHN PATERSON.

Montrecal, July 6, 1901,

Mesers. MARION & MARION,

Engineers and | € Attorney Montreal.
Clontlemen I received my (Cax 1 2 t No, 72 nd
thank you very much for the prompt and efficlent manner in
conducting my bus‘ness and procuring me Canadian and | S

Patents with such perfect claims.

I shall always gratefully remember you in future patent
transactions and recommend you as most competent attorneys
to my acquaintanees.

Sincerely yours,

A. MEUSCHEL.
Hydraulic Co., Montreal, P.Q.

Wolfville, N.S., Feb. 27th, 1899,
MARION & MARION,

Sire.—Your favor containing patent papers at hand. Many
thanks for promptness, I shall entrust all future business to
yvou and recommend all to do so.

Yours faithfully,

B. G. BisHor.
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MARION & MARION.

MESSRS, MARION & MARION.

tent duly received, and of which I feel very proud. I am cer-

tain 1
to have only through your firm and I must congratulate myself

on the choice

Westficld QOentre, N.B., December 81st, 1899.

Gentlemen.—Yours of the 29th containing my Canadian Pa-

have obtained such a patent that it would be impossible
I made in selecting my aitorneys, for that was
hope that I may make my future
as successful. I now
have carried on the

t important step. I

the fir
with my device

teps in connection
thank you for the gentlemanly way you
correspondence, and the very satisfactory way you have done
the business. I also wish that the coming new year may be

one of prosperity to you.
Yours very truly,

N. H. LISTER.

Hamiota, Man., Nov. 2jth, 1897,

MARION & MARION, 185 St., James St., Montreal,
Dear Sirs,—Your esteemed favour of the 16th ultimo to hand,
enclosing Patent on Land Scrubber, 1 beg to thank you very

much for your efforts in this matter. I was agreeably surpris-
ed at my recelving Patent so soon, as it is my intention to

put the Scrubbers on the market myself. It is not my intention
to secure American Patent. Again thanking you, I beg to

remailn,

Yours very respectfully,
A. E. BROWN.

Boissevain, Man., Feb. 25th, 1899.

MARION & MARION,

Dear Sirs.—Received this mail my Canadian Patent for self
rocking cradle, No. 62675 Feb, 16, 189, and T am very much
pleased with your work. As soon as circumstances permit I

will try the English Patent next.
With thanks and kind regards,
Yours sincerely,
L. F. CUTTEN.
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Albert Head B.U. Dec. 18th, 1899.

MEssrS. MARION & MARION, Montreal.

Dear 8irs.—I have to acknowledge receipt of the British
Patent $045 addressed to Mr. Ellison. I must again thank
ence with which you have prosecuted my busi-
e that If you are entrusted with any other

you for the dili
1 d only hoj
case of mine—and 1 assure you I would not think of employ-

anyone else—it will be a case where less work on your
part wlill be needed.
Hoping to hear from you anent the other three countries
(U. 8., France and Belgium),

I am, Sirs,

Yours gratefully,

HENRY JONES.

Tilsonburg, Ont., Aug. 21st, 187,

MARION &
Dear 8

received my Canadian Patent on Aug h

and I ean assure you I was more than pleased. I shall always
consider it my duty to recommend this firm of Ma n & Ma-

rion to any of my friends who may require the scrvices of
competent Patent Attorneys. How much longer do you think
it will be before you hear from the United States Patent.
Thanking you for your promptness and attention to this mat-
ter.
I remain, Yours truly,
HENRY L. KIMPTON.

Leamington, Ont., Dec. 30, 1899,
MEessrs, MARION & MARION, Montreal.
Dear 8irs,—United States Patent received thi morning

with many thanks to you for your masterly work in obtainir
it. You can add my name to your list and refer any one to

1

me that you wish. I will do a'l T ean for yon
Yours very truly,

EDGAR MCCLATCHEY.
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Phillipsburg, Que., 83rd April, 1898.

FENTLEMEN,

Yours of 21st. inst. containing United States patent for iy
“Clothes Tongw"” for removing clothing from boiling water re-
ceived, and I cannot fully express my thanks and gratitude,
for the able manner in which you have pressed my application
to a final issue. Before writing yvou I placed my application
in the hands of a prominent firm of Patent Solicitors in New
York City. This firm made a preliminary search, and reported
my chance for obtaining a patent as hopeless, and advised me
not to make the attempt, citing two patents which had been
granted some 28 years since on articles for similar purposes,
though not constructed like mine, said patents having also
expired several years since. 1 then placed my application In
your hands, with the gratifying result that the Patent is now in
my hands. Great credit is due you for the broad patent you se-
cured, the claims being perfect.

My Canadian patent you obtained In 16 days. Your charges
are cxiremely low considering the value of your services, which
enables an inventor with moderate means to obtain the brst
service with about one-half the money required by some Patent
Attorneys. If my voice could reach every inventor on this con-
tinent, T would say ‘Do not attempt to obtain a patent yourseclf,
but place your application for Home or Fore patents in the
hands of Messrs. Marion & Marion, whom few equal and non
ercel.”’

You are at liberty to refer to me always.

Very truly yours,

E. B. BTEVENSON.

Jersey Oity, Nov. 27th, 1896.
MRr. J. A. MARION,

Dear Sir,—In regard to yours of Nov. 24 inst., I am sur-
prised to think that you could get my Canadian Patent out in
such a short time and you deserve great praise and credit for
it. I have found you to do just as you said you would do and
therefore I know that you are reliable. I will also have you
to do all my business concerning Patents in the future.

I remain thankfully yours,

CHAS. ESCHER.

143% Fremont St., Jersey City, N.J., U.8.A.




MONTREAL & WASHINGTON. 123

Detroit, Mich., March 21, 1898.

MEsSsSRS. MARION & MARION, Montreal, Que.

Gentlemen,—Your favour of the 19th at hand, also enclosure
of our patent No. 61,666. Please accept our thanks for your
promptness in getting this extended.

When in need of any services on your side will correspond
with you.

Ycurs truly,
AMERICAN ELECTRICAL HEATER Co.
per JOHN SCUDDEN,

Sec. and Trea

Kingsbury, Que., March 5, 1898
MEssRS, MARION & MARION, Montreal.
Gentlemen,—I received the United States Patent on Cloth

Measuring Machine. When [ have
you

another 1 will remember

Yours truly,
T. R. WOODARD.

Hamburg, Mich., Aug. 2}, 1897.
MEessrS. MARION & MARION, Montreal.

Gents,—I received both the Canadian and United States
Patents to-day and can say that our dealir

ngs have heen very
pleasant and satisfactory and if you think there would be any

thing in it for us to patent in any foreign country would say
if you wish to go to the whole expense,
and give you one half interest in
to invest.

I will sign all papers
it as I have no more money
Yours truly,

JAS. NISBET.

Stanbridge Station, Que., Juillct 20 1897.
MESSIEURS MARION & MARION, Montréal,

Messieurs,—J'al recu mon brevet 56594 pour devidoires. Je

suis trés satisfait et je vous offre mes remerciements pour vos
bons services.

Votre tout respectueux,
Louis BARCELOUX.




MARION & MARION.

Collingwood, Ont., July 28th, 1897.

M=ussrs., MARION & MARION, Montreal.

o
;'; A Gentlemen,—Please accept thanks from Mrs. Law for your
%‘- prompt attentlon in getting extension of one year on Patent.
f If anything more is required will remember you.
4 Yours truly,

JOHN LAw,

Lowell, Mass., 16 Janvicr 1898.

b

& |

‘ MESSIEURS,—Avec quel plaisir aujourd’hul nous venons vous
pour l'ouvrage et le succés que

canadienne; tout

cholx en mettant

Ceci est une preuve

tout notre coeul
pour notre patente

un bon

le
ez obtenus

vous nous
nous avons fait
gir pour nous.

nous prouve
tout entre les mains pour agl
1

F de votre bon dévouement pour vos clients et
pour plus tard si I'on vient & avoir besoin de vous et nous es-

*

! pérons qu'avant blen longtemps nous serons heureux de s'a-
dresser encore & vous. Ainsi done, mille pour
§ ce que vous nous avez obtenu et ce que

" tenir de Washington que nous attendons avec impatience.

Vos dévoués,

LEFEBVRE, POLIQUIN & LAVOIB,

b Montcalm Avenue, Lowell, Mass.

remercier

que

un encouragement

remerciements

vous allez nous ob-

Sintaluta, Ass., Oct. 8, 1898.

MESSR3. MARION & MARION, Montreal, Que.

e Dear Sirs.—I recelved my Canadlan Patent for Pitman, No.
: 61283 and I can you I was more than surprised and
pleased. I am very with same, the claims
being so broadly and clearly executed. You must have been

being rejected so many times.

surely vexed and tried with it
I think it impossible for a patent intrusted in your hands to

had my business

assure
much satisfied

—— e

fall to the ground, I dare state that never
been attended to in such a businesslike and masterly manner.
connections with you in the present case have been of

My
such g nature as will lead me to place my future business In

1 e e
v

i
I
é'.’ yvour hands, and I will take pleasure in recommending you as
f v honest and capable patent attorneys,
v
(]
l} Yours truly,
4, C. W. Ross.

P.S.—I expect to apply for a U. 8. Patent in a few days
will advise you.
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Philipsburg, Que., Nov, 17,
Mpssrs. MARION & MARION, Montreal.

Your favour with patent papers inclosed received. T w
much surprised to receive them so much sooner than exp
Only 11 days since 1

as
woeted

received my officlal receipt. I do
think any other attorneys could have done as well.
broken the record.

not
You have
If my voice could reach every inventor on
this continent, I would employ Marion & Marion.

I heartily thank you for the prompt manner
have secured my Canadian Pat
you can to

sa

in which 1
will do all
ites patent and that your ef

ent and hoping you
secure the United St
forts may be crowned with success, but on ms part T am go
ing to send you a box of cigars as soon as I can, and do you
all the good I can.

I remain, your truly,

E. B. STEVENSON,
Philipshurg, Que

Victoria, B.C., Sept. 28th, 1807
MARION & MARION, Patent Solieltors, Montreal
Gentlemen,—1I beg to acknowledge the
man Patent, for which I desire to express my sincere thanks
for your promptness in transacting my busine

t

receipt of the Ger-

Yours respectfully

THOMAS KIPLING.

St. George, N.B., December 15th, 1897.
MARION & MARION.

Dear Sir,—Yours received with assignment C. E.
Patent No. 57210 to me,
you very much.

Rapley

together with Patent itself. Thank

Yours truly,
H. MCLEAN.

Trois-Rivieres, Que., 21 Mai 1897.
MONSIEUR,

Je recois A l'instant ma patente Américaine et me fais un
devoir de vous adresser immédiatement mes remerciements.

Votre dévoué,

BEuvua, GODIN.
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MARION & MARION.

Owen Sound, Ont., March 8th, 1897.

MEssrS. MArRION & MARION, Solicitors of Patents,
185 St James St., Temple Bldg., Montreal.
GENTLEMEN,
I notice in Toronto World that yvou have secured for the fol-
ti “letters patent” for their inventions. I would

lowing partie
in shape to be

like you to advise me if the i on re
put on and sold on the market and also to whom I should ap-

ply for information regarding the same.
Alice J. Hoyrasdt, Hudson, N.J., S ty Pin.
1., Hook and Eye.

Francis H. Gorrill, N¢ )
Sallie A. Seager, Allentown, Pa., Non re-fillable bottle
Caroline A. Stone, Alleg 1y, Pa Skirt ipp. Belt

3. Parry, Galesburg, 1ll., wring Apparel.
Elizabeth G. Tebbutt, All ., Self Meas. Bottle,
Mary R. Lucas, Omaha, Neb., Skirt Lifter Holder and Ad-

Mattie King, Plymouth, Mass., Imp. Safely Envelope.
Helen B. Rennie, Stratford, Can., Bley. Skirt adj. and
Holder.

Jennie M. Secord, Rotterdam Jct., N.Y,, Garment and shawl
pin.
Natalie Schell, San Francisco, Cal 5 Body Form for D.
maker.

If you will kindly advise me as to above, I will consider it
a favour.

Yours respectfully,
R. P. BLACK,

Owen Sound, Ont. Box 17.

eeformatory, Penctanguishe, Ont., March 28th, 1897.

MEssR8. MARION & MARION,

Dear Sirs,—In answer to your letter of the 8th inst. I re-
ceived the Canadian Patent all right; hoping you will soon hear
from the United States. And as to being satisfied with your
services, I am perfectly satisfied and consider my business done
in a very businesslike manner.

Will you be kind enough to send me the model back if it's
not required any more.

I remain yours truly,
W. H. SMITH.
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MONTREAL & WASHINGTON.

Hochelaga, Que., 22 Janvicr 1897.
M. J. A. MARION,

Cher Monsieur,—Veuillez agréer mes plus sincdres rem
ciements pour le brevet de roue de voiture que je vim d'ob
tenir du Gouvernement Canadien par votre habile entremis

J'aime & vou dire que je su réellement wtisfait d
1 1 o1 | ol nua « evet d i
15 « mbr¢ u 16 \ et 1 t !
( 1 d 1 1 ( {
1 la prorx i | \ ) i 1
( mot QU 18 ( ( 1 I
¢ ir quand il y a n 1 d 1 i Je v rem 1
d'avoir si bien agi & mon égard et je vous pri e croire que
non seulement je vous donneral d'autre breve A préparer

mals encore Jje vous recommanderal fortement comme sollici-
teur compétent et honnéte. Bon succeés dans mon brévet Amé-
ricain,

Bien & vous,

Stanbridge Station, Que., April h, 1897,

MESSIEURS MARION & MARrioN, Montréal,

Messieurs,—Votre faveur du 22 courant et mon brevet d'in-
vention américain recu avece beaucoup de joie. Je suls trés sa-
tisfait de vos services relativement a cette affaire et je vou
offre mes remerciements pour le succés que vous avez ol 1
pour moi.

Votre bien dévoué,
Loulis BARCELOUX,

Church Point,
MEssSRS., MARION & MARION.

Dear Sirs,—I received Canadian Patent on my ival home
Saturday and was much pleased to get it. I am now making
armrangements with a firm in Yarmouth to have some made in
order to test them. I am not yet ready to apply for the United
States patent, but I think I will be soon.

Please accept many thanks for your promptness and good
work in getting patent out.

June 15th, 1897.

Yours truly,
WM, S. MELANCON.
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MARION & MARION.
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Beausejour, Man., September 18th, 1897.
TO ALL WHOM IT MAY CONCERN.

Jeing in need of the services of a competent and honest
beration, employed Messrs

patent attorney, I, after some delib

Marion & Marion, of Montr v h gen 1en I h ) i
to be indeed thoroughly c« do 1 | n
i wetordl nd lso 1 1 ] | t tl
ree to do The i 1 on ( { insi (
from the ti of fil'x { 1
t t th ¢ inside of a mth, It is with the greatest

pleasure that I recommend those gentlemen to the confiden

of the Canadlan public.

i
i
’ Yours very truly,

W. H. ORR.

;.) p—

’[' Jackman, Maine, U.S.A., 11th Oct., 1897.

iy

i MARION & MARION.

¥

R Je suis chargé de la part de monsieur Julien Boucher de
{ vous présenter ses plus sincéres remerciements pour avoir si
f- bien réussi A obtenir sa patente des Etats-Unis. Il est d'autant
i | plus content qu’il ne conservait aucun espoir de l'obtenir.

L143

4 [1 ne manquera pas de vous accorder son patronage quand
I I l
i ! il prendra ses nouvelles patentes, car il en a plusieurs autres
8 en marche.

i

} 1

f, : Je demeure votre tout dévoué,

g JosepH FOREST,, prétre, curé,
ﬁ ! Jackman, Me., U.S.

.0‘)

' —
gy
\ Kelly Ville, near Paramatta, New South Wales,

Australia, 8rd, 1896.

—— =

GENTLEMEN,
I am writing to thank you for the trouble you have taken

in getting the Canadian Patent of my label and capsule, which
considering 1 am in Australia, nearly 9,000 miles from Montreal,

does you great credit

Falthfully yours,

ARTHUR STOCKDALE JACKSON.
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MONTREAL & WASHINGTON.

Black Cape, Que., Oct. 20th, 1897.

Black Cape, Bonaventur Q

MarioN & MARION

Gentlemen,—1I rec my lette of 1 1 or C
Pounder to-nig You 1 b prom
n 1 entir atisf 1 | A

0l I's Canada
I am ever youl trul

C. V. Woor

Victoria, B.C., November 11th, 1897.

MARION & MARICN, Montreal.

hand. T am more than pleased with it nd you have my
cere thanks for your promptnces. I am su'e that yon
condu ted m b 1 in a mo-t tisfactory manner, a
all tuke great plea:ure in reommen r you to my frier
who may require th of m \ I

vour warning of use. T have recelved several letters fr

“Patent Attornevs.” but I pay no attent’on to them wha'e

Hoping soon to receive my other Patents, T am
Faithfully yours,

THos. KIPLING.




MARION & MARION.

Montreal, Que., Sept. 12th, 1896.

M. J. A. MarioN, Patent Solicitor, Montreal.

4
4 Dear Si rs of the 11th inst. with letters patent en-
:? losed, came duly to hand, and in acknowledging the receipt
£ of the same 1 avall mysclf of the opportuni'y to express to
7‘ vou my 8neere thanks and rsatisfaction for the efficient and
4 prompt work you have complished for me in procuring me
a good patent after the application had been rejected in the ha
o' unoth atto iwho worked unsuc sfully during 0
mon'hs. T must also state that you amended the application
P and secured the patent inside of 14 day I shall be ready to
i recommend yvour valuable es as solicitors of patents and
g specialists in rejected cases.
J
I 1 teull I
A1ME TAILLEFER, Carriagemaker
i 667 St. Paul Street
| o
g Montrcal, Que., Fcb. 24th, 1806
4

DeAR SIR,

containing official notice of allow-

s
g4 | Your favour of the 22nd
L8 ! ance of my application is at hand. In justice to you, I must
[ say that you harve obtained in less than two months an application
1’{_ § which had been rejected in the hands of M. B. & F., of this city, and
it abandoned by them as fully anticipated.

The spedifications and claims as amended by you, are

comprehensive, fully cover the construction and refleet credit
in the able manner in which you
honest, conscientious
r; it would have

o
i on yvou as experts not only

have assisted me personally, but as

‘:, 1 gentlemen. I wish T had known you soone

) bern to me a considerable saving, both in time and money.

| I must se ou shortly bout the va'idity f m Canadian
lPatert prepared by M. B. & F., who could not get the Amq«

ican Patent, and in the future, T will never entrust any busi
TOO MUCH AT

nes: to CHEAP ATTORNEYS, 1T COSTS

THE END.
Sincerely yours,

JoHN DONNELLY,

81 Greene Avenue,
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MONTREAL & WASHINGTON. 131

Wapclla, Assa., May 25, 1898.
Mgessrs. MARION & MARION,

I received my English Patent No. 30675, for which please
accept my thanks.

H. B. FI1TZ8IMON.

Montreal, March 6th, 1896.

DEAR SIR,

It may be superior knowledge of patent business giving
your individual attention to your clients’ affairs until they
are disposed of, or it may be from some mysterious cause un-
known to me; I do, however, most emphatically state that
during a long expcrience in the patent business, I am better pleased
with your conduct of my affairs in the Canadian and Foreign Pa-
tent offices than all other agents that I had to deal with put
together. Yes, gentlemen, you have been prompt, careful and
successful, and you can always consider me one of your

standing references.
Very truly yours,

ARTHUR DUBREUIL,
156 Berri Street.

Lowell, Mass., July 6th, 1806,

DEAR SIR,

You will find me very negligent in not answering and
thanking you for your promptness, but I have just got home,

I will try and get the American Patent through your of-
fico as soon as I can. I am much pleascd with your work and
your activity in obtaining Canadian patents and cannot thank
you enough.

Yours truly,

T A RrYaAN
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MARION & MARION.

Quebee, Dec. 24th, 1895.

GENTLEMEN,

My patent No. 50,884 for Rallway, came to hand last night,
and was accompanied by your valued favour notifying me of
date of mailing patent. Acknowledging the receipt of both,
I have to say that I thank you for your promptness and would
say to inventors who may nced the services of a competent,
honest, and painstaking atiorncy, in any business they may wish
to transact with the patent bureau, that in my judgment,
they cannot possibly do bettcr than to entrust their business to your
firm, knowing as I do that it will receive your earnest, prompt
and faithful attention,—the fact being that you secured the
patent in 22 days only. Closing, I will say that I thank you,
and aiso that you are at liberty to make use of this letter
whenever you may desire in extending your business and you
are also at liberty to refer to me at all times.

Wishing you the fullest measure of success, and that your
business may increase a thousandfold.

I am, gentleman, yours very truly,

V. A. EMOND,
Tool Manufacturer.

The St. Lawrence Sugar Refining Co., Limited,
Corn Exchange bullding.

Montreal, July 22nd, 1895.

J. A. MARrION, Esq., C.E., Montreal.

Dear Sir,—Having engaged you as my solicitor to obtain a
patent through Ottawa, I must say that you conducted the
matter in a satisfactory manner, with the mesult that in the
short period of one month from the time of application for such
patent having becn made, I received my paper granting a patent
for my invention, and I would further state that all who are
desirious of making application for patents, either at Canada
or the United States, would do well to entrust you with their
business. (Patent granted May 22nd, 1895.)

Yours truly,

E. GORDON JOHNSON

A
2
H
®
]
1
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MONTREAL & WASHINGTON.,

Montreal, January th, 1896.

DEAR SIR,

I must thank you for the trouble you ! 1 n regard
(0 my stopper for spirit bottle:, the ppl tion for whith w.s
filed on Deciomber the th, 1505, a1 th g 1 \ hy
me on the 2lst of Decembe It, tiierefore nly too teen da
V n { v 1S a4 ver) i I I
your promptness and the w
terests.

Should you want me as a el , I s#hal be hap

Py to oblige you.
I remain, 3 I truly,

ARTHUR ro

Three Rivers, P.Q., Oclo

DEAR SIRS,

The Canadian patent received. Enclos'd please find b
ance of fee due on sams« How much longer do you ex i
will be before yvou receiy he U. 8. pa

Thanking you for your prompiness and atiention to this malte

I remain, yours truly,

North Sydn CR., A Fo002

MESSRS. MARION & MARION

Dear Sirs,—Thanks for yom f 23rd | r a1
ent No. T11660. We ar
and I have much pleasure nge ) o f
all interested in the *'Pun for ) 1
attention to the busing in connectic t t] | it an
time I can throw anything your way, you can depend upon |
my doing so, i

Yours truly,
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MARION & MARION.

Cataraqui, March 21st, 1902.
Messrs. MARION & MARION, Montreal. Que.

Gentlemen,—Yours of the 20th inst. to hand containing
stated enclosure, viz.: Official notice that application for a
atent for an Improvement in Axle Bearings has been allowed by
the Commissioners of Patents, at Washington, U.S.

Permit me, most sincerely to thank you for your arduous
and successful labours in obtaining the same. As occasion
pleasure in recommending you to

may offer, I shall take gre
inventors, as reliable and trustworthy Patent Attorneys.

Yours very truly,

T. F. VAN LUVEN.

Qucehee, Ier Nov. 1902,
MM. MARION ET MARION, Solliciteurs de Patentes, Montréal.

Laissez-mol vous offrir mes plus sincdres remerciements
pour le zdle et la promptitude que vous avez déployés pour ob-
tenir mes brevets d'invention, du Gouvernement Canadien
d’abord ensuite des Etats Unis.

Je suis absolument satisfait de vos services et je ne puis
suffisamment en proclamer toute la valeur.

Je me feral un devoir en temps opportun de recommander
la haute honorabilité de votre maison.

Veuillez me croire, Messieurs, votre reconnaissant servi-

teur,
ARTHUR BoLbpuC.

Tweed, Ont., April 23, 1908.

MEsSSRS. MARION & MARION, Montreal

Yentlemen,—Your letter of April 22, received and noted,
Mr. Leal and I are very greatly pleased to note you have
succeeded in procuring patent for our Steel Hog Trough. We
certainly had become pretty well discouraged about the mat-
ter when the examiner refused the patent the second time.
You certainly deserve a great deal of credit for persevering in
this matter.

I shall be very much pleased to furnish written testimonial
if it would be of any use to you.

I enclose you D. E. order for $25.00,

Yours truly,

V. GORDON.

e




MONTREAL & WASHINGTON.,

Heatherdale, P.E.I., June 22nd, 1903.
Mesgsrs. MARION & MARION, Montreal.

Dear Sirs,—I have just received my Canadian Patent and
let me say that I am delighted that you have been able to se-
cure so broad and comprehensive a claim.

The work you have done for me required the exercise of
rare virtues as well as skill and engenuity.

I thank you heartily for the patience and courtesy you have
displayed in bringing my invention to a tinal and successful
issue, would bespeak for you the full and extensive patronage
which your capable and eflicient services should command
I expeot my U. 8. Patent along soon.

I have not yet made a move to secure over the sca Patents.

I am respectfully yours,
SAMUEL M. MARTIN,

Elkhorn, Man., Nov. jth, 1903.

MARION & MARION.
Montreal.

New York Life B
I am in receipt of your favour of the 29th ultimo, enclosing
Canadian Patent. No. 83,650 granted Oct. 27th, 1903, for which
I thank you.
I am pleased with the satisfactory manner in which you

have handled this business for me I can assure you that it
will give me very much pleasure to do any further business I
may have, in this direction, with your firm.
Yours very truly,
A. E. WiLsoN
Principal.
Lone Tree, Manitoba, April jth, 190}.
MEssrs. MARION & MARION, Montreal.

Dear Sirs,.—I beg to acknowledge with many thanks your
favour of 26th March enclosing Canadian Patent for my in-
vention.

While I do not feel like taking steps for protecting myself

in foreign countries, nor for taking out U. 8. Patent (as I do
mot feel the invention is worth it) just at j t, 1 desire to
convey to vou my h reciation of tl W in which you

have managed the business entrusted to your care, and I shall
have pleasure in recommending your firm to any one likely to
be doing business in your way. Thanking you again for
trouble and care taken in this matter,

I am yours truly,

(. L. GURNEY.
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