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Scientific American, Feb, 2d, 1884.

Propise

A PBill t¢ Reduce the Lifotime of a Patent to EFive

Years.

The‘above is the official title of a hill introduced by the Hon. J. A. Anderson, of
Kansas, being H. R, 3617. Thefull texi is as follows :

Be it enceted by the Senate and House of Represenlatives of the Uniteld Stales of
America in Con g assembled,

That section forty-eight hundred and eighty-four of the Revised Statutes is
hereby aniended by siriking out the word ‘“guventeen” and inserting in lieu
thereof the word ¢ five ;” and that all actsor parts of acts inconsistent here-
with are hereby so modlﬁed as to be made consigtent.

In another eolumn we publish the two bills lately passed by the House deblgned
to establish free trade in patents. Of the 881 members only six voted
against thess bills, and not one spolte against them, It may therefore be pre-
sumed that Mr. Anderson’s bill will soon be passed, perbaps by & unanimous voete.
From the House of Representatives our manufacturers and inventors have nothing
to expect but the most hostiic legislation. Their ounly hope is in the Senate. It
behooves those who have property or business interests at stake, and who beliove
in the maintenance of the patent system, to lose no time in presenting remon-
gtrances to their senators.

— i e

Patent Bills Recently Passed by the House of Repre-
gsentatives, and now Before the Ssnate.

The following bill (H. R. 3825) was passed in the House of Repreaentatwes,
Jan, 21, under g suspension of the rules :

Be st enacled, ete,, That in any,smt hereafter brought in any court having juris-
diction in patent cases for an alleged use or infringement of any patented article,

-device, process, invention, or discovery, where it shall appear that the defendant

in such suit purchased the same in good faith for his own personal uge from the

5 “f"' 4S5
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manufacturer thereof, or from & person or. firm engaged in the open sale or
practical applicaticn thercof, and applied the same for and to his own use, and
did not purchase or hold the same for sale, or to be used in or for any manufac-
turing process, if the plaintiff shall not recover the sum of $20 or over, he shall
. recover no costs, unlegs it shall also appear that the defendant, at the time of
such purchase or practical application, bad actual knowledge or notice of the
existence of such patent, or unless the defendant puts in issue the plaintiffs
right to recover anything in the suit. Prowvided, That pothing herein contained
shall apply to articles manufactured outside of the United Biates : And provided
Surther, That said purchaser or user upon request by the owner of the ieiters
natent alleged to be infringed by him shall muke known the vender, and time, and
place of purchase of the article or articles for the use of which complaint is made,
8ro. 2. That in all suits hereafter hrought as aforesaid against & defendant
other than & manufacturer or geller of such patented article, device, process,
invention, or discovery, the plaintiff shall, at the commencement of such suit,
give a bond, to the approval of the clerk, with sufficient surety, to be conditioned
that the plaintiff will pay all costs and attorneys’ fees that may be adjudged
-againgt him ; and if the defendant shall finally prevail in such suit, the court
shall allow costs, and & reasonable sum, not exceeding $50, for counsel fees to
the defendant, which shall be recoverabie by suit, in the name of the clerk, upon
seid bond, or by fee-bill on execution. A Iailure by the plaintiff to give such
bond shall, on motion, be ground for the dismissal of the suit,
The following bill (H. R. 8934) was passed by the House of Kepresentatives
. Jan, 22 by a vote of 114 ayes to § noes: -
Be it enacted by the Senate and Hvouse of Representalives of the United States of
America 'n Congress asscimhled, ‘That no damage or profits shail be recovered cither
-in law or equity from any defendant for the infringement of a patent, when it
shall appear upon the trial! that he was a mere user for his own benefit, and not
in the manuracture of an article for cale, of any article or device purchased for a
valuable consideration in open market, without notice, and the same was subjecs
to the patent sued on ; but in ail such cases the manufacturer or vender only sholl
be liable for damages or profits ; Provided, That any such user shall be liable for
damages and profits for infringement of such patent from and after the time he
shall have received notice that the article was subject te such patent if he con-
tinue to.use the same. |
Sec. 3. That when in any case the use complained of was an article or device
made by the defendant or his employé for his own use and benefit, and pot in
the manufacture of an article for sale, the measure of recovery shall be a license
fee, If insuch cases g license fee shall not have been established uuder the patent
or patents sued on, then in any action at law the jury, sand in any action in equity
the court, shail ascertain what, under all thecirenmstances of the case, would be
a reasonable liceuse fee: Provided, Thet nothing herein contained shall apply to
articles manufactured outside of the United States: Provided further, Thet nothing
herein conteined shall apply to machinery held for sale or to be used for any
manufacturing process whatever. L. 3 -
" 'The report of the committee was read, as follows:
. The Committee on Patents, to whom was referred sundry bills numbered 419,
1184, 811, 1956, 1250, report the following bill as a substitute for ail:
Much complaint has grown up in the country from the practice of persons

A
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owning patents, or pretending fo own them, allowing the use of an article, some-
times for years, and then sending an agent around and demanding damages from
1the holders of the artiele. Greatannoyance has been the result. The committee
have drawn the substitute 80 as to protectthe innccent uger of a patented articie,
| purchased in good faith in the open market, from such annoysnce., The manu-
facturer and seller of a patented implement is the party that ought Lo be held
liable, and not the user of the urticle who bought and useqd it innocently, or in
other words who did not know he wasinfringing a patent.

The committes recommend the passage of the substitute.

Many of the members were absent af the time of the passage of bmh of the
above bills, and not a single voice appears to have been- raised in protest against
these ruthless atiacks upon the industries of the country.

Nullification of thePatent Laws.

The House of Representatives passed January 22 two bills which seriously
affeci the value of all patents or inventiions not directly used for manufacturicg
PUrposes.

The first, No, 3025, to regulate practice in patent suits, throws tha burden of
costs upon the plaintifif in all suits for infringement by puichasers *‘in good
faith,” where the damages recoverad are not $20 or over; and further compels
the plaintiff to give bond at the beginning of the suit to pay all costs that may be
adiudged against him, and algo a sum not exceeding. §560 for the defendant’s
counsel fees, in cose the defendant prevails.

The second, No. 8034 (submitted by the Patent Commiitee as 2 substituie for
bills numbered 811, 419, 1134, 1350, and 1936), provides that the use of a patented
article, purchased in open market for personal benefit, and not for maunufaciur-
ing purposes, shall not be liable for damages or profits, but in ail eases the
manufacturer and vender only shsll be held liable. It farther provides that
when the infringeinent lies In the use of an article made by the defendant or his
amployé, for his own benefit and not in the manufacture of an article for sale,
he measure of recovery shall be a license fee, to be fixed by a jury in case no
license fee has previously been established. -

The effects of alaw, of the nature of the bill first mentioned, have been f11113;r
considered in recent issues of this paper. The number of valusble patents that
would be practically nullified by it is very great, and would include a majority
of all patents on household conveniences, stoves, lamps, and other articles of
domestic utility and ornament; agricultural tools and implements; mechanics’
and machinists’ Lools; electrical batteries and appliances; carriage trimming and
saddlery hardware; * notions” of every sort, toys and so on almost endlessly.

‘Bhould the second bill puss the Senate and become a law, it would by its first
gection make it extremely difficult for a patentee to protect himself against in-
fringoment in connection with any articie of easy manufacture and wide uiility. .
He couléd not reach the market of the fraudulent manufactureror vender, 1+ the
purchasara and users would be ‘“ innocent ”; and as a rule he would find it cqually
hard to discover the actual trespasser, or collect from him if found.

By its second section the proposed law would take eway from the psateniee all
real control of inventions that anybody might c¢hoose to manufactare for his own
use, and express, when sued, 8 willingness to pay a ¢‘ reasonable”” license fee for
the privilege; a provision that would cover all devices used not only by fndivid.
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uais but by all corporations, as railway companies snd the like, where it would

ba to the user'’s advantage to manufscture the article for himself.

. We will suppose an improvement in railway appliances. To one having the
exclusive right to manufacture the device the patent might be of great value in
providing an assured and stable business, even if no special charge were made for
the use of the invention as such. If every railway company could manufacture
the article for their own use in their owa shops, the inventor’s busincss would be
ruined. If, on the other hand, the article were one on which a royalty could be
charged, the forcible substitution of a license fee therefor would not recompense
the inventor, for after all it would vltimately lie with the companies who might

“wish to manufacture the artigle to fix the license fee.

The Patent Committee seek to justify the bill by referring to the complaints of
annoyance arising from the practice of persons owning patents or pretending to own
them, in allowing the use of an article for a term of years, and then demanding
damages. ”

That there have been annoyances of this nature i not denied; nor is it ques-
tioned that Congress could properly provide means for stopping such abuses. In-
ventors and owners of property under patent rights may well protest, however,
that the alleged wrong should not be corrected at their cost.

_ The large vote in favor of these obnoxious bills (ayes 114, nays 6), would indi-
cate & small memoership in the House familiar with the condition and necds of
our manufacturing industries, or favorably disposed toward inventers as a class.

Under these conditions it devolves upon owners of property under patent rights,
and nrll those directiy employed or interested in industries based on such rights,
to seek the protection of their property and interest, as far a8 they may, by
addressing remonstrances to the Senate against the concurrence of tbut body in
legislation of this character. Action in this direction must nceds be prompt, and
it can scarcely be too urgent, as powerful intercsts are cleatly at work in Wash-
ington to incite and encourage legislation which cannet be other than disastrous
to all honest patentces;

We give elsewhere the text of the two bills that have heen passed by the House.

The Springfield Republican, Feb, 8d, 1884,
The House and thé Patent Lavrs.

While several innocent patent bills Lave been discussed by the press with a
judicious spirit upon sll sides, two other measures, which, if they ultimately be-
come laws, might well be called patent nullification bills, have been passed with -
out discussion. The House has once or twice during the past five years passed
similar provisions, and once the Senate, after & debate, voted tha same thing, but
it is noticeable that the best lawyers in Congress keep aloof from the measure,
and naturally enough, for it is clearly against two well-established legal mazims
which the Supreme Court is not likely to allow., Cur law, based upon the Eng-
ish law, is that ignorance cannot be put up as s defense by one who breaks the
aws. Another rule is that the costs are to be paid by the party to the suit who
is beaten. The enacting clause of the most important bill, passed by the House
OB the 21st ult., is as follows:

That in any suit hersafter brought in any court having jurisdiction in pateut

¥
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cases for an alleged uee ov infringement of any patented articie, device, process,
favention or discovery, where it ghall appear that the défendant in such suit pur-
chased the same in goud faith for his own persens! use from the mafmnfacturer
thereof, or from a person or firm cngaged in the open sale or practical applica-
‘tion thereof, nud applled the same to and for bis own use, and did not purchase
or hold the same for sale, or to be used in or for any manufacturing process, if
the plainiiff shall not recover the sum of $20 or over, he shail- recover no costs,
unless it shall also appear taat the defendant, ai the time of such purchase or
prectical application, had actual knowledge or notice of the oxistence of such
.- —patent, or unlesy the defendant puts in jssue the plaintiff’s right to recover any-
thing in the suit. Provided, That nothing herein contsined shall apply to
articles manufactured outside of the United Btates, And provided further, That
said purchaser or user upon request by the owner of tho lettera patent alleged to
be infringed by bim shall. make ¥nown the vender and iime, andplace of pur-
chase of ihe article or articles for the nse of which complaint is msde.

According to this it will not be enough for a patentee to prove that an in
fringer is using a process which does not belong to him,but glso that the damages
to be awarded by the court maust be $20 or over in erder to secure costs, That
ig, if the judge aliowz tbat the infringement i3’ to the extent of say $16, the
patentee must have the pleasure of paying for the privilege of having his prop-
erty stolen from him. Where no defense is made the reguiar costs are abouf
$50 ; thus the patentee psys $50 for recovering $15. And he is handicapped etill
more by the new rule of being obliged to prove that the infringement was made
knowingly. A case would be an exact parallel if 8 man should lese o sheep and
another man should find and keep it. The owner, if he sued for the sheep,
would, under the new patent rule, have to prove that his sheep was worth $20 or
more in order to make the finder pay the legal expenses, There islittle danger
of these patent biils becoming law, but the case forms a good text for the dis-
cussion of the needed revision of patent law. The public nesd to be protected
against patent sharks, but this ¢can be done without going beyond the ordinary
rules of court practice. The question of the amount of royalty can but be ad-
justed, 83 we have often suggested, by following the new English rule of a
royalty fee commission, Honest lnventors ought not to object to this, and in-
fringers cannot do so in reason. The: vite on one of the House bills was very

small, Out of a membership Gf about 300 only 120 voted sltogether, When

these bille were debated several winters ago the attorney-general pronounced

them unconstitutional, and it is very evident that their passage would complicaie
_ rather than settle a very much misunderstood question.

Midland Industrial Gazette.
Why Patenis are 'Necessary. -

Henry M. Smith, In his address on ‘‘ Farmers and Patents,” says: ‘The num-
ber of patents granted annuelly is 15,000 to 16,000, and pearly half as many maore
were rejected last year. Since the adoption of the plan of examination, the num-
ber of rejections has been about one-third of the whole number of applications.
This weeding out gives a value to the American patent which no patent issued on

. any other systemn can possess. It is this assured value of novelty that gives the
American patent system its sirength, and its value to the inventor, and hence to
the public. The whole publi s interested in the growth of material résources,
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and must bs directly interested that the inventor shall be stimuigted Ly a hope
of raward, and that his c.. pectancy be so well assured that it ¢axbe psrted with
ard assigned to some cpe wWho can furnish the means to carry the invention o

BULCESS, ‘ |
‘“ Tenfold more inventive skiil is now called for thau could have possibly found

employment in 2 simpler age. Discovery is being pushed in dircctions only now
for the first time possible, 1% is found in the history of inventions thai inventions
come in separate erag.  The era of anricultural machinery is not old. It begins
first with any solid meaning in 1850, yel what has it wrought! To-day the farmer
can more easily feed 100 men than his grandfather could, with the old {arm ap-
pliances, feed his howucchold. 1t is shown by the recent census that we have
9,500,000 agriculiural Iaborers in a total of about 17,500,000 workers of all clagses,
yot we export $283,000,000 worth of breadstufis, or more than three times the
smount ¢f expori per asgricultural laborers ten years before, Agricultural ma- -
chinery has been supplemented in advantages to the farmers at a8 multituds of

poinis in the patent list.
‘“ We need new inventions to meet & multitude of demands for ihie commoness

processes and utilities. It is not the time to say now we have ¢nough. When
the steam engine itself, after one hundred years, is still so far short of perfection
that it viilizes only a small amount of the power residing in ite'fuel, we need
new motors, and we shall get them; new metals aud new methods of menufacture

in the oldest metals.” -

The Patenteers’ Rights Endangered.

A correspendent in the New York ZUmes, referring to. the obnoxious bills
recently passed in the House of Represeatatives, the text of which wag printed
in the last issue of the BCIERTIFTIC AMERICAN, justly confirms what we have said
would be the serious comsequences to patentees and patent property if the
measures should hecome the law. The provisions in these bills are of a most
dangereus and pernicious character, and 8o unusual in their scope that it i8 doubt-
ful if the SBupreme Court would not adjudge them unconstitutional.

- Adopting the languoge of the Times correspondent, we proceed to state sub-
stantially what has appeared before in these coliimns on the same gubject.

The bills provide that no damage shgll berecovered for an infringement where,
upon tke trial, it shall appear the defendant was a mere user for his own benefit
of an article purchased in open market, without notice that the same was subject
topatent. An inventor suing for infringement can only know at a trial if he will
have a heavy bill of costs to pay for suing an infringer. A person owning &
patent has not the same right that a person owning a bundie of rags hag, A
wrong doer may take away from hira the exclusive right to his disrovery, but
cannot convert & bundle of rags purchased in open market. A greatly improved,
or perfectly adanted article bears on its face the result of study andinvention, and.
nine out of tcr thinking men would presume it was worthy of & patent, sc that.
it carries with 11 actuslly, if not legally, & notice of its being the intellectual
property of sume one sufficiently to put any ordinary, careful man on his guard,
a8 rauch 50 as though the tags of an owner were appended to it. o

Would a man have the right to your horge simply because he did not know it
. 'Was yours and had bought it in open market? Is this the exercise of the power
. oonferred on Congress#to promote the progress of science and useful arts by “‘se-

4



curing to inventors the exclusive right to their discoveries”? Let inventors ang’
manufacturers apprise theiv representatives in Congress personaliy and hiy letter -
of the dapperous and hostile character of such legisialion. Baoch suvits every
lawyer knows are exiremely rave; ~ YWho snes for such smell damages? But it is
in effect & bill for siding infringers while pretending to protect innocent users, It
is 6 daugerous sharoard an cotering wedge-to hostile legislation.

Scientific ﬁmérican, Feb, 9th, 1884,

Ay Y Tl

The Patent Committee’s Error.

One of the strongest safegards of movable property lies in the fact that stolen -
roods are not readily salable, 'The market for stelen property is spoiled or greatly
restricted by the circumstance that In law the recciver is a8 bad as the thief, gad:
the innocent possessor of stolen goods is likely to lose the purchase money, if ho-
does not get into more serious trouvle, when the rightful owner’s claim is made-
good. For a large class of patented inventions meeting popular needs this proper-
safeguard has been their chief safeguard. Theinfringing manufacturer i3 nsuaily
irresponsible, and the unanthorized vender cannot be found when the infringe- :
mens3 is discovered; but the fact that the wrongful user is also liable has made
pradent men caulions in dealing in such things: and enough men are prudent
to diminish materially the profits of infringers, and so Qiscourage_the dlﬂhonﬁst
rom making cver-free with the rights of others,

In asking Congress to take away this elemant of protection, hitherto accorded]
by the law to property held under patent rizhts, the Patent Cominittee allege
that they do so on the grouuc that it ras led to grievous sbuses. There has been,
they say, much complaint of hardship erising from the practice of owners, or
pretended owners of patents in allowing 1nfhngements to go on for a term of
years, and then gending around agents {o demand demages under threats of law,
suits, to the distress and loss of mauy innocent people. This is the only excuse
given for legislation exempting the user of infringing manufactures, and confining
the pensalty for infringement to the maker and vender only. That the excuse
would be inadequate, if truc, bas been amp]} shown in these columns, But is if
frue ¥

In what part of the country and in connection with what patents or pretended.
patents have the slleged abuses occurred and complaints arisen ? And what pro-
portion do the alieged complainers bear numerically to the fifty million people
who in every sphere and walk in life are constantly surrounded by and dependent
for occupation, income, convenience, or necessity upon articles patented or manu-
factured under pelent rights? Have there come to the ears of the committee one
complaint from each hundred thousand patent users, in connection with one in

esch thousand patents? And what proportion do the pretended hardships boar to |

the hardships complained of through disputed ownerships of other species of
property? d

If every person overreached or who should think himself overreached and
damaged, in a horse-trade, were to complain to Congress, tlie annual list of coms
piainants would be a very long one; but that would scarcely be held a valid res.
son for legislation destroying or impairing all property rights in horses,
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The truth is, tho pretext for the recent action of the House of Representatives-
in connection with suits for infringement, is essentinlly o false one., There has
been no general practice of the sort alleged: from the nuture of men and things
there cannot be. As a class, patentees are not eager for lawsuits, indeed, suits at

law are relatively fewer in connection with patents then with any other species.

of property of equal scope and vealue. And the proporticn of all the patent suits
that could by any forcing be brought into the class compluined of by the Patent
Committee must be apnd is extremcly small, If pretended owrers of patents
harass people by threats of suits for infringement, the proper course is to turn the
offenders over to the Jocal authorities for punishment, as in the case of all ether
petty swindlers, and not punish all patent owners for the critnes of a few pretend-
ers to patent rights.

It is not denied that there have been’cases—marvelously few, though, in view
of the mumber of patents issued, and the important part which patents play in the
industrial world—a few cases in which patentees have been kept from the enjoy-
mant of their rights by litigation, usually against powerful infringers, until other
infringers have come to believe that the patentee had no rights or would never be
able 10 enforce them; and then, after a struggle more or less preicnged, the
patentee’s rights having been established, they have procaeded to claim damages
for the unlawful use of their invention, Sometimes the offenders have been mor-
nlly innocent through ignorance; but more frequently they have discounted the
chance of ever heing called to account, and after infringing wantonly have com-
plained of hardship when their miscalculation has reacted o their hurt.

It is, however, not this class of complainants whom the Patent Committee ask
{o have protected, but the victims of those who purposely allow the use of their
inventions simply to gain ground for subsequent blackmailing operations under
threats of Jawsuits against innocent offenders against the law., The possible jus-
tice of the committee’s requests hinges upon the exisience of & considerable class
of such evil-ininded patentees. With all respect {o the sincerity of the comimnittee,
we may say that evidence is lacking of the e istence, or the possible existence of
such & cluss; and consequently there is, on the commiitee’s own showing, no
ground for legislution such as they have asked for and obtained in the House.

The only hope that patentees can now have of protection ageainst the proposed -

invasion of the rightful privileges they have hitherto enjoyed, lies in the superior
knowledge of the Senate, both as to the facts of the case and the condifions under
which a large part of the productive industry of the country has been established
and is maintained. Benators can scarcely fail to gee that the pretext of the House
committee, if founded on resl hardship and actual complaints, would not justify
8o grave and costly a remedy, while in the absence oi such foundation the pro
posed legislation is utterly Gestitute of reasonable, even plausible, grounds to

rveat on,



et A L1} LN

I liair i bty -T2

9 "
Scientific American, Feb, 16th, 1884,

Patcnt Oithce Waork of 18883.

Ths Hon., Benjamin Buttvrworlh Commissioner 6f Patents, submitted his
annual report to Congreus January 20, From it we learn that the total receipts
of tho ofilce for the year 1833 were $1,146,240, nnd the expenses $G75,254~
There was in the Treasury to tho credit of the Patent Office, at the conrmence-
ment of the year, §2,200,471; aud adding the excess of receipts over expenditures
for the twelve months, this fund amounted, on the st of January last, to
$2,076,476.

The total number of appiications relating to patents was 34,676, of whickh
88,078 were for inventions, 1,238 for designs, and 265 for reissnes. There were
3,741 caveats flled, 915 spplications for registry of trade marks, 834 for registyy
of labels, 18 disclaimers, and 840 appeals, making a total of 89,724 cases for
investigation and action.

The number of patents issued in 1883, including designs, was 22,216, and
there were 167 reissues, or @ total of 22,383, against 19,267 patents and reissues
in 1882, and 16,384 in 1881. There were also 902 trade marks registered in
1883, and 906 labels, whilo 8,874 patents expired, and 2,566 were withheld for
non-payment of the fing] fee.

Now York State received the laygest number of patents, 4,355, Massschuge..3
following with 2,173, and Peunsylvania with 2,168; then come Iilinois with
1,792; Ohio, 1,004, Connecticut, 883; Michigan, 727; Indiana, 712; Missouri,
625; Californis, 686; lowa, 445; Wisconsin, 394; Rhode Island, 827; and Min-
nesota, 310. The United Btates Army is credited with ¢ and the Navy with 3
patents, Accordiug to population, the District of Columbie received one patent
on the average for 818 inhabitants, Massachusetts one for 820, Connecticut one
for 700, and Rhode Island one for 845, the fewest patents in proportion to popu-
lation being issued to Missiasippi, which received one for an aversge of 22,18¢.

The patents issued to citizens of foreign countries numbeved 1,258, or 124
more than were so issued in 1882, England takes the lead with 435, followed by
Canada with 251, Germany 235, France 179, A-strin 83, Switzerland 22. and
Belgium 20.

The Commissioner closes bis report by directing attention to the inadequate
room allowed for conducting the great and steadily ‘growing business of the Pat-
ent Bureau, the insufficient force, and the necessity for paying better salaries to
commana & higher grade of talent in the examining corps. Similar views were
expressed by Commiscioner Marble last year, but they wers unheeded, and the
growth of the business now invests them with added force. It is not as though
the cost of such additional hielp and improved service were to be made at-ths
expense of the tax payers, for the funds therefor have already been accumulated
from the fees paid by patentees, snd it is no more than justice that suff ient
should be appropriated from the receipts to insure the best possible administra-
tion of the business of the office,
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Scientific American, Feb, 16th, 1884,

The Position of Inventors.

An aceurate conception of the meaning of a patent and of the truestatus of an in--
veulor is far from common. The fact that inventors are the possessors of g
limited monopoly, that is frequently of great value, weighs agaivst them in the
estimation of the Jess enlightened class. To form such a comception, regard
should be paid to the opinions of those most familiar with the snbjects of inven--
tions, with patentlaws, and with the structures themselves. The most enlightened
scurce for an opinicn leading to such conception swill be found in the decisions of
the judges of the courts in which patent rights have been decided. Some of these
judges have acquired great eminence in this field. In preparing their decisions
they had to study the patents, their scope, uiility, and in many cases their com-
mercial importance. Besides having the judicial mind, developed by years of ex-
perience upon the bench, they were familiar with the practical aspect of the sub-
ject from the studies alluded to.

Of the older judges none attained kigher reputation thau Judge Story. It is he
who gave to Patent Law its famous appellation, ‘‘the Metaphysics of the Law.”
His orinion of the dignity of inventors and the value of their services to the
country at large is worthy of record, In one of hisearly decisions, given over fifty
years ago, he says that *‘ patents ave not to be treated as mere monopolies, odious.
in the eyes of the law, and therefore not to be favored.” It appears from this
that the monopoly part of the question had been even then agitated, Buat this
judge was always opposed to such views as these referred to. In another place
he says that the Constitution of the United States, in giving authority to Congress.
to grant such patents for a limited period, declarssthe object to be to promote the
progress of science and the useful arts, an object as truly nationsl and meritorious
and well founded in public policy as any which can possibly be within the scope
of national protection. It secems a pity that our Representatives, before consider-
ing the bills for the limitation of the rights of inventors, did not study and apply
these principles to their actions. |

Judge Story declares the protection of patents to be & matter of public policy.
How impolitic, then, does the recent action of the House of Representatives ap-
pear. But he is not alone in his ideas of the rights of inventors, Other judges
at more recent periods reafirm these views. One, speaking in 1847, says that the
true rule of construction in respect to patents is to apply to them plain and ordin-
ary principles, and not to yield to subtleties and technicalities . . . likely to
prove ruinous to a class of the community so inconsiderate and unskilled in
business as men of genious and inventors usually are. A little earlier Judge
McLean had stated that the patent law gives a monopoly, but ‘‘takes nothing
from the community at Jarge, but secures to them the greatest benefit,” The same
judge, later on, speaks of the patent right as & compensation awarded the inventor,
Following thesc judicial utterances to a iater peried, we find patents declared not
to be odious monopolies or restrictions on the rights of the public. To still fur-
ther define the monopoly side of the question, we may quote from Judge McLean
again. 1o 1855 he said : ““A monopoly takes from the public what helongs to it,
and gives it to the grantee, whereas the right of a patentee rests entirely on his
own lnvention or discovery of that which was useful, and which was not known be-
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foro.” Thus we find the mwonopoly of a patent declared proper compensation, and a
politic one on the part of society. There should be no reason for diaturbing it

If patent lawyers be consulted, they will be found gererally of the opinion that

5 patent is & contract between the inventor and the Government. The case of
Ransom v8. New York is cited in support of this view. Accepting this asthe cor-
X rect doctrine, the Government would play a poor part in changing the status of
3?5 pateuts already granted.
%;f But there is another polnt of view that may be found indlcated in the judicial
i_ﬁ opinions we have cited. The real policy of the Patent Law is a selfish one on the
¢ part of the Government. Vastly greater benefits have been reaped from it by
% gociety at large than by the inventors themselves. It has evolved the enormous
amount of ingenuity represented by a quarter of a million of inventiors, Allthis
% work ie devoted to the manufacturing industries or the country., By the lawonly
human inventions can hbe protected, 8o that no patural principle can be monopo-
lized. Jtwould be hard to imagine where we would stand in the industrial world
unbacked by these inventions, If an inventor scems in some instances to receive
an undue reward, this is only the exception. 1t is because of their unselfishness
and devotion o the arts that inventors are apt to lose the reward due to their in-
4 dustry and talents, The public often reaps the benefit of inventions long before .
% the patent has expired.

Every American prides himself on his country’s progress in this path., With
the abrogation of the patent laws invention would cease almost entirely, and we
should have to look to other countrics for new devices in machinery and processes.
The national pousition would be g humiliating one in place of a proud one. Every
such measure as those recently passed in the House of Representatives aims a
blow at these laws. %We can only hope that it will prove as ineffectual as it it ill-
judged and impolitic. -

It will be noticed that the views given on the position of inventors favor them
and their rights. They are given by eminent judges, who were especially dis-
pagsionate and impartial in the decisions cited, beeause no appeal to favor from
them 1s discerpible in the history of sack cases. Their opinicns would form the
safest basis of legislative action, were any needed. But the statnuie now in force
is the fruit of many additions and arnendmerty. It has donewell in the past, and
~ is good for some time Lo come, as it seems reasonably near the gosl of adaptability
. and efticiency. 1t is not only inventors, but the public at large, that should resis

any change in it that will afiect its efficiency and range of action. The publicare
~ more interested in it than are the inventors. This is no paradox, for inventors are

the servauts of the public, and protected inventions arc the property of the
world of industry, w:thheld from common use for a short term of years.
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5 Mienace to Prosperity.

Sooner or later every act of Congress is brought o the test of Constitutional
sanction or to that of practical working., If it fails in the one, it is invalid: if in
the other, it is pretty sure to be repealed as.soon as its vicious teudency 18
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discovered, 'Temporary delusions or local or party prejudices may secure the
pagssage of a bad law; but an unjusi and impolitic law 18 not likely to long with-
stand the will of the multitude, who directly or indircctly suffer by it.

On this ground it is fairly certain that the invasion of the property righis of
patentees threatened in certain patent bills now pending capnot long enduro,
sven if by any misfortune they should pass both houses of Congress and receive
the Executive signature, Nevertheless, in a single year, such laws a8 House bills
Nos. §,925 and 8,934 contemplate would prove very hurtful if not widely

disastrous Lo national prosperity.
The influence of new inventiong, as a factor of industrial development and

national wealth, is suficiently conspicuous and gencrally recognized to make
unnecessary any extended argument fo prove it here. Nevertheless, a few facts
bearing upon the question may be not without interest. Official inquiries made
some years ago demonstrated the fact that something like nine-tenths of all the
menufactures of the country were of sriicles recently patented or made by
patented machines or processes, The sgame is not less the case to-day. The
census of 1880 found our factories turming out products worth, that year;
$5,8690,000,000, by far the greater part being manufactures. involving patent
Yights, In 1870 the annual products were worth $8,385,000,000, and in 1360 only
$1,885,000,000. Thus, In twenty years, the increase had been nearly three-fold,
Meantime, the United States patents issued had increased in number from 26,641,
to 293, 210 now they approach 800,080, .

Inventions were not the only, perhaps were not among the main factors of this
pkenomenal industrial development, but they were an obvious and potent factor,
since the advance was chielly in industries called out or radically modified by
recent inventions. In agriculture, the conditions of labor in which had been
materially changed for the better by the inventor’s Iabors, the annual product had
increased in value from $1,400,000,000 in 1860 to $1,800,000,000 in 1870 and
$2,200,000,000 in 1880. It may be a surprise to some to note that the manufac-
tured products of the country now excel in value the sgricultural nearly two and
a half times. Both thege great productive interests increased in value much more
rapidly than did the population of the country, demonstrating a largely increased
individusl capacity of production, thanks wholly to the labors of inventors.
In 1860 the population was 81,000,000; it rose to 88,000,000 in 18%0, and to
51,000,000 in 1880,

Meantlme the aggregate wealth of the country increased from %16,000,600,000
in 1860 to $30,000,000,000 in 1870 and $48,000,000,000 in 1880; all this inapite of
the grievous legacy of debt, depreciated credit, heavy taxation, and all the other
evils incident to an exhaustive civil war.

Thus twenty years of unexampled progress were coincidént with a period of
unprecedented activity on the part of inventors. No one presumes to gay that
guch: progress was not desirable and beneficial, or that it could have existed or is
likely to continue without a.continuance of a like degree of activity on the part
of those who more than any others make induetrial progress possible.

Vel there seems to be in Congress 8 majority disposed to change ali this by
removing the great incentive to inventive effort, the hope of largo reward through
the inventor’s absolute control of his invention for a term of years,

It seems to us that the country has not yet reached that stege of industrial
pre-eminence and stability at which it can safely say to inventors, “ There is no
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further need of your efforts,” or “ We cannot any longer afford to protect you in
the ownership of your inventions,”

Our example in the matter of liberalty to inventors has set hslf the world at
work slong the same line of policy, looking to the development of useful arts and
mannfactures through increase of invention called out by guaranteeing to
inventors soino chanee of profit from their labora, Everywhere (save in the
House of Representatives) the tendency is to increase rather than lessen the
inducements held out to inventors and intreducers of new inventions; and other
nations are not likely to take the back tracl if we do, Hitherto the advantageq
of liberal patent Inwshave been on our side; reverse this condition of things, and
how long will we beable to lead in the industrial race?

Curiously, those legislators whko profess to be most anzgious to extend and
expand our foreign trade, to buiid up an American mercantile marine, and alj
that, are those very oncs whose aunt:-patent tendencies would socnest make it
impossible for Americans to command their home market, much less invade
guccessfuily the neutral markets of the world in competition with our increas-
ingly inventive rivals: The last improvement in any article commands the trade
if we cease to make these improvements, or the majority of them, our hope of
ever attaining cominercial eminence will have nothing to rest on.

But a more immediate menare to our industrial proaperity appears in those billg
which take away the legal safeguards of the patent rights of those establish-
ments which contribute most of the five billion dollars annual product—=s product
that would in two years purchase all the farms of the United States at their
ngsessed value. Deprived of the power to defend in the courts their property
against infringers, there would be little to induce manufacturers to undertake the
commercial devclopment of a large part of the most widely useful of all new
inventions; and millions of dollars now invested in the manufacture of specialties
would be lost, or withdrawn for safer uses, To take from the patentee the
absolute control of the manufacture ard sale of the article patented would in
many, perhaps most, cagses forbid his making any effort to develop it, er prevent
his getting financial assistance for suchwork; for who would ron the risk of
proving ihe utility of an invention and making a msarket for it when the coutro)
would be wrested from him as soon as his pioncering and perhaps very cxpensive
work was done?

The cxperience of Canads and other British colonies that hoped to enjoy * free
trade in inventions,” in other words get for nothing the inventions of other
nations by allowing no patent rights for foreign inventions, iz instructive
here. Naturally the plan failed. Bo long as foreign inventions were free to all,

. no one cared or dared to bear the expense of introducing them; their manufac

ture began as soon as protection was given to manufacturers under patent rights
insuring an absoluie thongh temporary control of ary new industrv they mlght
establish.

Our manufacturing interests are too vast and too intimately dependent on

~ patent rights to endure a wanton disturbance of such security without national

injury. Even the threat of such disturbance should call cut protests frem every
honesi manufacturer.
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Scientific American, March 1st, 1884,

Robbery as a Basis of Property Right.

It is cormmonly belicved that the natural tendency of legislation in all civilized
countries is toward a reversal of the ‘“ good old plan, that he shall talke who has
the power, and he shall keep who can,” And g0 it is; but unfortunately the
tendency is not universal. Under the gpecious plea of correcting alleged wrongs,
it is still possible for legislators, presumably civilized, to proposo (if not fo secure)
ihe snactment of laws which do not help to make it easier {or men to retuin and
*enjﬁy what is rightfully theirs. Nevertheless, one cavnot but fcel a degree of
surprise at the sight of legislators calmly considsering acts which would put & pre-
mium upon robbery, by meaking it impossible for the owner of any species of
property 10 reclaim it after it had been taken from him by force or fraud ; and
that is precively what is aimed at in bill Mo. 1,058, now bciore the Senate.

This is & strong ssseriion, yet the facts will bear it out ; for the bill frankly
discriminates in favor of the veceiver of (admittedi™) stolen property against the
claims of the regi owner.

The bill in guestion was introduced Feb. 16, by the Hon. D. W. Voorhees,
Senator from Infliana, as a substitute for the bill (5. 1,115) to araend Section 4,919
of the Revised Statutes relating to the recovery of damages for the infringement
of patents, the text of which is nearly the same as House bill 3,925, printed in the
ScienNTIFIC AMERICAN for Febraary 2, 1884. The proposed substitute reads as
follows:

‘¢ Be it enacted, efe,—That it shall be a valid defense to any action for an in-
fringement of any palent, or any suit or proceeding to enjoin any person from

the use of a patented article, that the defendant therein, or his assigner, purchased =

the patented articie for use or consumption, and not for sale or exchu.ge, in good
faith and in the usual course of irade, without notice that the same was covered
by a patent, or without notice tiwmt the seller had no right to sell such articles and
in all such cases notice received after such purchase shall not bave the effect to
impair ia any way the right of such purchaser as absolute owner.” |

In brief, though the seller of a patented article have no right to sell, the .cale
shall be valid, and the real owner cannot reclaim his property.

All the talk of ““good faith,” ‘‘the wsual course of trade,” *‘for personal
use,” and all that, goes for nothing, except to cover the naked injustice of the
cloging provision. In not one case in 2 miilion could the patentee prove an ab-

sence of good frith or the existence of collusion between the fraudulent sellerand

the “‘innocent ¥ buyer, whatever the relations of the two might be.

The courts have held the property rights of patentees to be as sacred and invi-
olable as any other species of property rights; and public intereat demsnds that
they shail be as scrupulously respected and quite as carefully guarded, for they

contribute their full share to the public well-being. Exact flgures cannot be

given ; but uny one who will inquire into the value of property vested in, or con- |
tingent ujron, putent righis on Mew York Isiand alone—property whose value
would be unsettled or destroyed outright by the proposed legislation—-will soon
arrive at a sum that would go far to purchase the eatire farm properiy of &

whole States.
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Ou the scors of sound policy, not less than that of common justice to inventors

- and patentees, Congressought not to play {zat and looge with interests so gigantie

and vitally important. The public injury might be more readily apparent, but it

.could gcaraely be greater, if cattle, or horaes, or houses, or lands were similarly
.deprived .of legal protection, by enabling any thief or trespasser to give a valid

titie to any one he might induce to buy of him in “* good faith.”

If the spirit of the proposed hill were not 8o plainly in harmony with that of
other hills, on this and other subjects, proposed or euracted by the present Con-
gress, one would be almost forced to think that its purpose must be not to secure

-5 change in the cited section of the Revised Btatutes, but rather te expose the
{nherent viciousness of other patent bills that seek, though less frankly, the

same end,
1t would be tvo hazardous, however, to treat the measure other than seriously,
in view of the manifest temper of certain members in both houses of (ongress,

-and the apparent unscquaintance of others with respect to the importance
-of our mauuafacturing interests or their intimate dependence on the integrity of
.the patent laws.

aim o

—

Scientific American, March 1ist, 1884,

Patent Bille in Congress.

o the Lditor of the Scieniific American .
Noting in issue of Feb, 2 the short article, ‘‘ A Bill to Reduce the Lifetime

-of a Patent to Five Years,” as comment upon H. R. 3,617, introduced by our

own representative, the Hon, Joo. A. Anderson, I was the more fully impressed
with the growing importance of this most franiic and insane cry of the genersl
public against the patent laws, and begin to fcel the necessity of Inventors and
gll athers interested in the advancement of the arts anad sciences doing something,
The trouble lies in the fact that those who should be most interested in having
wholesome and just patent legislation for their own protection gnd that of the
geperal public really give the least attention to it. We leave these vital and all
important matters to our legislators and senators, who as a rule do not come from
the class fully knowing the needs of the case, and' thus we have imperfect laws
upon the subject ; and under the press, as at present, of popular excitement und
indignation on part of farmers and the public gencrally against so many recent
patent frands, patent sbuses, and royalty jumpers, especially in the West, we are
lisble to have some serious mistakes made, and our patent system partially if not
wholly crippled, by hasty and inconsiderate amendments under these circum-

stances. And the matter coming so close howme as to have my ewn towusman

introduce 8o objectionable g bill, I feel that it at once behgoves those interested to
wake up and see if there is not really some cause for dicsatisfaction, and if so

what it I8 ; and to suggest from 4 just and mechsanical standpoint some reason-

able remedies. And in pursuance of such motive I desive to do my little skare.
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It suggests 1tself to me, and bas for & Jong time, that our present laws are &ll
right go far as they go, but are by no means suficient to fully protect both the
inventor and the general public. The original intent and purposs of our laws
wag evidently o protect the inventor, that ig, to0 pay bim for his work and study,
and for the free publication to the world, the result of his work and study, he
should be protected for seventeen years in the cxelusive use, eie., of his inven-
tion. BRut as our country grows broader, and varied interests more developed,
we find the gencral publie requiring some protection as well. Now, how can it
be arranged that the inventor shall be fully and amply protected in his rights,
and at same time the general pubiic not be put to great annoyance and inconve-
nience ¢ Certain it is our present laws do not do this ; aud further, the interests
of the public are generally paramount to those of the individual,

Bat let us sce. 'The policy of our system is to regard the rights of the inventer
25 to what is termed property, 3. e.. that which can be bought snd sold—something
that can be magc the subject of ownership and persounal control, Now, a horge
is property, and is 60 regarded ; iscapabie of being sold, and aiso of being stolen.
Yhen anyone appropriaics to his own use ancother’s horse, he steals—is a thief—
and the law says he shall be tried as a criminal for a criéme against the few, not
agatnst the individual, and on conviction shall be punished by fine and imprison-
ment. It is nof 80 with a patent, or rather with rights conferred by the patent
laws. Why shouid it not be ? Again, if & man falsely and knowingly rapre-
sents bimself to own or conirol property which he does not, thus interfering and
injuricg the rights of others und the public, be i8 2 criminal. Therefore my
suggestion as & remedy for most of the evils, I think, of our present system
'T.?Olﬂd'be to place the right of property under patents upon same footing as other
property rights, and would call for iegislation making it a criminal offcpse,
punishable by fine and impriso.mext, for any one to willfully and knowngly
make usc or vend any article or process upon which a valid patent existed, and
would further make it a criininal offease for any one to claim rights protected by
Jetters patent willfully aud know:ngly (thus preventing the public use of such
article), unless he really had a val'd existing patent,.

And te simplify doubtful cases, it would be well to arrange & meaus for know-
ing promptly whether a claim made by any one to patent rights was valid or not
by a writ of énquiry instituted before a proper court provided for the case,

This seems to me a more tangible moeans ol correcting abuses of our patent
laws than any other way, for in 1o way can we better protect the rights of prop-
erty in anything, whether it be an inventiorn or a horse, than by making the
appropriation or wrongful use of such property a criminal offense. Whether
this is the bes? course or not we must sce ; but I am convinced of one thing, and
it is that the mechanical world must take hold of this question and have somo
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voice in the mﬂttei‘, or thera I grave danger of a complete nullification of the

very system which hss done most for our couatry during tho last ity years

Sayv. KeMBLe, JR.
Manhaitan, Kansas, Feb. 4, 1884,

[Our correspondent is well known a3 an enterprising munufacturer and inven-
tor. The prant to him of patents for his inventions has enabled him to introduce
wnd put into siccessful operation an improved indastiry, thus giving employment
to many persons and coatributing to the prosperity of his town and State, 1In
the same mannet, by ihe efforis of inventors, fostered by the patent laws, thous-
ands upon thousands of industries have been established in all parts of the
country, and as a result the United Etates is to-day probably the most prosperous
nation in the world. Her agricultural products have reached enormous propor-
tions, owing chiefly to the labor-saving machinery which patentees have studied
out and supplied to the farmers. ;

In view of such considerations it seems almosi like au insult to the comuion
gense of the nation for honorable members of the House to disclaim against the
patert laws and strive to pass enactments that will cripple and destroy industries
created by those laws., Think of the voies given in the House Jenuary 21 in
favar of the passage of bill H. R, 8,934, which forbids the inventor from recov-
ering damages for the use of his patent—114 syes, 6 noes, 200 members not
voting, and noi s single man with pluck enough to stand up and breathe a word
in behalf of his constituents, whose properly and rights were by the enactment
of the bill sure to be injured. The inveutors, workers and manufacturers of this
country are strong enough to have not only one bat many repreaentatives of their
interests in Congress ; at present they have none--none but dumbhesds. With
a little unity of effori to see that no man is hereafter elected who will not pledgs
himself in advance to the encouragemoent of home industries and home invén-
tions there will be & different spirit exhibited in Congress, and inventive manu-
facturers like Mr, Kemble will not be obliged publicly to complain of their

townsmen in Congress.for intreducing foolish Eills.
Because there are thieves abroad who iry to steal property is no reason why
Congress should pass laws to prevent honest people from owning or defending

properiy. | .

scientific American, March 1st, 1884.

Ruinous YL,egislation.

There seems to be some very sirong infiluencz at work, not only to deprive
patentecs and inventors of thelr rights, but. to crippie and retard our nations!
rosperity, which so largely depends unpon new inventions and improvermente.
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Our country would naver have attained its present gigantic proportions and grent
prosparity had it not bad the benefit derived from the great inventions of the last
half century. Had the intelligence of our early statesinen been on & par with our
. presont House of Representstives, it is more than likely that the 114 members
who voted for bills, 3,925 and 8,034 would now e ornamcuting their own fire-
sides, and the other 6 would have -had to make their way to the capitol ¢f the

nation in a stage coach.

Even with our present laws the inventor hag very little encouragement, as he

proverbially lacks capital to protect his inventions, and with thatlittle withdrawn
he most assuredly is not going to work his brain for the benefit of capitalists, and
Jike Charles Iidouard Jacot, of Switzerland, referred to in the article ¢f Feb. 2,
will have to smigrate to a country where Government is wise encugh te protest

inventors and encourage improvements, It is to be hoped inat the intelligence of

our senators is of a higher order, and that they will not dishonor their record by
passing bills so damaging to their constituents and the interests of their country.

W. L. B

— - ——

Manufacturers' Gagzette.

Have Inventors Any Rights?

The Manufacturers Gazsolte, referring to recent bills passed by the House, nuili-
{ying the rights of patentees and other hostile legislation now before both branches
of the national legisiature, says:

“The momen? any such legislation as this takes effect, our mechanical progress
will be in ils decadence, Wiy pot pass one more law, that hereafter no patents
shall be aliowed to anybody for any length of time, and thus stop the outlay for
the Patent Office, patent lawyers, ete., and that no future litigation shall be had

a8 to rights vested in patents ? Thus cutting the whole thiug down and wiping
out at one fell stroke millions of dollars of property, or what has beer supposed
to he property, and 2is0 wiping out tolally one of the strongest branches of
American industry, the inventors and perfecting mechanics. We might as well
do the thing right while we are about it; wipe out everything that refers to it;

let them start again, but make the thing sure that no man has rights that another
cne i8 bound ©0 respect.”

il

The Bt. Louis Miller.

Ray’e Bill.
‘“ Thers 1s a vast deal of twaddle in many of the arguments of thoss who try to

break down Governmsni giants of rights and franchises on the ground that
monopoly should be discouraged. Tie people at large are guite indifferent as to
the cost of a public benefit, untll after it is secured. Then they too coften seek to
preveat the originators of the benefits from reaping any permanent or extended
profits therefrom. The public is totally conscienceless on this point, and is ready
to evade the terms of a distinet contract whenever it can be done in a slightly
roundabont way. 'The repeated and continuous attacks upon the effectiveness of
our patent law which has heen made in Congress after Congress are sbundantly
illustrative of the spirit to which we allude. . . . Under this proposed law
some piratical adventurers with a little money could rvesdily inform themselves
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regarding a few meritorious articles just patented by poor and obscure inventors,
eould quickly mapufacture immaense stocks of the goods, and coitld then throw
them on the market so suddeniy and extensively that stopping the trafiic by the
gervice of notice would be simply impossible. Moreover, honorable marufac-
turers who mighkt be willing to allow inventors a reasonable royalty would be
afraid to make a harzain for the legitimate production of the patented noveitics.
They would fear to do so lest others less honorable might be even then secretly
making the same goods and might soon floed the country with them, The New
Yorker's bill is an unjust one, and shonld be forever tabled.”

—— e — A e

Scientifie Amerlcan, "ﬁarch I1st. 1884,
Opposition to Patent Nullification.

Perhaps the principal reason why there hes not, thus far, been more general
aud forcible protest against the bills now before Cougress nullifying our patent
laws, is to be found in the fact that such proposed legislation hasbeen frequently
attempted bLefore, and without success. Patentees and inventors should not,
bowever, rest in any feeling of security on this eccount, The attack on our
natont system was never hefore more bitter, and never apparently so well sus-
tained, as it has beer during this session of Congress, The most earnest appeals
should be made, therefore, (o hoth Senators and Ileprescutatives, though they
can be supported by no stronger axrguments than hererofore advanced, in order
that ro one of these most pernicious bills shall e allowed to slip through both
houses, and become law, on any plea of inadverience, or of failureto understand
the full scope of the injury it is proposed to mﬂlct upor the industyy of the

country.
Among other oppouents of proposed patent nullification by the last Congressa

- commiftee of the franklin Institute, Philadelphia, did good service in Washing-

ton. The biils then were of much the same character as those now urged, and Gf
one of them the committes used the following language: ‘¢ This bili legalizes

" theft, and is clearly unconstitutional. 1t is g short sighted and iniguifous piece

of legislation, and should properly be entitled ‘ An act to discourage Amecrican
invention,” since, if it become law, it would nullify the grant of all patents,”” The
urgency for these bills was then attributed ton few grangers, whom the politicians
wanted to please, and to the powerful moneyed influence of the Eastern and
Weatern railroad associations, organized ostensibly for fostering invention, but
in reality to ** freeze out ” sl inventors who had any patents of value in the rail-
road business.

Mr. Reed, of Maine, 8 member of the present as he was also of the last House,
forcibly put the objections to laws nullifying patents in the 37th Congress as
follows: ‘‘ The Constitution has a right motive in protecting patentees, because
the public gets value received, and unless you pay inventors men will notinvent.
If you rob them of the proceeds of their invention after they have invented, you
stop the business. And every man krows that, notwithstanding thousands of
dollars are taken away from innocent men by fraudulent practices such as are
cow.plained of, there are millions of dollars conferred upon the public by this
very iuveniive faculty., . . . What would this country be witheut the in-
ventive faculty ? Without the patent laws to-day it wounld be poor instead of
rich. - We owe the cheapness of everything that enters into the produetion of our

*
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daily bresd, of everything that wa wear, of everything that we use, to the inven-
tive power. Do not strike it down; it is not wige to do s0.’

Apropos, however, of the foolish prejudices which somelimes influence law
makevs on important matters, a valued Philadelphia correspondent calls our
attention to the occasion wher Oliver Evans first ran a high pressure, self-pro-
pelling steam engine. It was ouly ruu from the shops in that city to the Schuyl-
kili, but in its progress accidentally knocked down an old lamppost, whereupon
a law was promptly enscted forbidding ‘‘ any more such nonsense,” the only law
existing there to-day prohibiting self-propelling engines, although the engine thus
seught to be annihilated was the precursor of the thousands of locomotives that
now reach every corner of that State and of ithe United Slates.

— —r e omn -m m —um ey g e am

On Infringements of Patents.

To the Editor of the Scientific: -

I see by }'nur valuable journal that you condemn the bills now before Congress
altering or amending the patent Iaws. That shows that you ave fully alive to the
interests of inveantors and patentees, forif the bills referred to become law, patentees
may throw their patents into the firc, for they will be of no more value then thar
$o0 much wasle paper.

The plea that these biils are intended to to protect innocent purchasers is too
thin, for the Gazeite vecords of the Patent Office are to befound almost everywhere

and persons who are snxious t0 avoid being swindled can get sufficient informa-

tion from the records, and from other available sources, to guide them in their
purchases; and if people getswiondled, the best way in mmy opinion to put an
end to that sort of business would ba to authorize the Commissioner of Patents
to keep a palenteed register in his office, in which patentees or owners of patents
could, by paying the Commissioner proper fees, get the names of their attorneys
and agents registered, including the proper address of all such ; and it should be
made a rule that no attorney or agent should be permitted to act as such until he
had first obtained, from the Commissioner of Patents, a certified copy under seal
‘of the authority filed in the Patent Office by the owner of the patent, and it should
be made a law or rule, also, that any person who should attempt to sell patented
ariicles, without having in his possessicn a certified copy of the authority of the
owner, should be liable to arrest and fine. If some such amendment as this could
be made to the patent laws, ample protection would be given to the public against
swindling dealers in articles covered by a patent, and there would be no need of
the dubious bills pow before Congress.

The keeping of such a register as I have named would only entail a little exira
work on the Patent Office, for vhich the fezs to be collected would more than
make ap, for they would largely increase the revenues of the Patent Office for all
time to come.

I have more thap one invention of my own, for which I intended to ask you to
apply for patents for me without delay. To these I have given much valuable
time, but if Congress is going to tamper with the patent laws, as it is threatening
to do, then I shull not apply for patents in this country, but send my m#enthns

to England, ‘believing that the new patent law of that country offers now Eittperior
inducements to inventors end patentees, . : H. P, Rosﬂ.
San Fraucisco, Feb. 10, 1884. |
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[it must not be forgotten there are stringent laws ow Ia force, State and
Federal, for the stvere pumshment oX aay person who practices any kin€ of fraud
or misrepresentation, whether in respect to patents, other personal property. real
estate, ete. Those who, like some of the Congress members, aim to destroy
property i patents because they fancy that gomebody is cheated by patens
rogues, ought to go & step farther and pass lIaws (o depreciate the holding of real

. estate Leckhuse therc are 80 MENy real estate knaves.—EDs. ]

Scientific American, March 8th, 1884,

ipingle 1l Sl

The Righis of Inventors and the Policy of the Patent
Law.

To the Editor of the Scienlific American ;

The main cause of difference between the civilized maxn and the savage is, one
labors to till the soil a3 a foundation for civilization, and the other does not, One
has tools and machinery to work with, the other has not, Tools and machinery
render our present civilization possible. Take away permsanently all the tonis and
machkinery of civilization from the world, and civilization would have to cease.

All the tools and machinery that exist have been invented by somebody. In-
vention is simply adapting rneans to ends to render man’s life on earth easier and
more comfortable. Two centuries of labor, by the aid of tools and machinery,
have made this country what it is to-day. The savage without tocls for ages
had done nothing to break the wilderness. Now, if our life as a nation is any
better or more comeforiable than that of the red man before us, we may as well

- thank the inventors of the world for thic tools which have enabled us to go as

high up as we are, Btop invention to-day, and the world will go no higher than
our present inventions will allow us to go.

The right of the individual to what he prauuees or obtains by his labor is recog-
nized by law, and protected; but if a man is foelish encugh to spend his time and
mesns, and go through noverty and self-denial to give a machine, or a conveni-
ence, or composition of matter to the world, which it never Lad before to use,
and which will give civilization a higher plane of life, he i3 not protecied as an
inventor, aud as a matter of justice to him, but oa the principle that the patent
law is based upon—that of good policy on the part of the public to offer him a
patent for a limited time—17 years~~-and then his ownership ceases, and the grest
public own it. During 1kis brief protection what is his condition ? If a men
steals a horge, the State attorney stands ready to prosecute, and the court casta
bim into prison at the State expense. But let o man steal an invention, and it is
only an infringement, and you may get damages enough to pay your lawyer, and

" perbaps not, I 8uppose horges are of more consequence than inventors™or their

machines.

The patent law is based on public policy, not on justice to the inventor. It is
said that an invention is 8 monopoly, but it does not monopolize anything the
world has had before. It does not make a corner in breadstuffs, and oppress
the millions, or ralse the price of anyihing men have already ; but invention
cheapens the things we.already have. An invention is not corn or wheat, that
the public must have, and the public won’t ‘buy unless convinced they are the
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gaincta by so doing. " ¥f an invention is held too high in price the public won't
buy, so nobody is hmr¢ but the inventor.

The bill lately passed by the House of Representatives seeks toshield the kayer
of & potented article from liability to the inventor for royalty or damages. ‘The
innocent buyer of a stolen horse has no redress when the rightful owner takes
his howse. It is safe to presume, oun the part of the buyer, that a new and im-
proved article ia patented, and the purchaser should -act accordingly, and buy of
the rightful owners. If we have no sense of justice to the inventor, 1 do not
helieve we can afford to commit suicide by curtailing the limited protection at
present thrown arouund inventions, and stay the progress of civilization and im-
provement. I do not believo the majority of people of the United Btates are in

favor of any such movement. Let the penple be heard. ~
A, F. ARNDRRWS.

Avon, Conn., February 16, 1884

The Wew York Star, Marcl 1ith, 1884,

Pateonts in Peril.

.y v

BILLS IN CONGREES WHICH ARL CALCULATED TO ALARAL INVIELNTORS.

Much anxiety i3 felt by inventors ana owners of patents concerning what is
believed to be a settled delermination on the part of a considerable number of
members of the, present Congress to enact laws that will virtually destroy the
value of property in patants by taking away from them the legal proteciion they
now have, and actually encouragivg infringement snd open robbery. The excuse
offered for the proposed action is the admitted desirability of instituting such
reform a3 will put a stop to vexzatious and almost blackmalling suiis brought
against innocent purchasers of infringements upon wnatented artieles, the protec-
tion of which by putent has net been mado matter ol nublic knowledge until the
infringements have had time to pass into common use. Under the guise of pro-
tecting such innocent purchasers two bills have already passed the House (Nos.
3,826 and 3,034) which, if they become 1nws, wiil have the cffect of making legal
prozecution of infringements so costly, vexatious and ineffective that owners of
patents will be almost helpless. Even worse bills are, however, those now pend-
ing in the Senate, consideration of which is madethe special order for this (Tues-
day) afternoon. A gentleman largely interested in patent rights, speaking as a
representative of the feeling of many thousands of inventors, patentees and
licensed users of patent inventicns, said yesterday, in explanation of the bills
pending: *

‘““I'he provisions of the House bills are such that a patentee must give honds to
pay all costs of an infringement suit before beginning it, and must pay them,
although be gains the suit, if he isawarded less than $20 damages. He must also
pay, in addition to the costs, a feo of $50 to the defendant’s attorney in case the
defevdant by any means gains the suit. The user of an infringement is held not
to be lizble to prosecution, but simply the manufacturer or vender. Even if the
patenicec wins the suit against the user of an infringement made by himself or his
employé for his own beneflt, and not to use in manufacture of articles for sale,
the measure of recovery must be simply a license fee, to be fixed by the jury, and
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not by the patentee, whose property is thus valued for him and dispesed of with-
out his consent.

¢ 1t is readily apnarent that such restrictions would leave tho patentos withoun
remedy at law. Think of ihe bonds he would have to give to fight infringers all
ovar the Union! Remember, too, that suits against users—* irmocent purchasers
in good faith ’-~pra, 88 & rule, mercly to fix the lege! right to & patent, und if pos-
sible through them o get at the manufacturers and veuders of the infringements.
The dameges from thein are always petty, bhardly over apything:approximating
{o $20 in any of the class of patentis that this law weuld throw open to everybody,
0 the patentee would always have to pay his own costs.  1f-the infringer shows
that he ig simply an ‘innocent purchaser,” and not & manufacturer, or a$ lesst
choosas to swear that he is, he even has his lawyer paid for him. If these bills
pass the Senate and become Jaws patenis on gmall articles of easy manufacture
and wide utility will be valueless, Stoves, lamps, agricuitural implements, tools,
tricamings, toys and a thousand otker things wiil be made and sold by irresponsi-
ble infringers everywhere, and the owners of patents upon them can hope for ne
redress,

¢« There ig g bill Lelore the Senate, however, introduced by Senalor Voorhers,
by the side of which these proposed enactments are almost white. It provides
that.: , |

¢ ¢ 7t shel) be s valid defeuse to any action for an infringement of any patent
or any suit or proceeding to eujoin any person from the use of a patented nriiclo
that the defendant ti.erein or bis assignor purchsased the patented article for use
or consumption and not for sale or exchange, in good foithand in the usual course
of trade, withoui notice that the same was covered by 8 patent, or without netice
that the seller had no richt to sell such an article; and in all such cuases notice
receivesd after such purchase shall not have tbe eflect to impair in any way the
vight of such purchaser as absolute ewner.’

«« In other words, the patentee must prove the defendunt’s knowledge of a fact
—rather a hard thing to do—or that the scller of the infringing thing, when aell-
ing it, warned the purchager that it was an infringement-—which he would hardly
he likely to do —and, afier all, the only satisfaction the plaintifi gets when he has
proven both facts, if you please, is that the defendant caa go right along enioying
the use of the thing hie bas no moral or legal right to, any more than he would
have to a stolen watch or overcoat. It is an old saying that ¢ possession is nino
points of the law,” but here, in the law according to Voorhees, possession is the
whole ten points. -

‘““ There ig still another bill that should not be overlooked (H. 3,617), which pro-
poses 1o reduce the life of a patert from seventeen years to five; but that would
be too unutterably foclish, unjust and ipjurious to the country to stand much
show for passing. Itis a rare thing that shy money is made on a patent in the
first five ycars, and certainly it would be much rarer if those other House bills
should become laws, The effect of such a redoction would be to put a stop Lo
patenting, and invertors, ingicad of helping, as they do so enormously, to build ap
the wealth of our country and keep our progress ahead of the world in the useful
arts and sciences, would flee to other lands where they would receive better recog-
nition and reward for their genius and labors. It will indeed be the effect of
those other bills, each and all of them, to compel inventors to leave this country
o0 seek patents abroad, if they become laws, And if that time ever comes it will
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be n sad day for the United States. And that day will be 2 pecoliarly sad cne for
the demagogues who have brought such ruin upoa the couniry when the people
see.tho effect of their work. Our factories, in 1880, turned out &5,985,000,000
worth of products, tho grester part involving use of patent rights, sud dependent
sa them for the production, What will be the effect when the capital invested
in them is imperilled by such legislation as this? Qur production, agriculturally,
that vear was $2,200,000,000, in which inventicns were 8 prominent factor in
cheapening and increasing the amount, .We can only prosper by encouraging

our inventors, not by slaughtering them.
“"Chese laws will benefit not the poor but rich corporations that, especially

by Voorhces’ bill, were it a law, could unrestrainedly grasp any pateni they
please.”

The N, Y, Star, March 12th, 1884,

Lipgislation on Patents.

It is a singular conception of right in property that animates & considerable
namber of the members of the preseit Congress, ns demonstrated by the measures
they have proposed affecting paient intercsts. A patent is virtually ¢ contract
between the Goveroment, representing the whole people, end an indiv.a+al who
hias something, of his own invention, creation, or discovery, that would be of
practical value to the people were it known to them. In consideration of his
making known, for connnon benefit, the results of his study, genius or skill, he
is gusranteed & reward in the form of an exclusive right, for a term of years, to
whatever profits may accruc from the common use of that which before was his
slone, he being given the right to control that use so as to reap pecuniary benefit
from it. After the expiration of that term, the patent—cexeept in a small per-
centage of cases in which there 1s reissue—becomes free to all, the presumption
Leing that hisreward is Dy that time suflicient.

"The first principie of value in a patent, as in any other form of properiy, is
atability in possession ; protection by law against theft, But the patent, though
more liable to be stolen than almost any other property, is actually least of all pro-
tected, and were the bills now before Congress to become laws, would be prac-
ticaily deprived of almost all protection. .

It is a notorious fact that inventors and patent owners, as a ruis, make nothing
on the first five years of the lifetime of a patent. During that time they are
mainly occupied in fighting patent thicves in” the United States Courls~a very
expensive business—and in introducing their inventions to popular knowledge.
But one of the bills now pendirg in the House proposes to reduce the lifetime
of 8 patent from seventeen years to five. And even for that time the value 18 to
. be destroyed by the ingenious devices to proteet infringers which other bilis com-
prise. 'The preposterous conceptions cf making the owner of a patent pay all
the costs of prosecuting an infringer, even though le may win his suit ; of ex.
pecting him to prove guilty knowledge on the part of the user of an infringement
when he purchased the thing; and finally of permitting an Infringer to continue
his uso and enjoyment of the infringement even after he is duly informed that he
has no legsl right to do so, and to use it even in manufacturing processes, the
license feeto Dbe flxed, not by the patent owner, but by a jury—all these are in
the proposed bills, The owner of a patent that has been over and over again
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declared valid inm courts of competsnt jurisdiction, it is propesed, shall give
bonds before he can begin suit to bring an intringor Lo justice, just the same as
would cne whose patent had never been put to test. All these things are cal-
culated to amaze any just and intelligent person who will stop to think of the
moral right of the patent owner to his property and of tho impolicy of depriving
the community of the great benefits that accrue to the country from the inventor's
genius, of which we shall certainly be deprived if onr patent system is to be thus
destroyed.

The bill already passed by the House will be pressed in the Senate to-day, no
doubt, It is homestly intendced, we believe, to redress some glaring abuses which
have fallen most heavily on "Vestern farmers, the innceent purchasers of articles
such as wire fence and machinery which iniringed existing patents. INeverthe-
less, the properiy right of the owner of the patent should be incontestibie, To
establish any other principie would be to discoursge invention and promote
fraud.

—— e W = W R St ena — e i W

Wew York Sun, March 13th, 1884,
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Attacking Inventors.

Serious apprehension ig felt among inventors and patent owners lest great and
very injurious changes in the existing patent laws should be efiected during the
present session of Congress. Over twenty bills, most of them bad, have been
introduced to alter these iaws. One of thie most striking reduces the life of o
patent from seventeen yeurs to five,  Another empowers juries to fix the license
fecs to be paid by users of patent infringements, without regard to the patent
owner's valuation of his property right. Apother enables any user of an in-
fringement to evade punishment by the simple plea that he did not know that
the thing was patented or that the person selling 1* 40 him had no right to patent
it. Another authorizes the user of an infringement to continuc its use where it
would be of the greatest benefit to him and most injurious to the owner of the
patent, ncthwithstanding ampie legal notice after hiz purchase that it wag an in-
fringement. Then we have bills to compel the owner of » patent repeatedly de-
claved valid by the United States courts to give bonds for the payment of costs
before commencing suit against an infringer; to make the plaintiff in such suits
pay all costs if he does not recover damages to an amount seldomx veached in such
prosecutions, except where the defendant is a vender or a fraudulent manufac-
turer of the infringement; and to make the plaintiff liahle not only for the costs
of suit, but for the payment of the defendant’s attorney when these and other in-
genious devices to thwart justice chouse him out of an award of damages.

There may bave been some instances of injustice to innocent users of infringe-
ments through the peculiar methods of certein pateat owners, either in securing
their supposed rights or through the vesatious uncerfainties affecting contested
ownership of patenis, The extent of such injustice, however, has unquestion-
ably been greatly exaggerated. Even at the worst, it is in a very small ratio to
the patent interest of the country as s whole. If the eviis alleged exist in any
degree, they may certainly be remedied by a less radieal process than the destruc-
tion of ull protection for property right in patents. To make laws of the pro-
posed bills would snaihilate the owner’s benefits on a great number of patents,
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ruinously vingcttie the vaiues of all not made abselutely worthless, and affect in-
juriously all manufscturing interests dependent to any exient ou patented pro-
cegges or machinery. It is surprising that three members of the Benate Paient
Committee who represent States in which enormens sums of capital are invested
in patents, and in which the prosyority of nearly the entire population is inti-
mately connected with the maintenance of the rights of inventors and patent
owners, should permit such measurcs t0 pags through their honds without careiud
scrutiny and strenuous opposition. y
These are gquestions in which the honor and materizl prosperity of the nation
are opposed by the interests of petly rogues who wish to steal the fruits of others’

brains,

ol

The New York S‘Lar March i4tn, 1884,
The Monace to-l"atents.

In 1883 there weere issued in this country 22,218 new patents and 167 reigsues
were granted. This brings the aggregate of American patents up to over g guar-
ter of 2 millien. During the same year 8,874 patents expired snd becamme commen
property.  Oflicial inquiries have do.aonstrated thot ninc-tenths of 4ll the manu-
factureg of the country were of patented articles or productions of patented articles
or proceszes. According to the census of 1880, the products of our factorics that
yvear smounted to $5,369,000,000, and of our agriculture te $2,200,009,000. How
far both sources of national prosperity were due to and dependent upen patented
inventions, i3 & matter so well known to everybody that it need not be dwelt upon
nere, any farther than to suggest that tha reader think, if he can, of any interest
or material thing of pecuniary value in the preduction of which no patznted ar-
ticle, mechanism or process bore an important part. Qurs is, above all others, a
land of inventors, and to the {ruits of their genius, above all else, must be credited
the swift advanceinent of our material prosperity, through the ready utilization, in
the best and cheapest ways, of our vast natural resources. In 1830 our aggregate
weelth amounted to $13,000,000,000, an increase of $27,000,800,000 upon what it
was in 1860 ; and United States patents had increased from 26,041 to 228 .210.
That increase in wealth was achieved despite the enormous evils congequent upon
our civil war, and it was in greatest measure resultant froim our unexampled pro-
gress in the fieid of Invention.

Judge Story declared the object in glantn}g patents to be the promotion of pro-
gress in science and the useful arts, an object as truly national, meritorious and
well-founded in public policy as any which can possibly be within the scope of
national protection. The facts cited above show with suflicient clearness how
well the ends in view ip the granting of patents have been attained, and in that
attainment have accrued to our material well-being and glory. How unwise,
thien, as g matter of public policy must be the legislation that would throttle in-
ventive genius § Yet that is just what is being attempted now by the movers of
& score of bills pending .n Cobngress. The direct and immediate effect of their
enactment would be to disccurage all invention, render valueless a vast number
of patents and unsettle—irremediably while such laws shouvld be maintained in
force——the value of all property invested in or dependent upon patents,

And there is still another consiGeration, apart from that of the effzcts upon
vested property rights, which is too iraportant to be overlooked. The granting of
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z patent's, and thorough protection of righte 1n them, is a constantly offered national
% aid to tho advencement of the personal prosperity and dignity of every intelligent
B:  working man and woman who bas the ability te grasp the prize. It is s reward
¢ to eneourage geniug—a weapon in the baitle of life that puts labor upoun equal
| around with capital. Xvery toiler has within bis rcach, if he has brains to find
out some new thing that the worid will want, @ competence that labor slone
could never bring ‘o him ; perhaps even great weaith, as has failen to the lot of
. many withia every person'’s Knowledge. This is not at all a sentimental consid-
:"” eraticn, but au intensely practical one, particularly for the congideration of Iaw-
2= makers in a4 Government like ours, which is affirmed to be *° of the people, by the
. people and for the people.” But the first clewnent of value in that offered reward
 ynust be its reality. It must not be such a sham as 1t would be made by restrict-
* ing the lifetime of a pateat to five years, or by lawa to shvield thieves who steal the
=% natentee’s inventions and to hamper him in legally maintaining his rights.
1 If the Senate, before passing upon either of the proposed measnres, will taks
“ time to consider the vast importance of rhe issues inveolved, it is hardly possible
:'{31 that they will become laws.  The gross impoliey, the manifest injustice gnd the
- unconstitutionality characterising nearly all these bills make it an imperative duiy
- to return them to the Committee on Patents for careful, intelligent digestion and
% revision. Thus, snd thus only, will it be practicable to get before Congress & bill
 which will ochicve ceriain desirable reforms without doing great wrongs, and
- doing them in a stupid and perhaps unlawful way.

Scientific Ameurilaan, KMarch 16th, 1884,

Prospects of the Patent Bills.

~ The hostile patent bills that bave paszed the Housge, and other bills now before
. the Senate have not yet heen reached. Mesntime hundreds of letters and re-
. monstrances against the passage of these bills have been sent by individuals in
" all parts of the cbuntly, and hundreds more will soon be sent forweyd., If
.; the friends of the patent laws continue to pour in their protests for a short time
*longer, it is helieved this mischievous legislation may be postponed and at last
defeated Nothing has a mere powerful influence with Senators and Representa-
twes than forcible letters from their own townsmen and covstituents. We there-
'] fore urge upon inventors, manufacturers and all who wish to uphold the industries
w, of the nation, to write directly to Senators, and give ressons why these billa
X . should be set aside.  Legislators need to understand the views and feelings of the
3 people they represent, and then they will speak and act accordingly.

+ No person should defer his protest in the hope that others will do something
or that some combined movement will take place. Let each individual promptly
organize himself into an association of one, and send forward his arguments,
: resolves and letters, without hesitation or delay.

1 Yor the convenience of readers we here repeat the numbers and general natum
‘of some of the bills now before the Senate.

Patents and Politics.

It is estimated that between 80,000 and 40,C... citizens of the State of New
York, have received patents for their inventions which ramain unexpired. Nearly
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every manufacturer in the State is an owner, or i8 interested in or works under
gome patent. It is probable that at least 100,000 votors in New York State are
directly connected with industries that will be greatly damaged if these bad patent
lnws are passed. The majority that carries the State in the approaching election
will not probab’y be very large. Which of the two great partics will sweep the
State 7

Certuinly it will not be the party whose senators and representatives in Con-
eresa are doing all they ean to destroy the interests of their constituents at hiome.
What is trae of New York is true of several other States. The inventors and

manfacuturers of the country will have power enough in the comine elections to-

defermine upon which side the victory shall rest ; and that power ig likely to be
cxercised. A little ingenuity, a little determined and vnited ellort, will do the
busingss,

A - = = Ak o m— am— s

Manufacturers’ Review and fndustrial Record, March
19th, 1884,

No move dastardly blow bas ever been aimed at the privete rights of indi-
viduals, and pariicularly inventors, than is concealed within the bills now pend-
ing before Congress. Should these bilis or one¢ similar in terms become law, the
value of vested rights in many patents now existing would he practically de-
stroyed, and the incentive to the cxercise of inventive genius ho withdrawn.

Inventors could see before them no prospect of reward when ihe sceurity usually
afforded by law to personal property was destroyed, and the fruits of their labors
wers practicaily at the mercy of any vandal who might choose to seize them,
Our manufacturing industiries owe too much to inventors to witness with com-
posure this wholesale onslaught tipon their rights, and itis to the interest of every
person ia any way connected “with patented machinery or processes used in the
textile traders to cast his influence heavily against the passage of these or any
similar bills, Prompt action is needed, asg, in view of the fact that the first two
bills originated in the House, and the third in the Scnate, it is hichly probable
that they will unite vpon a bill identical in spirit if not in terms, with the fore-
going. No opposition seems Lo have been raised hitherto, and they 1 mssed both
branches of Congress by overwhelming majorities,

It is Jate to bring influence to besr against them ; but there is still time to do
much if action be prompt and vigorous.

The Hydraulic Sanitary Plumber, March 15th, 1884

Threatened Congressional Violation of Patent Rights.

A prominent characteristic of the present House of Representatives is a certain
hostlhty to inventors, whether through ignorance of the character of proposed

legislation or a desire to abridge their rights aud privileges as regards the un-

authorized usge of patents.

It is not quite clear to us what special purpose is covered by the House Bill 8,925,
whose operation would be morc of an annoyance to inventors than any injury to
their patent rights, The principal effect of such a messure would be that it would

tend to discourage any litigation in the way of small infringements of any patent..
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Acuipn, in the case of suits for infringercenis, the zecond gection would heve the
«ﬂifect of closing the law courts ageinst siruggling patentees with little money
apd few friends, as the plaintifl would have to file a bond, with sufilcient seeuri-
ty, for not alone all the costs in the event of the suit, being unsuecessful, but an
allowance for defendant’s counsel in the judgment of the court up io $50. This

would be an innovation in law practice which should not be permitied, as, if tho

principle would hold good ir: one ¢lass of cases, it would be only reasonable that
othor suits at law would be broughi within ite provisions, DBesides, it would
work with great hardship in cases where a poor patentes would have to contend

-ith a corporation able to contest & case and carry it from court to court on some
Jdimsy legal quibble. lie would have to give up his case and his bondsmen wonld

be liable not'alone for the costs but for an allowance on aceount of the defendant’s
ccunsel fees,

This House Bill 3,034 is little short of clearrobbery without any redress. Under
its operations Smith may, after years of patientlebor, perfect something deserving o
patent, which in due time he.obiains and puts his invention on the market, Brown,
a shiftless. irresponsible shark, living mostly by the Iabor and ingenuity of others,
picks up the patented article and takes it to sorae distant part of the country where
he selis it to Jones and Robinson ¢ al,, and they use it without any inqguiry
whether Brown had the right to sell it inasmuch a8 they had not received notice

- of its being patented. Yinally, Smith finds out that Jones and Robinson are

using hispaient, and he notifies them of the fact. He can claim no damages for
the unauthorized use of his patent, and can only hold the infringers liable in the
future by exacting a license fee.

Another piece of injustice contemplated by this bill is that if the user of the
patent manufactures the article for his own use he shall be liable for a license
fee only, the amount of waich—in the absence of other provision—to be fixed by
the court.. How well'such a biil would meet a rich railroad corporation requires
very little demonstretion. In addition to the House bills under discussion there
35 yet another pending known as House Bill 8,617, which limits the lifetime of a
patent to five years,  'Tnis will probably pass.

Pittsburgh Chronicle Telegréph, March 16th, 1884,

He Thinks it a Bad RBill.

Great opposition has been aroused here and elsewhere among manufacturers to
the Calkins patent bill, now pending in Washington. Mr, A. J. Nellis, of
Allegheny, who has been there fighting the bill, states that it provides that any
owner or inventor of a patent to sustain his rights must pay to the infringer’s
lawyer a fee of $500 and receive no costs. It deprives inventors of the use of
their pateats, and will work enormous loss to manufactunng interests in tbe
country. Hundreds of leading firms have sent in protests, and a delegation of
manufacturers will be present on Monday when the bill comes up. Mr. Nellis
thinks the Chamber of Commerce should take some action on the matter.
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N, Y, Svn, ¥Mar. 156th, 1884,
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Prospects of the Patent Bills,

'The hostile patent billg that have passed the House and other bills now belore
the Senate have vot yet been reached.  Meantime hundreds of letlers ard remon-
strances against the passzage of these bills have been sent by individualg in all
parts of the country, and hundreds morc will soon be sent forward. 1f the
friends of the patent laws continue to pour it their protests for a short time
longer, it is betieved this mischievouy iegislation may be postponed and ot lnst
deferted. Nothinyrr has a more powerful influence with Senators and Represen.
tatives than forcible letters from their owa townsinen and constituents, We
thercfore urge upon inventors, manufacturcers, and all who wish to upheld the
industries of the nation to write directly to Senators, and give reasons why thesc
bills should be set nside. Legislators nced to understand the views and feelings
of the people they represent, and then they will speak and act accordingly.

‘« No person should defer his protestin the hope that others will do something or
that some combined movement will take place. Let each individual promptly
organize himself into an asscciation of one, and seud forward bis nrguments,
regolves, and letters without hiesitation or delay,

The following are the names of members of the Senate and the States they
repregent; Address U, 8, Senate,

ALABAMA. é MIBSISSIPPY,
Jomes L. Pugho ... Eufaula, | James Z, George....... Jackson.
John T. Morgan__.______ ~Selma. - Luecius Q. C. Lamar._._Oxford.
ARKANSAS. 21850 URI.

James D, Walker....__._ Fayctteville, | George G, Vest..___..._Kansas City.
Augustug 11. Garland..._ Little Rock. | Francis M, Cockrell.... Warrénsburg
CALIFORNIA, | NEBRASKA.

James T, Farley....._... Jacksen. Charles H, Van Wyck.._Neb’ka City.

John I, Miller........... S. Francisco. | Charles ¥, Manderson...Omaha.
COLORADO. NEVADA.
Nathaniel P, Hiil_.._ .. ..Denver. ! John P. Jones.......... (Gold Hill
Thomas I1. Bowen...... Del Norte. James . Fair.... ... ... Virginia City
CONFECTICUT. NEW HAMPSHIRE,
Orville H. Platt......... Meridan. Honry W, Blair......... Plymouth.
Joseph R. Hawley.... .. Hartford. Austin F, Pike..___.... Franklin.
DELAWARE. | NEW JERSEY.
Thos. Frencis Baysrd. ... Wilmington. | William J. Sewell..__... Camden.
Bl Sauvlsbury. ... ...._. Dove . | John R. McPherson..... Jersey City.
FLORIDA., NEW YORK.
Wilkingon Call..._.._... Jacksonville. | Elbridge G. Lapham....Canandaig’s.
Charles W. Jones...__... Pensacols, Warner Miller......... -Herkimer.
GEORGTA. NORTH CAROLINA.
Joseph E. Brown...._._.. Aflanta. Zebulon B. Vance....._. Charlofte.
Alfred H. Colquitt...._.. Atlanta. Matt W, Ransom.._.__. Weldon.
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. ILLINOIS | OHIO.
John A. Logan...ean.. .- Chicago. George H. Pendleton. . .Cincinnati.
8helby M. Cullom....... Gpringfield,  { Jobn Sherman........ -Mansfield.
INDYANA, | ORLGOXN,
Paniel W. Voorhecs..... Terre Haute, | James H, Slater...._.. Le Grande.
Benjamin Harrison. ... .. Indianapolis. | doseph N, Dolph. ... ... Portland.
IOWA. PENNBYLVANIA, |
Wiltiam 3. Aliison......Dubuque. i d. Donald Cameron. .. Harrisburg,
James F, Wilsona ... Iairficld. John I. BMitchell...... Wellshoro.
KANSYAS, RIODE ISLAND.
Jobn J. Ingalls......._. Atchison. - Neleon W, Aldrich...._Providence
Preston B, Plumb. - oo .. Emporig. Henry B, Anthony..... Providence
RFNTUCKY. | SOUTII CAROLINA,
John S. YWilliams. ... Mi, Sterling, | Wade Humpton.. ... Columbia.
James B. Becle. . . Lexington. Matvhew C. Butler..__. Edgefield.
LOUISIANA, TENNESSEE,
Benjamin I Jonas..... . N. Osicans. | Howell T. Jackson. ... Jackson.
Randall L. Gibsono....._ N. Orleans. Isham G Harris........ Memphis
MAINE. TEXAS,
Hugene Iale..._...._..Ellsworth. - Sam Bell Maxey........ Paris.
William P. Frye.._..... Lswiston, itichard Coke.......... Waco
MARYLAND. VERMOKT.

James B. Groome ... .. Iikton, Justin 8. Morrill....... Strafiord.
Arthur P, Gorman___._. Laurel. - Qeorge F. Edmuads. ... Burlington
2TASSACHUSETTS. VIRGINIA.

Henry L. Dawes........ Pittstield. Wilitam dahone....... Pctersburg.

George ¥, Hoar...._.... Worceater. H. H. Xiddleberger....Woodstock.
MICHTIGAN. WEST VIRGINIA,

Omar D. Conger........ Port Huron. Johnson N, Camden....Parkersh’g.

Thomas W. Palmer._.._ Detroit, | John E. Kenng......... Kanawhs.
MYINNEBOTA, | WISCONSIN.

Sam’l J. R, McMilian...8t. Paul, Angug Caueron..... .--1:0 Crosse.

Dwight M, Sabin....... Stiliwater. | Philetus Sawyer........ Oshkosh.

Elevated Railway Journal, March 15th, 1884.

‘Ruinous Results of Unwise.Changes in Patent Laws.

An able editorinl in the New York Sun entitled ** Attacking Inventors,” illus-
trates and condemns in vigorous language, none too strongly, the ruinous possi-
bilities which would ensue upon the unwise changing by Coungress of the exist-
Ing patent laws, We are an inventive people, and among our noblest national law-
makmg is that which allows a poor man to profit by the product of his brain
work. Bome of the largest vested interests in the United States are in patent
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richts, The men who invested their capital did so on the existing basis, and to
lessen the teaure of their investments would savor ag little of jusiice and cquity
as the wildest plans of the sociaiist or communiat, Ivery inventor, manufac-
jurer, merchant, capitalist and class journalist in the country shonld move
against this threatening evil and defeat it in its immaturity.

e i oy p—— = —

"%moklvn Eaple, March ﬂﬁth 1884,

Attacks on the Patent Liaws.

Tinkering the patent laws has heen imade a special order of business in the
Senate, On the sound hypothesis that there are many people in the country who
would prefer to enjoy the property of others without paying for if, various Con-
gressmen have seemingly sought to cultivate popularity among that class by the
introduction in both Ilouse and Renate, of a series of remarkably pernicious
bills. Professcdly to shield innocent purchssers of patent infringements from
the rapacity of patentees—-who, it is assumed, habitually lie in wait to amass
fortunes by vexatious suits—there have been over twenty bills proposed, almost
any one of which might justly bear the title, ‘* An act to promote and proteet
transactions in stolen goous.,” 'They arc of two clagses, but have the same end in
view, which is simply the destruction of property right in invention and discour-
agement or apnihilation of all creative genius that tends to promote progress in
science and the useful aris.  One class, represented by House bill 3,617, boldly
strikes at the root of the patent syastem by a proposition to reduce the lifetime of
a patent irom seventeen years to five. It is to be hoped that, even in the House
of Representatives, there 18 not suflicient unwisdom to cnable the passing of such

an unjust and injurious measure. Were the life of o patunt to be restrieted to

five years s vast majority of inventors would utterly fail to derive any benefit

from their inventions. 'The earlier years of his supposed enjoyment of an exelu-
sive right to the possible profits of the fruit of his genius, study and gkill arc
generally to the inventor a season of vexatious disappointment, anxicty, conflict -
and loss. Almosgt always he is forced to seck the aid of capital to develop and .
utilize his inveation, having found that—not always an casy task by any means—
he must be prepared to fight in the courts the army of thievish infringers, who
are certain, if lis invention is & meritorious one, to endeavor to rob him of iis -

benefits. These Cifiiculties, added to the natural .one of adequately bringing
his invention to public knowledge and use, are almast certain to consume the
first five years after his patent is obtained, withovt yielding bim any returns. At
best, the well demonstrated law of returns on patents is that they yield to their
owners but about five per cent, on the saving they effect in manufacturing produc-
tion or on their direct benefit otherwise to the community., That the direct and
Inevitable effect of such a shortening of tha life of a patent would be equivalent to
repeal of the patent laws, and the driving of inventors to foreign countries, where
they wwould reccive justice and protection, must be apparent to any well balanced

mind. Thero is, therefore, little fear that the promoters of wholesale thievery in -

patents will achieve anything by the bold, brigandish blow of bill 8,617, But in
the second class of thege bills, those which aim more indirectly, but not less cer-
tainly, at attainment of the same nefarious ends by withdrawsl of legal pro-
tection from property rights in patents there is real danger One of them (Hndse
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No. 8,084) provides that the user 0. a patented article purchased in open market
for personal bonefit, and not for manufacturing purposes, shell net be liable for
demsages or profits, but in all cases the manufacturer and vender only shall be
ilable: and, further, that when the infringement lies ir. the use of an article made
by the deferdant or his employé¢ for his own henefit, and not in the manufacture
of an article for sale, the measure cf recovery shall bic 4 license fee, to be fixed by
a jury in case no license fee has previously been established.,  Another bill (No.
8,925), which has already passed the FHouse, provides that in a suit for use or in-
fringement of any patented article, device, process, invention or discovery agaipst
o purchaser in goed faith, where the plaintiff does not recover damages oi §20 or
over, he shail Iccover no costgs and, further, that the plaintifi, hafmc begioning
guch suit, must gm g bond ror the payment of all costs and attoruey’s fees that
may be adjudged against him, and also for the payment of a sum not exceeding
€50 for the defendant’s counsel fees in cace ihe defendant prevails, 1In other
words, whichiever way the case goes, the plaintiff, who is the party injured, must
nay costs of suit, Asa matter of fact, suits brought by patentees against users
of infringements arc not for the rccovery of damages, which are generally but
nomingl, and are only for the establishment of legal right and to close the market
acainst fravdulent manufacturers and venders. Hence, if 18 not uncommaon for
the costs of such a test suit to amount to tens of thousands of dollars, and the
damages, when the ease i3 finglly won, to be no more than a few doilars, frequently
not so much as K20. fiow unjust it ts that under such circumstances the pot-
entee, who is simply protecting the rights supposed to be guaranteed to him by
law, should be saddled with the cosis of the tight, in which the defendant has, in
ail probability, been merely a tigure head, with nothing at stake, the real com-

batant being the capitelist, manifacturing or vending infringcr, who is seeking to
rob the pafenieel  And the gain of tlic patentce, when hie wins his suit, is simply
the prmlage of having somebody clse put upon his property a valuation at whickh
the indringer may go on enjoying if. DBufl the infamous ingenuity of the patent
law tiukers go still further. benate bill 1,115 makes it necessary for the plaintiff
in a suit for infringement of a patent right fo prove that the defendant—that
mythical being, the ““innocent purchaser in good faith,”—“at the time of such
purchase or practical applicetion had actual knowledge or nouce of the exist-
ence of such patent and of the claim that such use was an infringement of the
same,” to recover costs of guit from the defendant, and even then he must get
dsmages to thie amount of $50, or over, or no costs are to be sllowed him. Senate
bill 1,658 is more shamelessly explicit in its rascality, for it provides that it shal}
be & valid defense to any action {or an infringement of uny patent, or any suit or .
procecding to enjoin any person from the use of a patented article, that the de

fendant purchased the paiented article for use or consuinpticn and not for sale or
exchange, 1n good faith and in the usual course of trade, without notice that the
same was covered by a patent, or without notice that the selier had no right to sell
such an article, ““and in all such cases notice received after such purchase shall

not have the eifect to impair in any way the right of such purchaser as absolute
owner,”

- The title of that proposed enactment, ‘A bill to protect innocent purchasers of
patent articles,” is clearly wrong. It should be either ““A bili to invite perjury
or ‘“ An act to endow thieves with a legal rlght to stolen goods.”
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It is worthy of reflection if, aftcr all, the pretense of “ protecting innocent pur:
chasers” of patent infringemente is not, in reality, but a common device to
serve the ends of great monopolistic corporations. Were Mr. Voorhees’ bill ¢o

becoms a law, there would be nothing to prevent & railread jcompany seizing

ppon any of the many inventions applicable to the operation of railroads, either

buying from irresponsible venders or manufacturing for themaclves, as might
best suit their convenience, without paying & cent to the inventiors or palentees,and,

go long as they did not offer them for sale to others, no anmiount of proof of tieir

dishonest usc would impair their “right as absolute owner,” In like manner

mill and factory companies of all sorts might with impunity appropriate all in. |

ventions that would serve them, and the cwners would have no redress af law,
The poor are not those who would benefit most by such iniguitous ecactments,

but the rich, and when that fact should come to be felt throughout the land

the people would assurcdly avenge themselves upon the dishonest and shorxt-
sighted lawmakers who had put such folly and shame upon our statute hooks.

Philadelphia Press, March 16th, 1854,

| )

Striking Dowan the Patent Laws.

Inventors and patent owners are nof a little concerned at the dispogition shown |
by the present Congressto revolutionize our patent laws, At present these iaws -
favor the patentecs, while the changes propesed are all in the interest of in. |
fringers, The Senate has not yet acted on any of these bills, but the House ip '
evidently ia favor of allowing the widest liberty in the use of other men’s ideas

and inventions.
The wildest and piost communistic of al! the anti-patent measures, however,

is o Senate bill fathered by Vorbees, of Indiana. It provides that if any one pur.

chase & patented article without notice that it is covered by a patent, or
without notice that the seller had no right to sell such article, such want
. of notice shall be & good deferse in an action for infringement, and
subsequent notice ‘¢ ghat! not impair in any way the right of . such pur-
chgser as absolute owner.,” In other words, you may buy a man’'s stolen
ideas and get a geod title, although if you buy his stolen goods you do sc &t
the rigk of having them summarily taken away from you when claimed by the
rightful owner, Anderson, of Kausas, proposes to reduce the life of a patent
from ssventeen to five years, This has not yet passed the House, but its action
on kindred measures supporis the presumption that it will pass this also. There

sre gome twenty bills pending proposing alterstions for the worse in the patent

laws, and of these two have passed the House of Representatives and await the
action of the Senate, The first, introduced by Calkins, of Indiana, provides

that the owner of a patent bringing a suit against infringers shall recover no £
costs, and shall pay the other side a lawyer’s fes of $60. The other is by Re- .:
presentative Vance, of North Carolina, and provides that any person using pat-

ented srticles ignorautly shall not be liable for infringement, but shall become E
liable if ho continues to use them after receiving notice of the existence of a pat-

ect, but he may thenrequire the patentee to give him the use of the patent for
a royalty named by the court,
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This last measare recognizes and meeta what bas bacome a serious grievance
and hardship in connection with our present patent law, It isimpossible for the
purchaser of an articie to know overy time whether or not it is protected by & patent.
At the most, he is no worge than the innocent purchaser of & stolen article, and:
should not, in justice, be made to sufier any moze than he. Yei under tho law,.
inpocent infringers ave linble for their unwitting infringement in sueh amount of”
damages a8 the owner of the patent can couvinee the jury he hassustained, which
‘damages found by the jury the Court may treble at its discretion. The farmers
of the West have been annoyed and harassed exceedingly by snits for infringe-
1ert in the use of articles purchased by them of traveling salesmen, who had

Oncealed the fact that o patent existed or the articles, The bill of Representa-
tive Vance, go far ad it aims oply to protect innocent purchasers, is rot unresson-
able, though the further claim, to take the control of the paient from the owner,
isentirely indefensible. Tl other anti-patent measures are simply pernicious.

The policy of stimulating and proteciing inventions which this country has
pursued from the beginning Las been amply vindicated by the resulis. The
country Lias grown rich through the labor-saving devices and the more perfenrt
workmanship that have resuited from this particuler form of protection, and s
depariure from it would be the height of unwisdom, as well as grossly unjust to
prezent patentees, The House legislation on the subject is guite in character, snd
we expect nothing better. To ihe Senate, however, we look with confidence to
see 1hese hostile patent bills voted down or quietly dropped out of sight.

The Pittsburgh Dispateh, March 16th, 1884,
The Patent Projects.

It is very much to be desired that Congress make haste very slowly about the
passage of the bills with reference to patents that are now before the Senato, one
or more of which hag already succeeded in the House,

There is & stronug opinion prevailing that legislation of this character is an attack
upon rights,jthe preservation of which is necessary for the continued advancement
of a nation of inventors in which the developments in every department of new .
forces, new machines, new applications of scientifie principles, angd new discoveries
from careful researches have made the American industries the wonder of the
world, It isthe duty of Congress to inquire carefully whether these projects of
certain statesmen wiil noi_be a seriois and damaging blow to our best industrial

interests.

Philadelphia Times, Mareh 17th, 1884.

Dangexrous Patent Liegislation Proposed.

Some of the most surprising legislation proposed during the present session of
Congress reiates to patents. More than twenty bills have been introduced bear-
ing on this subject. They are generally brought forward by men wh: know
nothing of the importance of the interests at which they so freely strike, and
:11::31 no idea to subserve higher than ability to catch a few stray votes in their

istricts, ‘
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One of these bills reduces the term of a patent {rowe seventeen years io five.
Another provides that a patentee must give bonds to pay all the cosis of an in-
{ringement suit before beginning it, and must pay then, although he gains the
suit, if he is awarded less than twenty dollars domages. Tt is also provided that
the license fee may be fixed by a jury and not by the patentee. By another bill,
if the user establishes that he was an innocent purchaser be may continue to use
the article even after be is served with notice of infringement, thus creating
a new and unheard-of property in stolen goods and placing a premium on
perjury.

These bills are no better than agrarian in their character, Beeause some ob.
seure or ignorant person in some backwoeods loeality hias been- imposed on by a
smooth-fongued adventurer or some rogue has stolen a patent and begun manu-
facture under it, it is proposed to overturn the taws under which our Inventors
and manufacturers have been able to protect themselves and thus develop the
varied resources of the country. It is sceldom that o patent Is profitable in the
first five years after it is granted, and in many cases useful and valuable articles
covered by patents give little return to their inventors even during the term of
seventeen years,

Patents protect industry in even a greater degree than tarifis.  They keep
down that unnafural and dangerous competition which tias no investiment in hrains,
or skill, or in-ention ; pothing but the mere cost of raw material. It has been
the houst of this country that imgenuity has foumd ampie encouragement and re
wards, That it has been inseparably connected with our industrial progress
should prescrve the patent system from the senseless attacks of demagogues and
agrarians.

The Philadelphia Times.

The Patent Liaws.

e

VICIOUS CHANGES PROPOSED WIHICH IF ADOPTED WOULD SBERIOUSLY RETARD
INVENTION,
Speeind Correspondence of the Times.
| WasoinGgron, March 10.

Happily this week has passed without the Senate having permitted itself to be
pushed into the hasty action upon changes in the patent laws that has been so
ardently desired by some reckless Westerin demagogues. There is now at least
a reasonable hope that the purposes animating the proposed measures are so fully
exposed that it will be impossible to carry through this body any such mischiev-
ous bill as that already tricked through the House. The sober second thought of
the Senate committee on patents will surely, when the whole subject is referred
back to them—as 1t should be—sift with care the various propositions before
them, and, as a result, produce a much more conservative and commendable bill
than any yet offered. It is manifest that all the pregent agitation for changes in
the patent laws comes fromn certain Western members,

In view of what they have already shown a desire to do, it is not too much to
say that they seem to care infinitely more for their chances of re-election than for
the good of the country. The aggregaic of the nation have a direct personal
interest in rewarding men who think, labor and invest mcans and time in im-

e e A s b, mgpe L
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provements upon existing affairs, cheapening and iucreacing the profitable pro-
duction of matcrial things or hettering the conditions of life. They can only sec¢
o hardship to themselves in having to pay any sumn, however small, to one who
gimply has a perfecily solid legal and moral right to a thing thai they have
hought chieaply from some thief, whoe had no right to seil it, In a limited num-
ber of instances there may have been some improper pressure axerted upon inno-
cent ugers of patent infringercents, but such cases, both in number and degree,
have been greatly exaggerated. The simple fuct is that for one innocent user of
an infringement there are many who are quite willing, knowingly, to patronize
fraudulent manufacturers and venders, and are loudest in their ululations when
their short-sightad and dishonest selfishvess is punished. These are the men who
demand of their representatives in Congress the passage of laws such as the bills
introduced by Calking and Voorhees, of Indiang ; Anderson, of Kansas; Scnator
Harrison and others during the present session,

Supposing these bills were made laws, here is the direct effects of their opera-
tions : An inventor or paternt owner, notwithstanding repeated declarations of the
validity of hig patent by courts of competent jurisdiction, would have to give bonds
to pay costs in every suit brought against the user of an infringement : would,
owing to the ingenicus devices to that end, have to pay the greater part of the
coats in each guit, even though he won a verdict in his favor ; would have no
right 1o fix the value of a license fee for the use of his own property, but must
leave it to others ; weuld be debarred from judgment by the defendant’s easily
accomplished perjury in moest instances ; would have no right to debar ar in-
fringer from continued use and enjoyment of the advantages of a patent process
or machine, even after knowledge that it was an infringement ; could only hold
his patent, even under these astonishing restrictions from protection of it, for a
term s0 shor! that there would be abgolutely no use in takiong out a patent, since
it could not be ghielded by Iaw from thieves. ,

Of course all these evil propositions are not in any one bill. But they are
sprinkied through all, have been made so nearly harmonious in all ag to suggest
a common understanding among their movers to obtain the same effect from all
of them together as if they were massed together, and have been here so massed
just to show what that effect should be.

A petition has been largely circulated and signed all through those sections of
the country in which great numbers of persous interested in patents and their
application could casily be reached, asking that such bills as are now before the
Senate be recommitted to the patent committee, that all those whose interests are
identified with patenis may be aflorded an opportunity to present their objections
to what they deem the mischievous features of the bills referred to.  The prayer

of the petitioners is a reasonable one and should certainly have the effect of en-
forcing delay.

Philadelphia Record, March 17th, 1884.

Laws Against Inventors.

General legislation to attain a specific objeet is at best a doubtful expedient.
The law intended and designed to right a particular wrong may, quite unexpect-
edly to its author and advocates, be made the means of working gross injustice in
other and unforeseen cases. It is possible that the patent legislation now pending
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in Congress is open to this objcetion, if not, as claimed by many inventors, to
others aven more serious,  Incited to action by the complaints of rural constitu-
onts who have suffered from thoe visitations of barb wire and driven well agents, a
number of Congressien and Senators have introduced bilis intended primarily,
ag shown by reports and debates on theso measures, to prevent the farmers of
their districts from being subjected to the annoyance of wholesale suits for dam-
ages, instituted against unconscious offenders whose only crime was ignorance.
Two bills of this import have already passed the House by overwbelming mu-
jorities, and will soon come before the Senate.  While they effectually attain the
end sourhs, it is contended on the part of inventors that the effect of their en-
forcement, should they become laws, will ba Lo work a practical forfeiturc of the
richts of many patentees, depriving them of the control of their inventions, and
iu effect nullifying the staiuites upon which inventers have depended to secure
them in their rights of property.

Other measures still more radical and more direcily threatening the interests of
inventors have been placed upon the calendars of the House and Senate. Very
soon the House will be calied upnn to consider a bill, presented by 3Mr. Anderson.
of Kansas, which reduces the lifetime of a patent from seventeen to iive yeasr.
The rveason for so marked adeparfureas this from the uniforin current of previous
legislative action with regard to patents has not been made apparent. If, instead
of encouraging American inventive genius, the intention is to deny the right of
property in the results of brain work, this bill does not go far enough; if it is
based on the agssumption that the veward of the inventor is disproportionately
large, memory and experience will unite in pronouncing such & proposition with-
out foundation when applicd to ninety-nine cases in a hundred. It is not casy to
conceive g mensure affecting the rights of original discoverers and patentees
which might be seriously presented for legislative consideration that would be
more fingrantly indefensible than this, Yet such evil pre-¢minence must be
awarded to a bill introduced in the Senate by Mr. Voorhees, which is on its face,
to all intepts and purposes, a declaration that patents of whatever nature shall
from the passage of the act be common property. The text of this almost com-
munistic hill i a remarkable commentary on the loose views that may be held by
many in high posttions. It defines a valid defense in any action for infringement
to be “‘ that the defendant therein, or his assignor, purchased the patented article
for use or consumption, and not for sale or exchange, in good faith and in the
usual course of trade, without notice that the same was covered by a patent, or
without notice that the seller had no vight to scll such artigle.” This fairly ex-
hausts the possibilities of pernicious patent legislation. If such a law should by
any mischance get on the statute books of the nation the inventor’s occupation,
if not entirely gone, would be only a work of charity and self-renunciation. |

The measure now before the Senate, for which it is proposzed to substitute that
already passed by the House, the ohjects of the two being identical, may be
necessary to protect agriculturalists unased to the devices of agents for patents,
which may be cither genuine or invalid. It shieldsthe innocent user of a patented
article only when the use is exclusively for his own benefit, and not when he sells
it or employs it in the manufacture of any article for sale. In seeking to accom-
plish this end, however, proper precautions should be taken to secure inviolable
all the inventor’s legal defenses against robbery and spoliation. The inventive
talent of Americans vaght not to be put uader the ban of quasi prohibitory
legiglation, '
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The Bosten Daily Globe, March 17th, 1884,

Beginning at the Wrong End.

The windings of legislative wisdom ave not always to e followed, The vumer-
oug patent bills now before Congress form o case in point., In another column
will be found s resume of the important points in these bills. Xt will be noticed
that in every case their tendency is to lessen the rights of theinventor and reduce
the value of his property in the preducts of his genius. From the overwhelming
majorities by which several of these bills Lave passed one or the other hiouse, it
would appear that fegislative wisdom heas come to the cenclusion that the ten-
dency to increase the rights of property, and so foster monopolies, ought to be
checked. In that case legislative wisdonm has come fo & commendabl> conclusion,
But it might have found a better starting point,

Inventars arc very seldom troubled with an overplus of this world’s goods,
and it is not often that they become Craesuses through their inventions with the
laws as they now are. The legislators have got hold of au excellent idea if they

are starting off with ihe aim of equslizing the conditions of society. But they

would better begin where there is o chance for more of it than there is in the
patent laws, When they really want to lessen the power of monopelies and
reduce the harmful efieets of preat masses of wealth they would better turn their
attention to the conditions which make possibie the buildine up of colossal for-
tunes and do a littie equalizing there.

The inventive and mechanical spirvit of Americans is universally recognized as
one of the most distinctive traits of the nation, That spirit has been fostered and
increased by the protection given to inventors by our patent laws, and to lessen
that protection while other conditions of society remain the same will be an
injustice to our inventive genius. As the rewards of labor now go the inventor
receives nothing disproportionate. The legisletors are beginning at the wrong
end in their desire to lessen the burdens of civilization.

Proposed Patent Laws.

I8 THE GOVERNMENT ABOUT 1'0 VIOLATE ITS8 FAITH 'TO INVENTORS?

‘““ What is the feeling among patentees regarding the bills now before Congress
proposing to amend the patent laws ?” was asked of a citizen well versed in
patent matters,

‘““The general feeling is one of indignation among those who realize what is
attempted. There are many who are not awake to a realization of the danger
which threatens their patents,”

‘“What is the general purport of the proposed laws ?”

““One of the bills provides that pateutees shall recover no costs in suits against
infringers, unless the amount recovered amounts to or exceeds $20. Now the
costs of bringing and prosecuting a suit against an infringer of o patent, including
counsel fees, will amount to $60 or $60. In the case of infringement of a patent
upon 8 small article, the amount recovered would necessarily be small, and if
the costs amount to two or three times the amount recovered, the patentee is only
paying $30 ur $40 for the privilege of bringing suit. This, of course, practically
nullifies his patent.” |



49

¢« What are some of the other provisions of the bills ?”

«Phere i an svalanche of them and all are more or less mischievous., Another
provides that the patentee shail recover nothing from an infringer, unless he has
previously served written notice of such infringement upon him. Of course,
then, he can recover nothing for the use of his patent previous to the timo of
gerving the notice, however valuable may be the patent and however long the
infringer may have used tke article patented.” -

¢ Are thesethe most mischieveus of these proposed bills ?”

‘« There is still another which provides that a patentee shall not recover if the
user of the patent, without right, shall prove his ignorance of the fact that the
article is patented. That is simply putting & premium on perjury, The bill, fco,
does not regard informsiion to ihe infringer, which ought to put him on inquiry,
a3 at o)l equivalent to knowledge in the matter. He is under no sort of obligation
to make inquiry, and kie knowledge must be proved to be actual and positive ts
allow the patentee to recover damages.”

““ Then, in short, this proposed legislation is hostile to the holders of patents

and favorable to infringers ¢”

‘“ Bxactly so. Should these bills pass Coungress and become laws, hundreds of
patents, for swhich irventors have spent thousands ot dollars, will hecome prac-
ticably invalid and useless. Certainly no good can result iherefrom to tho holders
of paicnts, and nothing but evil, The government has taken the money of the
inventors, and promised them protection for seventcen years. One of the bills,
oy the way, proposes to reduce the life of a patent to five years. If these bills
pass, the patents are practicably worthless, and the government has violated its

faith.”

The Daily Post, Pittsburgh, March 17, 1884.

Punishing Inventive Gentus.

it isthe testimony of those in other countries, qualified to judge, that the United
States owes much of its wonderful industrial progress to the encouragement given
inventors by its liberal patent laws. Disregarding the fact, Congress seems @is-
posed to ignore this important element of our national progress, by making
patents valueless to the inventor or promoter, and thus disco: “invention. In
6 very quiet way bilis have recently passed the House, and W opeading in,
the Senate, one virtually depriving the paientce of his legal remecdies against in-
fringers, and tue other requiring the patentee to surrender his patent to public
use on & royalty to be fixed by the courts. Besides these there are bills pending
reducing the lifetime of a patent from 17 yearsto 5 years, and another, whickh
caps the climax, by making all patents free to the pubiic. A dead set scems to
havs been made against American ingenuity and genius. |

A leading manufacturer said to us the other day, that the patent system of the
United States had done raore for American manufactures than all the protective
tarifl laws that ever existed; and it is a fact that at this time’of business depres-
gion and competiiion, a large share of our manufactories are only enabled to keep
their heads ahove water, by the production of patented’ articles or the use of
patented processes in turning out their unpatented products. This is & fact well
understood in Pittsburgh and other industrial centers. Vast material interests,
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to say nothing of common honeaty, are invelved in the maintenance of o - ~tent
gystem.  There are few manuiacturers in this Sinte not interested in putes On
the other band is the cinss who wish to steal the fruits of other’s brains, b - icgis-
lative sharp practice.

A Convention to protest against the pernicicus Jepisiation proposed in Congress
has been colled by leading inventors to meet at Cincinaati, the last week of this
month, A Ilarge attendance is looked for, and in the meantime telegrams and let-
ters to Congressmen are pouring in to Washiugton, protesting agrinst the pend-
ing bills. The bills that have passed the House went through without opposition,
and it is reasonable to suppose their real character was unknown, and that there

was either sharp practice or false pretenses in their passage.

—_—

The Pittsburgh Commereial Gazette, March 17th, 1584

Tug attempt by Congress to destroy the rights of inventors promises to raise a
bigger row than the tariff agitation, We cannot see how such schemes can be
seriously entertained by men professing to have ordinary common sense, 10 say
nothing of statesmanlike qualities, The free traders must not extend their
schemes to o point where a man may be robbed of the fruits of his brains and

genius,

p—-

Boston Herald, Barch 18th, 1884,

A —.

Granger Legislation.

AGATNSTY THE PATENT RIGHTS OF AMERICAN INVENTORS,

“It is surprising,” said & gentlermyan interested in patent rights yesterday, in
the course of conversation upon the doings of Congress, ‘‘ that the daily press of
New England has taken practicaliy no notice whatever of the contest that is now
going on in Congress in the granger interest against the patent system of the
counfry. I venture tosay that not one in a hundred readers of the HERALD knows
that there are o number of bills belore Congress to-day which, if enacted into law,
would practically sweep the whole ground of proprictary right from under the
feet of inventors or owners of patents. The bills now before Congress are four or
five in number, but three of them may be said to contain the entire animus of the
whole movement. In regard to these proposed laws (Senate, 5403 Senate, 1115,
and House of Representatives, 3,925), it may be said that eachh provides that the
plaintiff in any suit hereafter brought against & party who has purchased a pal-
ented atrticle, device, process, invention or discovery, for his own personal use,
and not for sale, unless he shall recover a certain sum by the one bill, $20 or over,
and by the others, $50 or over, shall recover no costs against the defendant,
unless it shall appear that, at the time of such purchase or practical application,
the purchaser had actual knowledge or notice of the exisience of such patent, or
unless the defendant puts in issue the plaintifi’s right to recover anything in the
suit. The effect of either of these bills, should they become laws, would indis-
putably deprive the owners of any patents where the recovery was less than the
sura named of any remedy worth pursuing, as the costs of a suit in any court
having jurisdiction in patent cases would amount to more than the recovery, to
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say nothing of the cxpense of counsel, Now, ag these bills are drawn, it msy be

well to understynd thet, though the thing is pateated, yet the plaintifi, suing on
a partienlar patent, will corec within its mischicf unless he shall show that the

defendant knew of such patent, that 1s, the
SPICINIC PATENT SULD ON.

Information that ought to put the defendant on inguiry wiil not be enough,
ghould he refrain from inquiring, and the cffect of the passage of such a hill
would be a direct premium on perjury. The advantage to the country from the
improvement of small zrticles is very great, and patents on them, should either
of these hills become a law, will ho so comapletely destreyed, that no incentive
will remain for making this class of improvements. Small and irresponsible
manufacturers and pedlers would spring up, and would find a market for pro-
ducts of the stolen inventions with parties who would yeceive virtual protection
in their use, in contravention of the rights of the owners of the patents. The
patentea is left no remedy against such a course of infringeinent, unless he can
make the community shy'of irresponsible venders. Nor is it any hardskip that
an individual user, who has bought cheap, should afterward bz recuired to pay
a license fee. It but puts him in the same position that he would have been had
he originally purchased the article from the pafentee or hig proper representative.
There 1s a good deal more to this whole matter than I can give you in o hurried
way. Omne of the Senate bills (Sencte, 1,558) introduced by Mr. Voorlces, of
Inaiana, is 2 novelty in its way., The Scientific American says it provides in
effect that all patents shall be free to thie public, and it it caps the climax in
the matter of proposed patent legislation. You ought to give this bill, Itis
ghort, but to the point. There is no beatiug about the bush in it. It says ‘be it
enacted, ect., that it shall be a valid defense to any action for an infringement of
any patent, or any suit or proceeding te enjoin any person from the use of a
patented article, that the defenduant therein, or his assignor, purchased the pat-
ented article for use or consumption, and not for sale or exchange,

IN GOOD FAITH

and in the usual course of trade, without notice that the same was covered by =
patent, or without nofice that the seller had no right to soll such article, and in
all such cases notice received after such purchase shall not have the effect to im-
Poir in any way the right of such purchaser as absolute owner.” That is the
gpirit of this granger legisiation.”

““What is the animus of the whole thing?”

‘““1presume that hostility to the barbed wire fence and the driven well pat-
euls at the South and West 1s at the bottom of it all; but you can readily see that
if such legislation prevails, our inventors might just as well give up inventing,
or at least give the Patent Office the go by, and try to get alopg without patent
protection which will not protect if the bills now before Congress become a lgw.
A friend of mine in Washington recently remarked, in regsrd to the people of
the ‘South and West, that they were very willing to have the brains and money
necessary to develop their enterprises from the East, but they wanted to reap all
the benefits themselves. I think our inventors and manufacturers should be
alive to the importance of at once sending remonstrances to their representativea
in Washington, and urge them to do all in their power to defeat such legislation.
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Public sentimeLt, slgo, should be set right in regard to the thing, The granting
of patents and thorough protection of rights in them, it should be understood,
are simply & constantly offered naiional aid to the sdvancement of the personsi
progperity and dignily of cvery intelligent working man and womon who bos tho
ability to malio a8 useful invention or improvement of such. A citizen has as
much proprietary vight in his invention under the law as he hasin sny othey
property owned by him, and ought to be and must be protecied. Thet i3 tho

L 2}

plain way of putiing 1v, ) B
Boston Herald, iarch 18th, 1884,

Practice in Patent Suits.

WasmneToN, D, C., March 17, 1884, Ex-United States Senator Norwood of
Qeorgia, made an argument before the Senate Committee on Patents to-day in
opposition to the bill to regulate practice in patentsuits. Ile took the ground that
it was unconstitutional and against public policy. It would eventually, he said,
destroy four-fifths of the patenis in the country., He was followed by Thomas
Kayes, Thomas Hwing snd Wi, D. Andrews, the latter the owner of the driven-
well patent, all in opposition to the bill,

Boston Post, March 18th, 1884,

The rights of inventors and patont owners have been the objcet of insidicus
attack in the present Congress, and we {ear thalt more progress has been made

" against them than is just, because of insufilcient examination of the merits of

the measures proposed and a failure to clearly understand their drift. One of tho

- worst of these compels the owner of a patent repestedly declared valid by the
- United Suates courts togive bonds for the payment of cost before commencingsuit

against an infringer; to make the plaintifl in such suits pay all costs if he does not
recover damages to an amount seldem reached in such prosecutions, and to make
the plaintlf liable, not only for the costs of suit, but for the payment of the

> defendant’s attorney when mnot granted an award of damages. The peaceful

. glory of our country rests largely upon our inventions, and we should supposge
", that those intrusted with the great interests of the people would be very jealous
- of any proposition that should threaten in any way to abridge or weaken them.
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But this bill proposes 2 premium upon piracy and would have a tendency to drive
legitimate invention out of the field, Our patent laws may perhaps need modifica-
tion, but if they are sometimes unjust to the publie, this fact furnishes no reascn
for so violent a change that the inventor would he compelled to spend kis time

fighting at great odds the sharks that ever stand ready to secize another man’s
ideas.

Boston Journal, March 18th, 1884,

The Raid Upon Patents.

The Western people have of late suffered somewhat by purchasing patented
articles or patent rights of those who had no right to dispose of them. As the
result they have been prosecuted by the owners of the rights and made to pay.
They ave angry with the people who invent and who have their money, experience
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and brains invested on patente instead of those who sioie the rights of the
patenfees and sold them the stolen gocds. As the result of their. feeling their
Congressmen have presented several bills which arc designed to deprive inventors
ard the owners of patents of their rights and their property. Already several of
these bills have been rushed through the House, and others have been presented
in the Senate. The Senate Committee on Patents, consisting of DMesers, Plett of
Connecticui, Hoar of Massachusetts, Mitcheil of Pennsylvania, Lapham of New
York, Coke of Texas, Call of Florida, and Camden of West Virginis, now have
these bills under consideration, the first hearing occuring yesterday. There i3
an ariny of inventors in New England, men who have done as much- to promote
the progress and comfort of the people as any class of men in the country. But
for them the power of the West would be without that machinery which now
makes her industry profitable. There is not an industry which does not owe its
prosross to the inventive genius, quickened by the rewards and the rights which
our patent laws confer, Of the measures designed to dzprive the inventors of
their rights attention is called to the provisions of two or three. House bill
3029, introduced by Mr. Calkins of Indiana, provides substantially that the
inventor or owner of & patent bringing a suit against infringers shall recover no
coste and shall pay the defendant’s lawyer 60! And yet this measure, so ridicu-
lous in every respect, was passed by the Housc by a large majority. Houre bill
3934, introduced hy Mr. Vance of North Ceroling, declares that apy person may
use o patented article without liability, until he has received notice that the
patent exists, when he may require the patentee to give him the use of the patent
on the payment of such royalty as the courts may name. This bill passed the
House by a vote of 114 to 6. Blr. Anderson of Kansashas introduced a bill which
reduces the existence of o patent from: sevenlcen®to five years. DBut the most
remarkable Dbill is that of that most remarkable legislator, Senator Voorhees of
Indiana. It provides that if any person purchescs a patented article without
notice that it is covered by a patent or without notice that the seller has no right
to sell such article, such want of notice shall be good defence in action for an
infringement, and subsequent notice ‘‘shall not impair in any way the right of
such purchaser as absolute owrer.” That is, one may buy another’s stolen 1deas
and get a good title, All of these bills proceed upon the theory that patents are
not property-~p theory hostile to our laws and precedents, T'he United States
has surpassed the world in the production of Iabor-saving machinery, in inven-
tions to make life comfortable and to bring luxuries within the reach of all. No
class of people, on the whole, are more worthy of protection than those who
devote their time and money to efforts to discover machinery and methods that
will tend to lczsen the burdens of life and increase the comforts of itlie human
race. '

Those who believe that patentees shiould be secured in the future as in the pasy,
in the results of their discovery, apd thoce who are interested in patents, should
lose no time In informing their Senators in regard to the species of robbery
which the bills now in the hands of the Senate comritteo involve.



45

Daily Evening Traveller, Boston, Warch 18th, 1884,

There is some patent legislation now belore Congress of a very mischievous
character, and it behooves the holders of patent rights to make their protest
againgt its passeage promptly heard, Beveral bills; of Western authorship, are now
pending in the Senate and House, which may well alarm patentees all over New
England, which is the great inventive and hence the great patent-holding section
of the country. House bill 3,929 virtually provides that no patentee bringing a
suit for infringement shall be able *o recover costs,  This the House has alveady
pagsed by a Isrge majority., Iouse bill 3,934 requires every patentee to give in-
fringers notice of his patent before holding them liable, and ¢compels him then to
allow the continued use of his patent on the payment of the royalty which the
court may {ix, ‘This bill, too, has passed the House hy & heavy majority vote,
A bill, tuthered by Mr. Anderson, of Kansas, reduces the life of a patent from 17
to o years, which to many ivventors would mean the absolute confiseation of their
property,  Senator Voorhees, however, has ouidone all his competitors in this
business of patent-plundering. He is the father of a bill which provides that any
person may buy a patented article and continue to own and use it, in spite of its
heing an infringement, unjess he had notice before hie bought it ; that cven after
such notice his right to own and use the article shall not be hmpaired. 1If this is
she spirit whicl is to govern national legislution affecting invertors’ rights, it is o
poor outlook for Awmerican inventive genius. Congress might as well pass oue
gengral bill abolishing all patent rights, and deelaring that hereafter there is no
property in inventions ; that the old robber maxim is the American law touching
a1l discoverices and ereatious whetheyr in art, science, or mechanices, that

‘“ I{e shall take who has the power
And he may keep who can.”

New Jingland has a vital iuterest in the defeat of such nefarious legislation,
and her Senators and Representatives will be looked to to do their whole duty
in defending it,

The Spectator, March 20th, 1884,

There are four or five bills Lefore Congress that are caleulated to destroy prop
erty rights in all kinds of patents, and, as o natural sequence, to abolish every
incentive to the inventive genins of the country. The worst of these Lills—the
purport of which is to rob inventors of ever y shadow of right to their inventions,
and make their use free to the public withont cost—have passed the House of
Representatives and are now before the Scnate. Manufacturers and inventors
have taken the alarm, and petitions are being sent in to the Bénate requesting that
the hiils be recommitted to the Commitice on Patents, and all persons interested
given g hearing. The subject is one of great importance to all citizens, for no

country owes so much to its inventors as this, Life is made easier for every man,
woman and child in consequence of the many labor-saving devices that owe their
birth to the patent laws that have given protection to the inventors ; the fact.that
the laws bave recognized property rights in ideas pus in practical forms of ugeful-
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nez3, has developed & wonderful talent for invention among our people, aud mede
them famous the world over. It is claimed that there have been abuses under
tirese laws, and, consequenily, that they should he wiped oui. o there have
been abuses in legislation, but Congressmen would feel aggrieved if an atterapt
should be made to abolish all legislutive hodies, Where there has been one in-
. stence of abuse of patent privileges there are hundreds of instances of benefils

conierred to offset it, 'The press genexrally has espoused the cause of the invent-
ors, and urges the Senate to give them a hearing; we cheerfully concur in this
request, believing that inventors and manufacturers of patented articies have
rights that should be respected, and that & mean hos vested rights in ideas quite as
absolutely as he has in 2ny other kind of property. Congress has as much right
to steal purses as it has idcas, and we protest ageinst robbery of any kind. The
interests of underwriters in this subject may be somewhat remots, but we venture
fo say that as individuals they are sufficiently identified with various patents to
appreciste how gross an injustice would be done to a large class of their fellow
citizens by the passage of a law that would make 2l patented articles free for
everybody to use without making any compeunsation whatever to the inventor,
owner or manufacturer of them. BSuch is the purport of the several measures
that have passed the House, and everyone who feels o personal interest in the
meiter should join in a peiition to the Senate to delay concurrcnce till the other

gide can be heard.

R e ey - —

Sewing Machine Journal, New York, March 20, 1884,

Ja* -Sapeepsineun skl

Keep your fives on Congress.

If the inventers and patent-owners of this country do not bestir themgelves,
they will soon have abundant cause to regret their very unwise inaction.
Sharpers, swindlers, infringers, and all that large class who would rather beg than
work, and steal than beg—provided they can steal under cover of some legal
technicality which will protect them from punishment—appear to be making com-
mon cause in an assault upon the present United Btlates patent laws, And in
thig assault they seem to have ample gssistence from peirsons in high positions,
peraons who should be the last to lend their influence in effecting the removal of
the legal safeguards which have beer thrown sbout individual property. Can it
be that the members of the Senate Committee, who above all men should under-
stand clearly the wide difference between meum and twusm, and in at least their
official capacity should act upon that understanding—can it be that they have
examined into the merita or demerits of the demoralizing measures which they
have allowed to glide so smoothly and silently through their hands ¢ Can it be
that while fully recognizing their own rights to their individual watches and
chgins, and to the magnificent salaries which the tax-payers of the nation give
them for devoting their attention to public affairs—can it be that while fully and
clearly understanding the prineiples which proteet their own pockets, they yet -
beiieve it just and proper to turn the inventor over to the mercies of 8 lot of
gharks and sharpers, that his pockets may be picked and his ideas used without
recompense ?  Or were the members of this expensive committee asleep while .
such bills passed unstrangled through their hands to strangle the struggling in-
- dustries of thoze constituents whose votes enable them to doze and draw big

salaries,
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Joms iwenty bills have already been introduced to lamper with our patent
gyetern.  Of these twenty bills a few are bad, others are worse, many arc scan-
dalous, while at least ono or two arve simply infamous. And who among all
our law-makers, celected as they are for their uprightness and atulity, hag lifted
up his voice in defense of the rights of the inventor ? There may have been two
or thres, or g dozen, but thewrr voices were feeble, for the public have heard
them not, ‘The daily press has been silent about them, We fear there is not gn
inventor among them ali, and inventors as 2 rule are not below par intellectuslly,
though some of t 11 may be 80 pecuniarily.

Some nf the bius now hefore Congress, notably these of Mr. Anderson and Mr,
Voorhees, should they become laws, would prove a death-blow io our
most tiourishing industries. They would be more disastrous in their effects than
an immediate adoption of absolute free trade. They would reb honest men of
the fruits of their brain labor in order to benefit a few who are too lazy-—men-
tally, morally and physically—to exert what little ability the Lord in his gencrosity
saw fit t0 waste on them,

Shame on 81l who do not stand up manfully in defense of the right of every
man to enjoy the honest fruits of his labor, mental or physical! BMore shame on
those who, being intrusted with the duty of protecting those rights, negleet that
duty, and are silent when their voices should be hieard in vigorous protest |  But
greatest shame of all on those who willfully betray their irust, an. besmirch
their reputations by advocating this wholesale robbery of a class of men to whkom
the nation is indebted for much of its present greatness |

Pittsburgh Commercial Gazette, Hareh 21st, 1884.

Against the Patent Laws.

A speciallmceting of the Chamber of Commerce was held yesterday morning,
and after some discussion the following protest and resolution were adopted :

Protest of the Chember of Commerce of Pittsburgh sgainst the passage of
hostile patent bills by!Congress :

The Chamber of Commerce of Pittsburgh earnestly requests our Senators and
Ranrerentatives to give the various bills before the Committee on Patents a care-
- ful consideration, and endeavor to prevent legislation which, in effect, will dis-
courage active minds from engaging in the development of machinery and ap-
pliances such as have been and are of 80 great benefif to all our agricultural and
mechanical interests,

We call special] attention to House Bills 5,617, 8,925, 3,934 and Senate Bill
1,568 and sll others of like import, proposing legislation of a mischievous charac-
ter, of wrong to inventors and injury to our manufacturipg interests,

Resolved, That copies of these proceedings be forwarded to our Renators and

Representatives.
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The Pittsburgh Commercial Gazetie, March 21st, 1834,

Rostility to the Patent Laws.

The present House seems prolific of mensures dangerous to the nterests of the
people, and if the Bepate does not hold a steady check upon the vicious ten-
.dencics exhibited in the House we may expect a batch of most pernicious laws.
The wholesaic attack made upon the Homestead and kindred acts has been {ol-
lowed by the introduction of no less than fiftcen different bills intended to cure
gefects in the Patent laws and protect the farmers of the West against imposi-
tions practiced upon them by patentees and their agents, -

There siiould be no objection to a judicious amendinent of 2oy law which ex-
perience has shown to be defective, but the various measures proposed are so
radical and sweeping that they overiurn the existing order of things, unszettle
long-r gnized principles, and deal very harshly with the rights of individuals,

Tal  as a whole, the tendency of these bills is {o lessen the rights of the
juven  and faciliate iafringements on the part of those who feel dispesed to
deprive patentees of the profits resulting from their inventive gkill,  Should the
uills pass in the form proposed, hundreds of patents which have cost their owners
much labor and many thousands of dollars will become practicaily useless be.
cause they counot be sucecessfully protected acainst infringements.

America has become renowned as the home of inventive genius, and it would
be impossible to estimate the advantages which have resulted, not only to the
United Stated but to the whole civilized world, from what is gencrally known as
our ‘‘Yankee ingcnuity.” Opr patent jews are essential to our prosperity and
development, and unless it can he clearly shown that they are something more
thar just and equitable they should not be nallified and thrown into hopeless
confusion. There is not much prospect that the House will stop short of the
most radical changes, but the Senate should give this matter their most cereful
and deliberate consideration.

— e —

The Mining and Industrial Journal, March 21st, Bangor,
Maine.

Adverse Patent Legislation.

Every inventor, every hiolder of patent riohts, every manufacturer, every me-
chanic in New England, should view with the greatest alarm the pateat legigla-
tiou now pending in Congress,  Several hills of the most mischievous character
are now before the Senate and House, all of them, it is scarcely necessary fo
say, of Western or Southern origin. If they secure a passage—and anything in
the shape of legislation adverse to the business interests of the country may be
expecied of the present Congress—tlie result will be a practical wiping out of all
patent rights, and s acclaration that hereafter there is no property in inventions

One bill which bas already passed the House by a large majority, virfually
provides that no patentee bringing a suit for infringement shall ke able to re-
cover costs. Another requires every patentee to give infringers notice of his
patent before holding them liable, and compels him to allow them the continued

uge of his patent on the payment of the royalty whieh the court may fix: this
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has also pasged the Houss, Bl another bill, fathered by a Eansas membeor, re-
dueres the life of o patent from seventeen to five yvears, But the crcom of all
this paieat-plundering is reached In 2 bl of which Benator Voorhiees is the
fother, which provides that any person may buy g patented article and continue
10 owwn and use it, in spite of it being an infringement, uerless he had notice be-
fore he bought it; and that, even after suck notice, his right {0 own and wuse the
article shall not be linpaired! -

Ttis evident that those interested in the defeat of these bills—aad that meausthe
people of theentire country, but of New England in particular--may hope for noth-
ing from the House; the bills must be killed, if at ell, in the Senate. We have {00
high an opinion of our Flaine Senators io hrave any fears of their supporting any
such measures. Nevertheless, it is & matter of such overwhelming importance
that their attention should be at once called to it by their constituents geunerally
throughout the Btate. Such correspondence counld possibly do no harm, and i1t
might be the means of leading them to make increased eiforis towards prevent-
ing an voparalled outrage upcn the business interesis of the country.

The Bee, Lynn, asg., March 223d.

There is a great commotion among inventora and those interested in patents,
apd judging from recent legislation at Washington there seems to be just causs
for indignation. The house bill intreduced by Mr. Anderson of Kansas would if
it became a law reduce ownership of g patent from seventeen years to five. Such
a dapgerous bill would siimply be a death blow to our American inventive
genius, Ours is, above all others, a land of inveutions, but it is s well-kaown
fact that many of our most valugble patents do not develop to tho siate of re-
muneration duripg the first five years of their oxistence, How then can it bo
expected that scientific study would extensively continue to perfect useful articles
which the government would protect during the short space of five years, it 18
most unaccountable why so many injurious patent hills have been engingered
through Congress. 1t is assumed, however, that powerful railread rmonopolists
are using the lobby in favor of these hurtful patent bills, as all railroads pay
large amounis yearly for the benefits inventors have produced. DBut if one con-
siders the safe guards of life and property derived through the means of inven-
tions why should railroads seek to throttle American industry by manipuiating
Congress in their own selfish interests.

Scientific Amervican, March 22d, 1884,
Breaking Faith.

AN OPEN LETTER TO THE HON. D, W. VOORHEES, SENATOR IN CONGRESS FROM
INDIANA.,
Hon, Sexamor D. W. VOORUEES:

Dear S8ir : In the master of your bill, No. 1,558, for the purpose of amending
the patent laws, I feel myself personally interested, and would like to come to a
definite understanding as to my rights in this patent business.

I have had five pateats granted to me, and on my part I have paid Government
fees agd complied with all the conditions of the law, and in consideration of this
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the Government has virtuolly agreed that I shall have the exclusiva right to
manufactiure, sell, and 12 the invention patented for seventeen ycars,

Wow, I understand that you propose without my consent to repudiate the
contract ; and while I supposed that the Government would stand by me and
protect my rights in thie species of property, you scem to be taking cides with
those who hy fraud or tiegft will appropriate my property to their own use,

A law to this effcet has alrcady possed the House of Bepresentatives, and is
now before the Senate, and is being vigorously pushed by Senators. 1 hereby
wish to enter my most solemn protest a;ainst the infamous fraud.

The law which you now contemplate passing provides in substance that 2 man
may sell my property, clthourh he has no right to it whatever, yet the sale rhall
be wvalid, and this thief can convey a good title, The following is the text
of your bill, which wears unmisialiable marks_of fraud on every syllable

of it :

““That it shell be o valid defense “- any action foran infringement of any patent
or auy suit or proceedings to enjoin any person from the use of a patented artiele,
that the defendant therein, or hie assignor, purchased the patented article for use
or consumption, and not for «ale or exchange, in good faith, and in the usual
course of trade, without notice that the same was covered by a pateni, or with-
out notice that the seller had no right to sell such article, and in all such cases

notice received after sueh purchase shall rot have the effect to impair in any way
the right of such purchaser as absolute owner.”

Now, suppose 1 should steal your jack kuife or your horse, and sell it to a
third man; in order to save your title you must hasten and notify the purchascr,
before ke buys, that it is stolen property; for after he has purchased it he is the
‘“abgolute owner,” and you will be barred forever after; and thisis precisely what
your bill proposes to do with inventors and owners of patents,

You say, if the man purchase the patented article for wss, that will clear him;
hut that is just what 1 own—the use of the articie; or if he purchase ““in good
faith,” that shall make his title valid, but how am I to prove that he did not pur-
chase in good faith ?  Or if he purchase it in the ‘“ usual course of trade,” he be-
comes the ‘““absolute owner;” any notice that I maoy give him after he has pur-
chiased will avail me nothing., In couclusion I would say that I have often heard
of wickedness i high places, but I think this is the most flagrant attempt at
legalizing theft of anything that has ever transpired in the Congress of the

Tnited States.
But hoping that there is wisdom enough in the Senate, or the President, to de-

feat the measure, I remain,
Respectfully,

D. L. CARvVER.
Hart, Mich,, March 10, 1884.



51

Invrentors shouwld worxk lilkto Politicians.

20 the Elitor of the Scientific American.

The stroug argnments you have published concerning the matter of the bilis
vefore Congress affecting cur palent system, should be republished in the form
of o supplement, to be carcfully distributed among our people. Asitis, I am
certain that the matter will be overlooked by many persons who would bo of ser-
vice at this time in opposing measures which without opposition will geon assume
gigantic proportions, to the detriment of inveutors and the gencral publie, I, for
one, will ingke good use of a large number of such supplements, and mayny people
interested in the subject will undoubtedly do the same thing, so that the burden
will not rest too hieavily on a few persons. |

Let Congressmen disguise themselves a3 patent purchasers and approach the
recotds of the Patent Office, where the ownership of & patent exists, and they will
come away satisfied that a purchaser is swindled only through his own care-
lessness, just s might be the case In g purchase of real estate without a search
of title.

Let inventors for once come down to the level of poifficians and *‘go to
work,” as they call it, and their rights will not long be tampered with by

Congress,

R. M. Fryen.
New Yorl:, darch 10, 1884,

['The world moves too fast, and there are too many new things cacia week
engaging the attention, to justify the republishing of what has before appeared
in our columns touching the proposed destruction of our patent system. but
we can supply the back numbers containing fhese articles to those wishing
them.--1ip, |

e ol S— A ooy

Scientific American, March 22, 1884.

The Plot Against Patents.

For several weeks past we have been calling the attention of our readers o the
remarkable series of bills introduced in Congress for the purposc of breaking
down the patent laws, and also to the extraordinary attitude exhibited in the
House of Representatives in respect to patents, by the passage of two of these
bills by immense majorities. Such of the newspapers as share in the Congress-
ional feeling of hostility to the holders of patents are fouund to be owned or con-
. trolled by railway officials.

The general, all-pervading impression among the] peeple is, that nothing has so
greatly contributed to the prosperity of the nation, as our excellent system of
patent laws, How it is that Congreas, at this late day has been brought around
into ite present hostile sititude appears to most persons unaccountable. It has
been accomplished, in all probability, by & very cunning and adroit system of
operations pursued by the combined railroad companies, 'The aggregate amount
which they are annually obliged to pay to the invenfors and patentees of new
inventions rises to hundreds of thousands of dollars every year; and naturslly
they reason that, if by hook or crook they could nullify the patent lais, their
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profits would bg increased and great sppoyances overcome. For s numbsy of
yeare they have made efforts in this direction, but so far without mmfh 8LUCCEIS,
For a long time they have had their combined patent burezu in operation, under
which they 1nake a eommon defense agaiusl paying patent royalty for any patent,
when thero i a chance to escape. They now havea head center ot Washington,
tbrough which, this year, they are makiog a desperate effort to carry laws in their
favor, and pull up all patents by the reots. They have stuffed the grangers,
meking them to think that inventors, who are seally their best iricnds, are their
cremies ; that the charge of ten dollars for using & patert drive well, which
gaves them two hundred dollars, or the ezst of an open well, is 8 hardship ; that
peyment for patents is nothing out robbery, and in this ires country.can no
longor be tolersied,

With falsivies like this the railroad ageats have induced farmers to ask Con-
zoussimen to vote down the patent laws, They have drafted verious forms of
adverse patent bills, and ceused them to be sent from different parts of the coun-
try, to different members of Congress, purporting that these bills represent the
feelings of large numbers of their coustituents, and asking that the same be in-
troduced and passed. This system of Ceception hias been 3o extensively worked
up and manipulated by the railroad head center, tha’ at last it Las Bod is effect
in the Housc of Representatives ; and in that body there is to-day actuglly  large
majority of members who are willing to encourage the false idea that ew inven-
tions and new industries ars 8 bane to the people instead of a blessing ; and these
members are now ready to exccute tho wishes of their railway masters by passing
‘laws that will give relie{ from paying further tributes to invontors.

The worst is that these hostile laws, while they undoubtedly increase the div-
idends of the railway people for the time being, will also deal a terrible blow to
industries in all parts of the country. Every establishment in the land that man-
ufactures under 8 patent, all workmen employed in such conceras, two hundred
thousand patentees and their families, all must now have their property struck
down or damaged to gratify the railway kings,

They wave their wands, and their newspapers cry out against patents ; they
manipulate Congress through false bills and deceptive representations, and that
august body is unabie to hold tis own against them.,

If Mr. Anderson’s patent bill passes, all new patents become free for use by
railways and the public at the end of five years.

If Myr. Voorhees® bill passes, the free use of all existing patents is at once taken
from the patentee and given to the railways.

It seems to ug that the passage of these bills, or of any of the other bills which
impair the rights of inventors to hold their patents, or prevent them from recov-
ering damages against infringers, would be disastrous to the country and destruet-
~ ive to the interests of a large portion of the people.

There is at present writing a strong probability of their passage. Rut if effort
is prowmptly made, they can be defeated. Let every patentec, every inventor,
avery manufacturer, every workman, cvery farmer, every individusl, wije be-
lieves in the maintenance of home industries and the encouragement of the use-
ful arts, write letters personally, at once, to the Senators and Members of Con
gress, urging them not to sacrifice their interests and property in this wanton ard
unju-tifiable maoner.

Read the lctter of Mr. D. L. Carver, in another column.
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The Fireman's Journal, March 22d, 1884,

How Congress Proposes to Deirvaud Patentees.

There are come twenty bills before Cengress proposing to amend the paten?
lawa, and each one is calcuiated in some way to destroy the rights of inventors,
patentees, owners of,patents, manufacturers of patented articles, und desalers in
the same, So many persons identified with the fire gervice ave inventors or in-
terested in patents, we give much spacs in this issue {o the publication of some
of these bills, and to comments upon them made by various journals, Some of
the worst of these bills have passed the House of Representatives and nre now
before the Senate; there 1s danger that they will pass that body also unless per-
sonz interested bring all theirinfluence to bear upon members of thet body
01 . Detitions are being circulated for signature, which are io be for-
WL -atlors as apeedily as possible, ILivery person havingeven the remotest
intei. . ..t the subject shioculd sign this petition. It simply asks the Senate to
refer ail these bills back to the Committee on Patents, and give those interested
an opportunity {o be heard. How vicious and utterly destructive of property
richts in patents these bills are, will be seen Dy a perusal ef those we print in
other columns. _ -

The development of the immense resources of this country is largely dueto the
skill of our inveantors, that has enabled them to substitute labor-saving machinery
for the crude processes of development praviously used. In every branch of in-
dustry, from agriculiure to gold mining, the processes of production have been
gimplified and rendered more prolific by the gkill, industiy and intelligence of our
inventors. Their incentive to such labor has been in the protection afforded
them by the patent iaws, which gave them vested rights in their inventions for o
term of years. But now Congréss proposes to kill the goose that has Iaid the
golden egg, and, by robbing patent owners of all property vights in theil patents,
destroy all incentive to the further exercise of the inventive faculties of our
people.

A patent is virtually & contract becween the Government, representing the
whole people, and an individual who has something, of his own invention, crea-
tion or discovery, that would be of practical value to the people were it known
to them. In consideration of his making known, for common benefit, the results
of his study, genius or skill, he is guaraniced a reward in the form of an exclusive
right for a term of years, to whatever profite may accrue from the common use
of that which before was his alone, he heing given the right to control that use
so a3 to reap pecuninry benefit from it. Afier the expiration of that term, the
patent—except in o small percentage of ¢ases in which there is reissue—becomes
free to all, the presumption being that his reward is by that time sufiicient. The
firat principle of value ina patent, as in any other form of property, is stability in
possession—protection by law against theft. But the patent, though more liable
to be stolen than almost any cther property, is actually least of all protected, and
were the bills now before Congress to become laws, would be practically deprived
of almost all protection.

It is a notorious fact that inventors and patent owners, as a rule, make nothing
on the first five years of the lifetime of a patent. During that time they ate
mainly occupied in fighting patent thieves in the United Htates courts—a very ex-
pensive business—and in introducing their inventions to popular knowledge. But
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one of the bills now pending in the IHouse proposes to reduce the lifetimo of a
patent from scventeen years to five.  And even for that time the value is to be
destroyed by the ingenious devices to protect infringers which other bills com
prise. The preposterous conceptious of making the owner of a patent pay all tho
costs of prosceuting an infringer, even though he may win his suit; of expecting
him to prove guilty knowledge on the part of the user of an infringement when
he purchased the thing; and flnally of permitting an infringey 10 continue his
use and enjoyment of the infringement even after he is duly informed thathe hag
no legal right to do so0, and to use it even in manufacturing processes: the license
fee to be fixed, not hy the patent owner, but by a jury-—ali theseare inthe pro
posed bills. The owner of & patent that has been over and over again declared
valid in courts of competent jurisdiction, it is proposed, shall give bonds Dbefore
he can begin suit to bring an infringer to justice, just the same as would cue
whose patent had never been put to test. All these thingsare calculated to amaze
any just and intelligent person who will stop to think of. the moral right of the
patent owner to his property, and of the impolicy of depriving the community of
the great benefits that accrue to the country from the inventor’s genius, of which

we shall certeinly be deprived if our patent system is to be thus destroyed.
As & single illustration of the incalculable benefits conferred upon the public by

patented inventlons, we can point with pride to what bas been done for the de-
velopment of the fire service. Compare the fire departments of to.day with thos
of fifty years ago!l What possible chance would the insigniticant little hand
squirts of that date have iu fighting a fire in some of the immense buildinge thet
now ornament our cities? The efliciency of the present fire extinguishing
apparatus is due to patented 1nventions. We never would have had steam fire
engines but for the patent laws that protect inventors in their right to make &
profit out of their ideas; the superior brands of hose of to-day are patented; the
electric system of sending alavms of fire are patented; relief valves, Siamese coup-
lings, distributing nozzles, hook and ladder trucks, extension ladders, the water
tower, and, in short, every valuable device that is now used and tends to increaso
the efficiency of the five service, owes its origin to the incentive beld out to in.
ventsta by our patent laws, that they should have such protection accorded them
as would give them property rights in their ideas and enable them to get pay for
the labor expended in their development. Repeal these laws and all hope for
further progress in the development of the firc service is ended.  But the service
rendered by inventors has been far greater in other industries, and there is noth-
ing to which they have not turned their attention. Life has been made easier by
their labors, and they have fairly earned just compensation.

The hostility to the patent laws comes mainly from the agsicultural class, and
it is not denied but sowe glaring frauds have Dbeen perpetrated upon credulous
farmers by swindlers who have pretended to sell them patent rights. Thepatent
lightoing rod mnan has done & good stroke of business with them; so has the man
with the patent dog power; and the other fellows with the patent churn and the
patent beehive. But they have generally been the victims of their own credulity
or their inordinate ambition to get the best of somebody else. They are the same
class of persons as those who patronize the sawdust swindlers, the counterfeit
money dealers, the gold brick sellers and the buuco steerers of the citics. It
would be just as reasonable for Congress to attempt t0 punish all the citizens of
New York because a few thieves find refuge here, as to punish the useful apd
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indispensable army of patent owners because some ingenious scoundrel has Deen
peddling bogus patent rights in the rural districts, It is commonly believed that
the natural tendency of legislation in all civilized countries is {oward a reversal
of the good old plan, **that he shall take who has the power, and he shall keep
who can.” And go it is; but unfortunately the tendency is not universal. Under
the specious plea of correeting alleged wrongs, it is still possible for legislators
presumably civilized, to propose (if not to sccure) the enrctment of laws which do
not help to make it easier for men o retain and enjoy what is rightfully theirs.
Nevertheless, one cannot but feel & degree of surprise at the sight of legislatcya
calmly considering acts which would put & premium upon robbery, by makiog it
impossible for the owner of any snecies of property to reclaim it after it had been
talten from him by force or fraud; and that i3 precisely what :8 aimed at in some
of the bills now before the Senate,

We give this matter promiucnce this week because of its importance, and be-
cause of the necessity for bringing influence to bear immediately upon the Sepaie
to defeat this hostile legislation. We have already sent o petition numerously
gigned to the Senate; we have another in our oflice to receive the signatures of
those who have not already entered their protest against this vicious legisiation.
We invite signatures from all who feel an interest in the subjeet.

The Fireman's Journal, March 22, 1884,

How Congress Proposes to Rob Inventors and Patentees.

Mueh anxiety is felt by inventors and ownera of patents concerning what is
helieved to be o settled determination on the part of a considerable number of
members of the present Congress to enact Iaws that will virtually destroy the
value of property in patents by taking away from them the legal protection they
row have, and actually encouraging infringement and open robbery., The ex-
cuse offered for the proposed action is the admitted desirability of instituting
such reform as will put a stop to vexatious and almost blackmailing suits brought
againgl inuocent purchasers of infringements upon patented articles, the protec-
tion of which by patent has not bern matter of public knowledge until the in-
fringements have had time to pass into common use, Under the guise of pro-
tecting such innocent purchasers two bills have already passed the House (Nos.
8925 and 3934), which, if they become laws, will have the effect of making legal
prosecution of infringements so costly, vexatious and ineffective that owners of
patents will be almost helpless. Even worse bills are, however, those now pend-
ing in the Senate, A gentleman largely interested in patent rights, speaking as a
representative of the feeling of many thousands of inventors, patentees and
licensed users of patent inventions, said yesterday, in explanation of the bills
pending:

‘““The provisions of the House bills are such that a patentee must give bonds to
pay all costs of an infringement suit before beginning it, and must pay them,
although he gains the suit, if heisawarded less than $20 damages. He must algo
pay, in addition to the costs, a fee of $50 to the defendant’s attorney in case the
defendant by any means gains the suit. 'The user of an infringement is held not
to be liable to prosccution, but simply the manufaciurer or vender, Even if the
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patentee wins his suit against the user of an infringement made by hi.-‘:nsc]f or
his employé for his own benefit, and not to use in manufasture of articles for
asle, the measure of recovery must bo simply & license feo, to le fixed by the
jury, and not by the patentee, whose propervy is thus valued for him and die-

nosed of without bis consent. ‘
¢ It in readily apparent that such restrictions would leave the patentce without

remedy at law. Think of the boxzds he would have to give to fight infringers all
over the Union! Remember, too, that suits against users—* innocent purchasers
in good faith'—are, as a rule, merely to fix the legal rignt to a patent, and if
possible through them to get at the manufacturers ond venders of the infringe-
mants. The damages from them sre them start again, but make the thing sure
that no man has rights that another one is bound to respect.”

The 8t. Louis Miller, speaking of the bill of Mr. Ray(H. R. 1081) of New
Yorlk, before the Houee, says:

“Phere is a vast deal of twaddle in many of the arguments of those who try
to break down Government grants of rights and franchises on the ground that
monopoly should he discouraged. 'The people at large are guite indiiferent as to
the cost of a public benefit, until after it ia zccured. Then they too often seek
to prevent the originators of the benefits from reaping any permanent or ex-
tended profits therefrom. The public is totally conscienceless on this point, and
is ready to evade the terms o: a distinet contract whenever it can be done in &
slightiy roundabout wey. The repeated and continuous attacke upoa the efiec
tiveness of our patent law which has been made in Congress after Congress are
abundantly illustrative of the spirit to which we allude. ¥ * % Under this
~ proposed law some piratical adventurers with a little money could readily inform
themselves regarding o few meritorious ariicles just patented by poor and obscure
inventors, could quickly manafacture immenge stocks of the goods, and could
then throw them on the market so suddenly and extensively that stopping the
traffic by the service of notice would be simply impossible, Moreover, honor-
- able manufaciurers who might be willing to aliow inventors a reasonable royalty
would be afraid to make a bargein for the legitimate production of the patented
novelties. They would fear to do so lest others less honorable might be even
then secretly making the same goods, and might soon flood the conntry with
them. The New Yorker's bill is an unjust one, and should be foraver tabled.”

-

§t. Louis Miller, March 22, 1884,

Granger Influence Pushing Pernicious Patent Bills,

The ““ average ™ Congressman is in the majority in the body now killing time
and wasting the people’s treasure at the rational capital, The capacity for blun-
dering is displayed in full in the two bills hostile to inventors and now pending,
The bills are simply bids by their authers for “ granger” votes, and in their pro-
visions are equally pernicious and reprehensible, robbirg the inventor ot the fruit
of his brain and paralyzing the inventive genius of the land. The bills should be

loined and entitled: ‘“ A bill to discourageinvention and research, and rob genius
of its just reward.
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Pittsburgh Chronicle-Telegraph, MMarch 22, 1884,

Paralyzing Inventive Talent.

Inventors, agn class, are given to thoughts rather than worde, to rumination
rather than argument. It is a well.known attribuie to the inventor that he is
usually the man worst fitted by nature to properly set forth the merits of his own
creaticn. For this reason the half-million inventors of this country bave bheen
plow to take up cudgels in their own defense, But the danger which threatens
them through pending bills has at Iast aroused this vast body of thoughiful, car-
nest men, nd the Cincinpati gathering promises to be an a8t once remarkablaand
unique assemblage of pergons bound together in a common cause—a cause which
has for its object the defeat of the passage of four bills, which, should they be-
come laws, will paralyze the inventive talent in cvery corner of this country.
touge bill 8,920 wasintroduced by Mr. Calkkins, It virtually offers a premiuvm
for infringemexts, wiping out the costs of such actions end requiring the inventor
to pay the infringes’s counsel fee.  Mr. Calkins, from Indianga, a State whose every
arable acre is turned by plows perfectcd by protected ingenuity, and whose har-
vests are safely garnered by the ingenious implementscrested by inventors, takes s
seat in & sleeping-car, rendered luxurious by the inventor, rides smootbly East-
ward in a train that owes its safety and swiftness to the inventor, putsup at a
Washington hotel fitted with every modern appliance—all due to inv entive gkill-—
and finally reads from & paper made by ingenious machinery, & bill which takes
away ihe rights of the very men whose brains have enabled this Jand full of won-
derful mechsanism to more than bold its own in markets formerly conirolled by
the chegp labor but clumsier mechanical ability of foreign nations. The same can
he said of Iir. Voorhees and his bili (8. No, 1,568), which enablesany one to profit
by tho inventor's skill; of Mr. Vance of North Caroling, and his bill, and of
others.* Thz eyesof five hundred thousand inventors will rest on the thousand
who will meet in Cincinnati in a few days, and the hopes of the army ¢f quick-
witted men will center in the Queen City. Andan inventor’s plank in future
political platforms must soon becoine an important bit of political tiinber

Extracts from the Letter of the Hou. Benjamin Butter-
worth, Commissioner of Patonts, to the Cincinpaii
Convention of Inventors.

UniTED S57ATES PATENT OrFIiCE, WaAsHINGTON, March 23, 1884.
I feel a deep interest in the proceedings of the meeting, 1 realize the possibili-
ties for good which wait upon its action, Careful investigation has made me
niore fully te realize how greatly this country is indebted to the inventors, and
their practical co-workers the manufacturers, for its uncxampled prosperity. A
study of the facts warrants me in saying that no equal number of men have con-
tributed more, if so much, as the inventors in building up our great industries,
and yet no equat number of men have exerted less influence in the political fleld,
where the needs of varlous interesis are discussed, and the legislation in that
bebalf sucgested and molded.
I want to notice for a moment the objeetion urged against the patent
system by some of those who are most interested in sustaining it. 1 refer to the

]
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agriculturists.
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I subinit that no men need use an article of modern improvement, unless he
findg it to his interest to do so. - We may siill plow with a wooden moldboard.
We may still drop corn with the fingers, aud cover it with thehoe. We may still
sow wh . ‘““broadecast,” and eschew the drill, Aund we muy cut grain, wiacat
and ozis .. ith the sickle, or, if our opposition to improvements is not radical, e
may use the eradle.  We may leave the reaper and mower, the raker and binder,
severely alone if we chose. We may then resolutely thrash the grain with tho flail
or tramp it out with horses, We are under no obligation whatever to
thrasher, ond not the slightest to use a eleaner and separator.

Wo may still haul our erops to market in jolt-wagons. There rests upon ug
no legal obligation to utilize the railroad. None of us are compelled to use the
telesraph, We may in case of sickness send fifty miles by mcesenger on a horse
for a doctor, and bring bhim back in the same manuncr; and if the patient lieg
before he arrives, the relatives and friends peed not be summoned by telegraph,
nor come by railroad ; they can be advised by the postmun, and come in the old
way, if at all.  And in the meantime the corpse cun be kept on ice, provided the
ice is not manufactured by one of those patert ice machines. 1t is the right of
tire citizen to drown, if he prefers it, to being saved through the instrumentality
of one of those patent life-caving contrivances which are ip common use along
the coast. It is iny lawiul right, if I own a coal mine, to draw the coal up with
the old-fashioned windlass, instead of using steam-power and modern applisnces.
I have sn equal right to toil up seven stories in a hotel, instead of riding up on
one of those patent elevators. I can pay a dollar o rod to fence my farm with
posts and boacds, instead of using barbed wire at balf the cost.

What I want to show is, that the blood-hought privileges of sticking to the old
- way remain to us in gpite of the patent law,

Hed we better do this ? Better stick to the old way, or encourage the genius
of Invention, and improve our methods, lighten our labors, increase our comforts,
embellish our homes, and add thus to the sum of our happiness ?

But those pafents levy on the people. Yes, they levy a dime, and in return
give g dollar, and often ten, I can mention Lelf & dozen inventions which alone
have saved more to the people of the United States than our whole population
have paid in the shape of tax and royelty to inventors since the foundation of our
government, and more than they will pay in the next ceatury. I may name the
cotton-gin, the spinning-jenny, the power loom, the locomotive, the telegraph,
the reaper and mower. Then let mo add the power printing press. All except
one, with their aids and auxiliaries, produced and perfected in less than a genera-
tion—Iess than fifty years. By the old method there are not adult laborers enough
tn all the Svuthern Stales to prepare tiw present coiton crop for the loom. By the
old methods it would take al! the adult latorers of the North to plant, tend and
gather the crops. Nut @ shop or factory ccald be srared a man or woman,

‘These assertions are not guesses nor wild assumptions, but the result of careful
investigation,

I am astonished at the continual complaint made, taat the agriculturist is
oppressively taxed and burdened by our pateunt system ; and this in the faco of
the fact that but for the hives of industry, the busy marts of our great cities,
which have their origin and growth in the production of the machines, imple-
ments, tools and appliances which are the fruits of the inventor’s study, research,
experiment and labors, the business of farming would not be woirth following.—
there would be no market.
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The Springfiela ©i2ily Republican, March 24th, 1884,

The manufacturers and inventors of New England have become suddenly exer-
cised over the severa] patent bills before Congress wihich completsly reverse some
of the principles of law as applied to patent litigation, A public meeting will be
held at Jeckson hall in Lowell this evening for the purpose of protesting againsk
the bills in their present shepe. In other cities similar meelings are projected,
There is no reason why Congress should not make a thorough investigation into
the working of our patent system, but 1t i1s very unwise to attempt to yreform the
acknowledged cvils by excepting patent cases from the ordinary rules of law
practice, 1f the proposed biils become law, ignorance wiil be a good defense in
guits for infringement, and an inventor, even if he does establish a clesr case of
infringement, must get demages to the amount of $20 or more to entitle him to
costs in the case. This alone will kill half of the patents now in force: for an in-
ventor does not care to pay $40 or $00 for the luxury of collecting &10 or $14.
The number of patents under which specially large royaities are collectable is
compai.lively iimited, and thus the proposed legislation is simpiy laying the ax
at the root of the system and not pruning or wmproving it.

b _J

The Cincinnati Times-Stax, March 26th, 1884,
Two Thousand Strong,

THE INVENTORS ABSEMBLE IN MUSIC HA.L TO-DAY,
GREAT UNANIMITY O OPINION.
LOT8 OF BRAIN AND INGENUITY BEPREGENTED.

‘““ The Convention will please comc to order I’ shouted a powerful voice at 3
o'clock this afternoon in the great Music Hall, J. 8. Zerbe, editor of the ‘‘ Amer-
ican Inventor,” and Chairman of the Executive Committee, was the speaker,
and he made himself distinctly heard by the 2,000 delegates who were
present.

This Convention is known asthe *‘ First National Inventors’ Convention, 1884,”
the results of which will be observed with more than ordinary anxiety by the in-
ventors and patentees all over the ¢ountry. The TiMES-STAR yesterdey had an
elaborate account of the object and purpose of this meeting, which showed that
this gathering of inventors is for self-protection against the laws lately enacted
by Congress, which are infringing upon their former rights.

The indignation of these men with ingenious brains is simply amazing. Never,
in the history of Americs, was there such a bedy, composed of all classes of citi-
zens, irrespective of religion, nationality, po]mca or locality, that exhibited as
much unanimity and so much of disapprobation against bills now pending in
Congress, as this Convention. The delegates mdmduall y and en masse feel
themselves hampered, and State sessions in quite a number of places were held
prior to this general Conveation.

The work accomplished this afternoon was comparatively_little, Committees
on Permanent Organization and Order of Business were appointed,” who met im-
mediately after the adjournment of the Convention, at Burnet House. To-night
Mr. Zerbe will read an elaborate paper, and the committees will report the plan of

business during the Convention.
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A number of letters of excuse, regretting the necessary absence of gome inven.
tors, were received to-day by Chairman J. 8. Zerbe. Among them is Elishs
Gray, inventor of the harmonic telegraph.

The harmonic telegraph is tho child of the duplex telegraph. It is found
. that messages can De sent over the seme wire if placed in a different music-
el tone,

Elishe Gray, Esq., was one of the pioneera in utilizing the discovery of Profes-
sor David I, Hughes. At the time Gray was experimenting, in 74 and %5, he
discovered a means for transmitting musical tones, and this Jed him to devise an
instrument somewhat similar to the Bell telephone, the application for patent
heing made on the same day that Alexander Graham Bell made his application
for & patent for the present teiephone.

Bell, however, made his application before noon, while Gray in the afternoon:

Here is the letter:
Cricago, ILL., March 24, 1884,

Mr. J. 8, Zerbe:

Dear Bir—It would give me preat pleasure to attend the Convention of fn.-
ventors at Cincionati, but my engagements are such 23 to preclude even a possi-
bility of go doing.

Congress seerus to have gone mad on the subject of patents, and if they go on
as they have begun every inventor had better seelk some other gource for a liveli-
hood. In no way could Congress more thoroughly check the prosperity of our
country than to pass some of the pending bilis to destroy the rights of the inven-
tor, What should be done is this: pass stringent laws for the punishment of any
ons wno stegls the invention of another. Make it a crime as in the case of any
other property. This would go far to check the fraudulent patent schemes of
which some of our people complain, Regulate the abuses of the patent sysiem,
but don’t destroy a law that has contributed more to put this nation in the froni
rank than any other one thing,

There i8 a political side to the question that will come to the front in casesome
of these bills are passed and become a law; and wge to the party that is respone.
ible for the passage of these iniguitous bills. Besides the grand army of inventors
there are the manufacturers, all more or less interested in patent pioperty, and
the investors in stocks and enterprises depending upon patents ; when we count
all these their name is legion. It is only neceszary to get the facts fully brought
out to put a stop to this wholesale destruction of the inventors’ hard earned

property.
Yours truly,
BELisgA GRrAY.

The Boston Daily Globe, Mar. 25th, 1884,

Lowell Inventors Remonstrate.
[Special Dispatch to the Boston Globe.]

LowzLL, Mavch 24.—A meeting of inventors and manufacturers was held
to-pight, with T, P. Byrou presiding aud O. C. 8emple acting as Secretary. B.
F. Bhaw, for the Committes appointed at the preliminary meeting, reported
resolutions renonstrating agninst the legislatiorn now pending iu Congress affect-
ing the patent laws, They were unanimously adopted, and provision was made
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for forwarding them to every memher of Congress., Bills oitrvibuted to Revre-
sentatives Calkins of Indiana, Anderson of Kanses and Vance of North Carolina,
and to Senator Yoorhees of Indians, were particularly enumerated us objection
able. 'That of Senator Vooriiees was declared to be unconstitutionsl. It vwas
subsequently voted to form o permanent organization for the future protection of
simiiar interests,

— e — s gy —— et

The National Republican (Washington), Mar, 25th, 1884,

Tho Patent Liawe.
To the Editor:

it is well to revise the potent laws, 10 improve scme details, to lessen the ¢nsis,
and fo avoid evils that have crept in.

Congress recognizes this by a score of bills pending, two of which have passed
ihe house and wall action in the genate.

Bost of theseare directed to curing certain abuses.

The two bills which have pzssed the house look to protecting ‘ innocent users”
from persecution by parties who travel the country charging pay upon farmers
and others for using a variety of things which bave come into common useas in-
fringing some pafcai or other. These bills, I hclieve, are honestly intended and
supposed to be wise.

In house bill 8525, the only purpose of the first cection is to cutoff the costs of
suit, where the recovery is not $20, in a suit on a patent against one who has
bought anything for his own use only,

To avail oursclves of this, small as it is, we must confess judgment for §19, or
less; and then plead or prove ten separate things, while the prosecutor has to
prove nothing at all. Even then we fail if we fail to prove either of these ten
things, after confessing to the infringement.

The purposes of the second section are two—onne apparent and good and one
hidden and cvil—-which I suppose congressmen did rot sce when it was pushed,
The first is to compel a prosecutor to give bond and surely for all costs of tke
auit, in case he fails thercin, so as {0 cut off suits brought to force compromises on
upjust claims. 'This is a good purpose.

Thesecond and hidden purpose is to enable railways and rich corporations to
uss valuable patents with impunity. When the inventor is not rich and strong
enough to get security on his bond to *‘ pay all the costs” their money and in-
fluence can roll up against him in a long suit to determine his rights, which is
certainly an iniquity not intended.

In house bill 8984, the purpose of the first section is/to compel an infringer to
stop ure of an article when he has only bought it, when notified that it is an in-
fringement, and te plead and then prove, when sued, seven different things to
escape payment for his prevous use,

It is a question whether the courts would recognize such escape as justto the
property rights of an inventor, secured by s patent giving the exclusive right to
the three separate things of making, selling, and using his invention.

The second seetion goes much further, if the user did not buy the thing but
had it made. In such case it does not compel him tostop its use, as if he had
bought it, but enables him to go on defiantly and compel the inventor to go
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through o long lawsnit at great cost aud then only get a pitiable licensc fee, too
small to pay his costs. The inventor can be compelled under this section o go
through this long course of lawsuits on each ficense fee he wishes to get, for
under it no one would buy o thing made under the patent i he could get it made
_ himself, and the poor inventor would be without practical redress. Was thie
section set up on the committee by the lawyers of the railway asgociation? It
will enabie the railways to make, for their own use, all the valuabie inventions
which relate to railways, and so steal more millions of property. A special pro-
vision at the end cuts off from this job the RMMillers’ aseociation and the Boot and
Shoe and Leatber Association, which are understood to be trying to set up like
jobs, as well ag all other concerns which make things to sell, which the raiiways
do not do, of course, and 8¢ escape.

Tf both scctions of each bill were limited to small cases, such as usually affect
farmers—say to suits of less than $100—it would cut off these big jobs. But it
is & question how the courts would see them. Whether congress can take away
the property invested in inventions where the property itself consistsin the pro-
tection given by the courts to intungible franchises; and where such protection is
impliad to be guaranteed by the grant of the patent; and so long &as the public
get the good intended by the contract for which the patent is the reward
ofiered.

There is a way to get the good objects of these bills and of several othera pend-
ing, without such constitutional questions. By coupling the use withithe making
and with the selling of an article, and by making the user the agent of the
maker and of the geller, whereihe article was bought without the question of in-
fringement being known to the buyer, and by enabling the user to Liave joined
with himself as a principal in 8 suit the maker or the zeller, against whom the
judgment shall lie, if he i3 respomsible. This would give the user protection
from loss, as desired. It would give the inventor protection by enabling him to
catch thereal criminal through any uses he can find, And it would protect an
innocent maker or seller from wrongful injury to his trade by threats to his cus-
tomers from parties having unjust c¢laims by enabling him to defend in his own
right the use of articles made or sold by him. 'This, it seems, would wisely and
carcfully recognize and protect all honest interests, and be one of the needed
unprovements in the patent laws.

8. J. WALLACE.

National Eepublican, Waghington, March 26th, 1884,

The Inventors’ Convention.

Cixcimnati, Orxo, March 25.—The first national inventors’ convention was
opened in Music Hall here this afternoon. Two thousand delegates, repregenting
nearly every state in the union, were present, The afternoon gession was de-
voled to organization. A number of persons sent letters of excuse, among them
Elisha Gray, of harronic telegeaph famo, A conversation with several delegates
shows & feeling against bills pending in Congress concerning inventions and
patents, and discussion of this subject will take s prominent place in the pro-
ceadings of the convention. -
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At the night session & permanent organization was cffected as follows: Presi-
dent, James 8. Zerbe, of Cincinnati, and one Vice-President fiom each state and
the District of Columbia. Secretaries, Charles 11, Travis, of Indiana, asnd J.
Burleigh, of Masgachusetts; sergeant-ai-arms, John J. Geghan, of Ci.:cinnati.
Tha president, on being escorted to the chair, congratulated the forty-fifth Congress
01 its enactment of pateat laws, Ie feared, however, that the present Congress
would not follow in its footsteps in this direction. Adjourned until to-morrew,

The Cinecinnati Times-Star, March 26th.

Tar inventors denounce in vigorons terms and with strong emphasis the pend-
ing bills that menace the interesis of patentces.

Among the quicl-witted and ingenious gentlemen whe compose the Inventors’
Convention there ought to be onc who can dovise a method of holding the Obio
down in its bed.

P ey T/ — et R =S fiem——— -

Wew York Tribune, March; 26, 1884,

Western Prejudices Against Patents.

General M. D. Legyett, of Cleveland, Patent Atlorney.—-Under pressure irom the
clamor of their constituents, the House of Representatives frequently passes bilis
that are rejected by the calmer and cooler and more mature judgment of the
Senate. The Grangers out West have been raising a great cry against patents in
general, because of their experience with a few bits of sharp practice. Green’s
driven well has driven whole sections of farmers wild with rage by forcing a col-
lection of 816 or more from each one of them, ‘They bave been moving on their
members of Congress, and two bhills have passed the House materially affecting
patent interests., One compels patentees to look always to the manufacturer
instead of the user, in protecting himself from the illegitimate use of his patent,
The other gives manufacturers the option of manufacturing sny patenf, with or
without permission of the patentee, on payment of a license to be determined by
the courts, if there ean be no other agreement reached. In other words, if 1
want to ride your lorse, I jump on, whether you will or no, and we settle the fee
afterward. Now, as a fact, no class of people on this continent have been more
indebted to the patent system than the Grangers. Under our patent Jaws the ad-
vancement in tho character of agricultural implements has been simply wonder-
ful. The farmer, with his improved machinery, can do as much work in a day
with one hand as he used to do thirty years ago with five hands. I think wben
their cooler judgment asserts itgelf, even the now excited Grangers will desire
the defeat of the laws I have menticned.
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The Commercial Gazette, Uincinnatl, Iiarceh 37¢h, 1884,

Inventors’ Convention.

AR sueiriiireninangy

DEMAND FOIl A PATENT DEPARTMENT,

WITH A FEAD DULY RECOGNIZED A8 A MEMBER OF TIE CABDINET.

-,

The second day’s session of the National Convention of Inventors was opened
yesterday morning af Dexter Hall, at half.past ten o’clock, by President Zerbe,
Charles V. Travis, of Indiana, performing the dutios of Secrelary. A motion was
offered to the effect that no one be allowed to speak more than once on the same
subject and no longer than five minutes, unless by the consent of the convention
he be allowed to speak the second time, was adopted.

The following dispatch was read, dated Grand Rapids, Hich. :

* Mo the Convention of Inventors:

‘““ Extending the hand of fraternity, 1 send you greeting, 2s the inspired apostles
of civilization and living pillars of progress, M, J. PALMER.
‘“ President Netional Inveators’ and Patent Dealers’ Association.”

The Committee on Resolutions made the following report, through the Chair-
man, Mr, L. Decane, District of Columbis :

““ Whereas, The incentive and rewards given inventors by the Constitution of
. the United States and the laws of Congress passed thercunder have done more,
perhaps, than any one cause to advance our whole countiy to the front rank in
wealth, resources and industries, among all nations of the world ; and

““Whereas, Any material change in those laws would, in the opinion of this as-
sociation, seriously retard our maierial progress as a people ; therefore

** IResolved, that our Senators and Representatives in the U, S. Congress sare
respectfully requested to oppose the passaga of any bill which would have the ef-
fect to discourage inventions by impairing the value of patented property or im-
posing any conditions on the owners of such property in prosecuting aud main-
tuining theiv rights to the full value of their said property, which are not equally
appiicable under the laws of Congress to the rights of all property and the reme-
dies provided to protect the same for all citizens of our entire country,

““ Resolved, That the inventors, patent-owners, brain-workers, hand-workers
and citizens of the United Btates, in convention assembled, whose patent intorests
autagonize no other, but benefit all classes of the community alike, demand the
continued protection of our present patent system unimpuired by Congress.

‘“ Resolved, That since the money derived from the fees paid by the inventors
of the Governmeut is ample to pay all the cost and charges, it is the imperative
“duty of Congreas to provide sufficient force in the Patent Office to do the work
well, and to keep it up to date, and in all details and particulars to thoroughly
equip the Patent Office for its work, by providing sufficient accommodations for
its force, an ample library of books and publications pertaining to patent and scien-
tific matters, and full and complete digests of inventions in all the classes, and
rooms and means to enable the inventor and patentee to search into the novelty
of any device, or the state of the art in any given direction.

““Resolved, That the dignity and lmportance of the business of the Patent
Office demand that it should be severed from the Intevior Pepartment and made
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a department by itself, with a head duly recognized as 2 member of the Cabinet,

““ Resolved, That since the matters adjudicated in the Patent Office are in g very
Iarpe dezree legal in their scope and beoring, it is the evident necessity of the
cnge that there should be a distinetly Iegal bureau or division of this office, ciothed
with the authority to heav and decide said matters and enforce its decisions.

‘“ Resolved, That though there have been pearly three hundred thousand patents
eranted, there have been gcarcely a score of patentshich the public has objected
to, end no patent based on s wrong, which the courts have not finally held
invalid.”

Eesolutions second, seventh and ecighth were relegated 1o the committee, and
it was determined that the regolutions, as psssed, be gigned by all members of the
convention, and be memorialized to Congress, & printed copy to be gent to each
member of the latier, as well as to each member of the associastion,

The following dispatch, dated Winterport, he.. was read:

¢ The United States owes much of her unparalicled progress to inventive braing
aud energy and pluck of her menufacturers. Both should be protected.

o .
¢ f'rip Arwoob,”
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The following letter of Senator Jos. K. Huwley, dated
Washington, D. (., March 19, and addressed to William H.
Page, Bsq., of Norwich, Conn., was read and elicifed a great

deal of enthusiasm :;

“Dranr Sin:—Those patent bills pending belore the Senate

are not to become law by my vote, or, if I ean prevent it In
any honorable way. My hope now is that the BSenate bill
with the House bill, may be sent back to the Senate Com-
“mittee on Patents, there to hear arguments which persons
interested in patents are desivous of making. I have been
wondering for two years that the patent industries of the
United States were not more awake fo the dangevs which
threaten this whole system. They are now besfirring thiem-

selves. I hope 1t 1s not too iate.

Yours truly, Jos. R. HAwLEy.
Sen: [awley's letter was enthusiastically received, or-

dered sj.read upon the minutes as expressing the sense of the

meeting, and the President instructed to send a vote of thanks
to him.
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President Zerhe announced the following Committee on Plan of Permarent
National Organization: Jacob Reese, of Penusylvania ; L, T, Huber, of Ecn-
tucky ; C. B. Hitcheock, of Indiana ; M. Garland, of Mickigan; J.T. Danging,
of Illinois; B, V. Caldwell, of Alabama; J. J. Geghan, of Ohioc; . . Hyde,
of Kansas ; Dr. N. V. Horton, of Iissouri ; Leonard Henkle, of New York.

A letter was read from Br. T. Shaw, of Philadelphia, in which he refers to hic
great interest in the object of the conveation, and expresses the hope that a gre.
deal of good will vesult from it. .

President Zerbe reported that he had received about five thousand letters <G
communications, several reports of conventions, all of them in reference to the
importance of the present gathering of inventors. IHe was instructed to publish
such of thesc as he might according tr lus discretion gelect.

APTIRFOQE SII0ION,

The afternoon Session was opened by i o-ident Zerhe, the Secretaries, Chas, M.
‘fravis, of Indiana, and G. Burleigl:, of ifazsackisetts, filling their positions. Mr,
Deane, of Washington, I», C., rcad e tniiewing additional report of the Come.
mittee on Lesolutions

‘“ Resolved, That since under our law the Patent Office must be gelf-sustaining,
and since there are very large requirements to cover the expenscs of properly
cquipping the Patent Ofice for the full discharge of itsduties, it does not, at
present, scem to be expedient to reduce ti-c Government fees on patents,

‘“ Resolved, That protectionunder the patent system is of more vital importance
to us as a Nation than the protection of any other industry connected with oar
Government,”

Both these resolutions were adopted.

Mr. Fehrenbatch read several dispatches, communications and letters of regret,
all of them referring to the interests and importance of the convention.

CreciNNATI, O., March 26, 1884.

Hon, Georze ¥, Edmunds, President pro tem. u. 8. Benate :

The American Inventors in convention assembled, desire, through you, to re
spectfully enter their solemn protest before the Senate against the passage of any
measure tending to impair their rights as inventors, or to deprive them of any of
the legitimate points of their hard-earned labor.

By order of the Convention. J. 8. Zerse, Chairman.
Cizas, M, Travis, Sec'y. |
The following was also ndopted :

‘“ Resolved, That a committee of three be appointed (the same to include the
President of this convention), whose duty it shall be to send a circular letter to
inventors and patentees, urgently requesting them to write a private letter to
their Benators and Representatives in Congress to vote and use their influence in
all honorable ways to defeat all bills now pending before Coungress, or which may
be hereafter introduced, detrimental or in any way inpairing their rights under
patents.”

The Constitution and by-laws for the permancnt organization were next read,
and adopted as a whole. The annual assessment on delegates was fixed at 82,
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The election of officers resulted as follows : |
President, James 8. Zerbe, Ohio; A, J. Nellis, Pennsylvania, First Vice Presi-

dent,
The meeling adjourned to 9 o’clock this morning,

The Republican J oun—ml, Belfast, Maine, March 27, 1884,
Patents and the Patent Laws.

SevERATL bills have been introduced into Congress for repealing the patent
laws, or for so amending them as to virtually effect the same result, the destroy-
ing of all value in a patent and of course the incentive for invention, In some
cases these bills have no doubt been presented heedlessly, in oibers through sheer
demagoguery; but at the hottom of the whole agitation is said to be a bureau es-
tablished by a combination of railway companies. -It is very easy to excite &
popular feeling against patents among the unthinking. But the facts are ali on
the side of our present patent laws, which have developed the inventive genius of
this country beyond that of any other, and to which we are indebted for count-
less improvements and contrivances that contribute to the comiort and pros-
perity of our people. Or, to use the words of the dmerican Fegister, ‘“These
laws, protecting men in products of their labors, as does the copyright code au-
thors of books, have induced great numbers of ingenious and original thinkers
and mechanicians to devote weary years of toil and poverty to the perfection of
. devices and machinery which have enriched our country and civilized our race.”

If the railroad compsanies succeed in breaking down our patent laws, so that
they will no longer have to pay royalties to the owners of patents, the immediate
resuits would perhaps be increased dividends, but cventually they would sufer
from the effects of the blowto industries in all parts of the country, The propo-
sition, aside from its bearings upon the general welfare, is quite as objectionabie
in that it would take from private individuals the fruits of brain work and in-
vested capital and hand it over without consideration to the railroad companies.
And Congress will hesitate before it takes such g step as that,

Industrial World, Chicago, March 27, 1884.
Effects of the New Patent Bill.

The evil results of the atiempt in Congress to impair the eflicieney of our
Patent Laws are cropping up sll over the country. Inventors everywhere are
asking the question ¢ ‘“ Will it pay to spend time and money in perfecting and
bringing out inventions, that they may be wrongfully appropriated by an un-
scrupilous public ?” The following letter, which has been sent to us by the well-
Itmown manufacturing firm of W. F. & John Barnes, Rockford, 111., fairly dem-
onstrates the present feeling of inventors in the premisess:

CENTRALIA, KAN., March 12, 1883.

Messrs, W, I, & John Barnes :

GERTLEMEN —When 1 wrote you for your catalogue 1 thought of ordering
your No. & lathe and other machinery with which I expected to perfect some
valuable mechanical inventions; but since Congress seems disposed to enact such
hostile patent bills, I have concluded not to waste my time and rmoney. Thank-
1ng you for your kindness in sending catalogues, I am,

Yours truly, JoserPH P, WiLsox.
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¥essrae. Barnes very appropriately remark @ ¢ Suchi letters ought to encourage
political managers in making tariff and patent laws, eud they should be encour-
aged by all means. Their success will be a5 good as & cyclone or an Ohio flood.”

The letter given above is only a sample of such as are being constantly received
by manufacturers everywhere. The DMessrs. Barnes are not the only losers by
reeson of this crusade against the patent laws ; every important manufacturing
concern from Maine to California, is experiencing the withering cficcts of this
uncalled-for agitation. Iools may roll back and siay the tide of invention
which is sweeping over the land, they may destroy our industrial progress and
bring ruin and havoe by their action, but they can give no recompense in return
for their deeds of vandalism. Is it not fime that manufacturers, inventors, in-
deed business men of intelligence everywhere, should Iet their voices bie heard in
this matter 7 Dvery Senator should be fairly delured with letters of remonstrance
arainst the bills now before the Senate.  And these letters should all be earefully
written, Scnators ought to know the feeling of the people in relation to thege
measures. and good sound reasons sitould be urgea for their defeat. This 1s a
matter of vital importance, and no time should be lost in demonstrating to Cons
gress that the American natiowu is not ready or willing to do injustice to our in-
ventors—even to accommodate the crowds of moonshiners or infringeys, who,
lacking brains to invent anything themselves, are only too willing to purloiu the
discoveries of those who can.

The Industrial World, Mareh 27, 1884,

The Ansi-Patent Bills.

Tae Industrial World bas repeatedly charged that the anti-patent bills, now
pending before Congress, were the product of selfishness and time-scrving, and
that they were not promulgated with a view of promoting the public welfare,
but rather to placate & horde of patent-right infringers who seek immunity from
their piratical offenses. We find a most ample verification of our charges in the
following brief dispatch to the Chicugo Zimes from its Washington correspondent.
'This dispatch, which bears date March 20, reads as follows :

‘““ The Senate Committee on Patents has also given some consideration {o ithebill
which has passed the House, and which is entitled ‘A bLiii to regulate practice
in patent suits,” It is inicnded to protect innocent purchasers of patented articles
from suits of infringement, and is mainly designed to protect the farmers from
suits by the owners of drive-well and barbed-wire patents, The Senate Cominities
docs not favor the bill, but will probadly report in s favor on the ground that the
agricultural interest demands &, and that it would not do to give offense lo all the
Western farmers,” .

Can anything be mere pitiable? Here are the members of the Senate Commit-
tee~men sworn to perform the duties of their high office faithfully and honestly
—who are rensried as about to recommend a bill which they believe is unwise
and unjust, merely that by so doing they may not give offense to some Western
farmers! If the bill is wrong it should not be reported at ali—no matter whose
interests are affected. Congressmen are not elected to peddle out the laws to
political favorites. There doubtless is & very large coustituency that would like
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immunity from the penalties prescribed for horse-stealing; will these subservient
Sengtors favorably report & bill 1o grant these latter law-hren'iers such favor ?
Will it do to give oflense to horse-stealers any more than to paivnt-appropriators?

The ¢laim that the Western faymers want these anti-patent laws is a fulse one.
We indignantly deny that the majority of these farmers wish to rob the inventor.,
The charge is & libel upon them, and the Serpate Committee will find that the
political capital which it will make by favoring the anti-patent hills will be incon-

celvably small.
But suppose the farmers'do desire thisg bill, should the hundreds of thousands

of inventors of this country—most of them poor men—be robbed for the benefit
of the farmer? 8Should cur magnificent patent systemn be wrecked in order that
& few men may infringe with impunity the barb-wire and drive-well patintst

Ii the Western farmer wishes to rob the Western inventor and go scot-free, why
should not the latter be permitted to rob the former and receive a like immunity 9
If 1t is no robbery to steal an inveation, why sinould it Dhe to steal a horse or g
pig? If the frvmer can appropriate the productis oi ilic mental labor of the in-
ventor, why should not the latier beenipowered to as iveely appropriate the prod-

Atets of the physical labor of the farmer?
The pretense that the farmer is wrongfully harrassed with suits for innocent

infringements of patents is nonsensical. The inventor or assigneec who brings
suit for infringement of his patent must sustain his case or else pay the costs of
prosecution. Those versed in patent litigation know that it is the patentee who
has the most to fear when going into law to assert his rights. Patent litigation
13 not a chenp luxury, and hence the whole number of suits for infringements is
very small in comparison with the number of actual infringements. In rare
cases suits have been wrongfully sreught on anurious patents, but liave not suits
equally as baseless been brought on every othier conceivable claim? The wrongs
done by a few patent-right adventurers should no more be charged against the
legitimate inventor, than the wrongs of forgers be charged at the door of those
who legitimately issue negotiable paper.

Fheso are facts which the Senate Committee undoubtedly know, and which
cause them to {eel that the anti-patent bills before them are unwise and unpolitic,
and which would actuate them to report adversely on them, were it not for the
very ignoble political reasons which the Zimes correspondent divulges. A few
lessong on civil-service reform might very appropriately be read to the Senate
Committee,

L

Newark Daily Advertiser, March 27, 1884.

Inventors Protesting.

OPPOSING THE FABSAGE OF PATENT LAWS NOW BEFORE CONGRESS~MEETING
IN THE BOARD OF TRADE ROOMS LART NIGRT.

A LARrGELY attended meeting of inventors, and manufacturersinterestedin inven-
tions, was beld in the Board of Trade room last night to take action in regard to
the patent laws now before Congress, which, it is claimed, will, if they become
laws, prove very disastrous to inventors and manufacturers,

Andrew Albright was chosen Chairman, and on taking the Chair stated sthe
object of the meeting, and said he was sorry-that so many men who ought to be



interested in patent laws are so indifferent about the proposed changes, which
will, 10 o great ¢xtent, destroy the preqsent Inws,  Thisis o matter that affects the
whole people.  There are only two 1udustries in the country of more importance
and greuter mognitude then the system of inventions and patents.  Tirst is agii-
cultuve, next is mining, and then coine inventions, e did not think it possibie
that Congress could pass two such laws as the hilis now before the Senate, bhut
when he learned they had passed thie House and that the Senate conmittee had
agrced to report in favor of the passage of both bills, hie and other zenilemen went
to Washington and saw Senator McPherson, who told them he wounld do all he
could against the bills, BMr. Fiedler suid he did not know the bills were of auch
importance or weuld do such injury, and he would do all ke could against them.
The choirman of the Senate committee told him there was a strong pressure
from the West in favor of the bills, He had succeeded in geiting the billy laid
over for o few days. Mr, Albright said if these biils pagsed, four-fifths of thein-
ventions of the country will be worthless, as any one usine  » invention could, on
peing prosceuted for an infringement of a patent, swei  .at he purchased it in
good faith and had no knowledge of the claim of any inventor, and that would
end the matter, DMony men would take up the manufacture of 2 host of smal)
wrticles nowr protected by patents and flood the country with them, to the great
loss of the inveniors., He believed these bills would become Inws unless the
people all over the land bestirred themselves and remonstrated,

Thomas 8. Crane suggested that the manufacturers and inventors should flood
Congress with petitiong egainst these bills. He said thiey would work great wrong
and injustice to manufacturers and inveators,

James M. Seymour said Le went with Mr. Albright to Washington and found
things in very bad shape there. He spoke of the efforts made by New Jersey’s
Senators to defeat the bills when they understood the injury they would work,
He said algo that he was surprised at the apathy of Newarkers in this matter, as
if these bills pass they will undermine the business of the city 1n various ways,
1Ie thought these bills werve really gotten up in the interest of railroad corpora-
tions. Some years aro they bad a similar bill, the real object of which was to
allow them to ge! _ontrol of a patent in connection with air brakes, If our patent
laws are wiped ot or modified so as to make a patent good only five years as our
bill proposes, or ' allow & man to sct up a3 a defence that he purchased the
patent in good {v "1, we might as well close up many of our workehops. 'These
bills deprive int uitors of the fruits of their labors and render insecurc o vast
amount of capital invested in Inventions., They also strike at workingmen for
they would deprive many men of employment, Ii these bills pass we will see
many shops closed, and where there are twenty men working there will not be
five,

William Lomax, Jr., spoke of what the inventive genius of the country has
done for the nation in agriculture aud manufactures, in every department of busi-
ness, and even in the houschold life, and of th¢ way in which American watches
and cutlery are driving others out of thc market, and said this was due to the fact
that our inventors have been protected by law in enjoying the fruits of their skill
and labor. If laws like those before Congress are passed there will be no inceu-
tive for an inventor to spend his time projecting inventions, as he will be deprived
of the fruit of his toil.
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Samuel J. McDonald said he had looked at the two bills, One of thea changea
the time during which an inventor is protected in his patent {rom seveniccn years
to five ; another makes it o valid defence toset up on asuit forinfringement of &
patent that it was purchased in good faith, Thewhole prosperity of the United
~ States depeunds on the inventor. 'We export 'millions of doilars worth of cotton,

hut vohat would our cotton Industry be without the cotton gia ? What would our
farms be without agricultural machinery ¢ No inventor would spend the bes?
years of his life perfecting an invention if he knew that the fruit of his teil would
be snatched out of his hands, as it would be if these lawspass; conseguently these
laws are a blow at inventors, Mr. McDonald offered the following resolutions,
which were adopted

Resolved, That this assembiy of inventors, manufacturers and meclianics of tlie
city of Newark, in the county of Essex and state of New Jersey, do hereby ex-
press their high eppreciation of the eminent services herctoiore rendered by the
Hon. John R. McPherson, Senator in New Jersey, 1a opposing and defeating
legislation tending to defeat patent rights and discourage invention.

Rescived, That we also tender our thanks to Senators McPherson and Sewell,
ITon, Wm. H. iedler and the other representatives in Congress from New Jersey
for their earnest ciioris to sccure the defeat of the various patent bills now pend-
ing hefore Congress, which, if permiited to become laws, will render almost
valueless every patent issued from the Patent Office, and make insecure every dol-
lar invested in the manufacture of patented articles and machinery.

Resolved, That we denounce as iniquilous and unjust, as well as in the last
degree unwise, the measures now pending before Congress, having for their object
the destruction of our present wise patent system: that these measures arve entirely
unnecessary and wholly uncalled f¢ save by corporations and capitalists who
wigh to legalize the robbery from inventive genius of the honest and arduous
fruits of itg toil.

Resolved, That we call upon the Semators and Representatives in Congress
from New Jersey to labor with all zeal and every lawful endeavor to sceure the
defeat of those unholy measures, and the preservation of our present equitable
and efficient patent system unimpaired.

esolved, That cepies of these resolutiong be transmitted to each Senator and
Representative in Congress from New Jersey, and be also published in the daily
press.

Mr, McEwen suggested that the Board of Trade be asked toginvite other Boards
of Trade to join them in opposing these bills.

After some further diseussion the mecting adjourned.

The Cambridge Tribune, March 28th, 1884,
A Blow Aimed at Imdustry.

The most outrageous legislation is just now being attempted in Congress by
taking from inventors their hard-carned rights and makin g common property of
what justly belongs to those who possess the skill to create that which will help
and bless the world, Few of the daily papers have cared to ever allude to the
matier, which seems passing strange. A contermnporary remarks that “ Several
bills, of Western authorship, are now pending in the Senate and House, which
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may well alarm patentees all over New England, which is the great inventiveand
hence the great patent-holding section of the country, House hill 2029 virtually
provides that no patentee bringing a suit for infringement shall be able to recover
costs. This the House has alrcady passed by a large majority. Ilouse bill 3034
requires every patentee to give infringers notice of his patent before holding thera
linble, and compels him then to allow the continued use of his patent on the pay-
ment of the royalty which the court may fix, This bill, too, has passed the Ttouss
by & heavy majority vote. A bill fathered by Mr. Anderson of Kansas, reduces
the life of & patent from seventeen to five years, which to many inventors would
mean the absolute confiscation of their property. Senator Voorhcees, however, has
ountdone all his competitors in this business ot patent-plundering. Heis the father
of a Hill which provides that any person may buy a patented article and contine
to own and use it, in spite of its being an infringement, unless he had notice he-
forc he bought it; that even after such notice his right to own and use the article
o¥all not be impaired. If this is thespirit which is to govern national legislation
affecting inventors’ rights, it is a poor outlook for American inventive genits.
Congress might as well pass one general bill abolishing all patent rights, and de-
claring that hereafter there is no property in inventions ; that the old robber
maxim is {he American law touching all discoveries and creations, whether in art,
seience or n:echanics, that

* He shall take who has the power,
And he may lkeep who can.’ "

Every Sengtor and Representative from Iew LEngland should be aronsed to the
denger which seems to be impending, and avert a calamity so monstrous and un-
just. If cither of the bills just named pass it will be a blow struck direct in the
face of industry and progress. The country cam ot afford such legislation, and
the protest should be so strong as to bury it for ever out of sight, May the appeal
be not in vain. |

The Mining and Industrial Journal, Bangor, IMaine,
March 28th, 1884.

e

The Patent Plunderers.

Moved by the complaints of rural constituents who claim to have suilered at
the hands of “ blarsted monopolists.” mnotably the holders of the barbed-wire
and the driven-patents, 2 number of Western Congressmen and Senators intro-
duced bills which, perhaps, were honestly intended simply for the protection of
innocent purchasers of article which infringed existing patents.

Some of the demagogues in Congress, however, ever alert to seize upoi So
much as a shadow of anything which might serve them as political capit.’, or
further their private ends, magnifying the importance of the public feeling thus
manifested, fancied they saw in it a popular nprising against all ““ monopolics*
in the shape of patents and patent-owners in geperal. Actuated by the same
motives that induced the proposed horizontal rednction of the tariff, they have
prepared and introduced a lot of bills, all of them bad and several of them of
so vicious a character that should either of them become o law it would result
in the practical wiping out of the rights of all inventors; and this mecans not
only the discouragement of further research looking to improvements in ma-
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chinery and mechanical epbliances, but will mp in the bud numerous manufac-
turing enterprises just springing into existence and bringing disaster, if not ruin,
to many important industrics already established.

We regret that our limited space does not permit our calling attention to
the details of these bills, that our readers might see for themselves and fully
realize their mischievous character. Several of their leading features were
briefly alluded to in these columns last week. Suflice 1t to say that the situation
ia full of peril to the mechanical industries and inventive genius of the country.
In the present temper of the House, any or all of the measures proposed are
likely to pass that body. In the Senate their fate is not 8o certain, and yet their
is abundant cause for alarm. It is believed, however, that this ruinous legisle-
tion may be averted if suflicient effort is made to impress upon the members of
the members of the Senate and House the vital importance of the matter and

the wishes of their constituents with regard to it.

The Commercial Gazette, Marelh Bith, 18384,

Inventors’ Convention.
Closingo Proceedings at Music Riall Yesiterday Fornimg.

The third and 1asc se3s<ion of the Convention of Inventors was called to order
vesterday morning af  'clock, by I’resident Zerbe, in Dexter Heall.

The following resolu.on was adopted :

‘““ Resolved, That J. S. Zerbe, J. J. Geghan and W, J. M. Gordon he, and here-
by are appointed a committee to audit all accounts and expenditures of this con-
vention and make due and full report of all receipts and payments in the pub
lished report of the proceedings. |

‘“ Whereas, We have read with great pleasure and profit the very able letter
addressed to this convention by Hon, Benjamin Bufterworth, Commissioner of
Patents, touching the public impoitance of patent intercsts and the needs of the
Patent Office, which letter manifests an intimate knowledge and a hearty sympa-
thy in the whole matter, and is moreover a guarantee that he is determined to do
his utmost in his official capacity to promote our best interests ; therefore,

‘““Resolved, That we hereby express our hearty thanks to Commissioner Butter
worth for his said letter.

‘“ Resolved, That our chairman be directed to telegraph to him at once the pur-
port of the above, and also to transmit to him in writing a full copy,”

The following resolution was laid nn the table :

““Whereas, The obvious tendency of modern judicial construction of the pa-
tent laws is to hold the inventor responsible for any and all defects or omissions
it his patent when granted, and practically to cut off the heretofore recoznized
right of curing such defects by a reissue of the patent; and,

““ Whereas, The services of un attorney in the preparation of patent applica-
tions and their prosecuticn through the Patent Office are obviously essential, and
for their due performance require not only the highest degree of integrity, but
bothlegal and scientific skill, therefore, be it

‘““Resolved, By this asseriation, that the Congress of the United States be
urged to pass aguitable ! woviding that no person shall be allowed to practise
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as attornuy before the U. 3. Patent Oflice until he shall Lave produced and de-
posited therein with the Commissioner of Patents suitable evidence of his ad-
mission to the bar of the United States Courts upon due evidence of integrity
and competency, and shail have passed a satisfactory examination as to his gen-
eral legnl and scientific knowledge and familiarity with the rules of practice of
the Patent Office, before a board of e¢xaminers to be presided over by the Coms-
- missioner of Patents, and received from such board a certificate of license author-
izing such practices.”

The following resolution, offered by Mr. John IFehrenbatch, met with unani-
Tous approval:

‘“ Resolved, That the President of this association be, and is hereby directed to
itsue a circular to be sent to inventors and all others interested in the protection
of the rights of inveuntors, asking fer voluntary contiributions, to be applied to
the payment of the expenses of this convention, and to the payment of of such
other expenses ag may necessarily be incurred in defeating obnoxious legislation
detrimental to the patent interests.”

The following additional ofticers of the association were elected :

C. M, Travis, Crawfordsville, Ind., Secretary.

John Fehrenbatch, Cincinnati, Assistant Secretory.

{. P. Lesher, Lansing, Mich., I'reasurer,

J. J. Geghan, Cincinnati, Librarian.

The following Vice-Presidents were elected: ! M. Garland, of Bay City, Mich.;
Josiah RKirby, Cincinnatl, O.; J. 8. Johnson, Mexico, Missouri; James T, Don-
rine, Chicago, Ill.; L. C. Huber; Huber, Ky.; J. J. Johnson, Pittsbhurs, Ps.;
K. D. Davis, Cole City, Ga.; John Burleigh, Lawrence, Mass. ; J. E. Baker, Mad-
ison, Wis.; C. P. Jacobs, Indianapolis, Ind.; Hon. Fred. Atwood, Winterport,
Me.; Ildward Barrath, Brooklyn, N. Y.; Al A. Yeager, Knoxville, Tenn.; W.
C. Dodge, Washington, District of Columbia; Wm. A. Harris, Providence,
R. 1.; I'rederic Frieg, Shenandoah, Towa; Irving M. Scott, San Francisco, Cal.;
Mr. Knapp, Portland, Oregon; C. A. Campbell, Miss.; E. V. Caldwell, Hoop-
ersville, Ala.; C. FF, Hyde, Ottawa, Kan.; Geo. R. Fiatt, Louisiana; Hon. Clin-
ton B. Davis, Higganum, Conn.; C. A. Barvoics, Bennington, Vt.; A. J. Mar-
berry, Cabot, Ark.

The Committee on Publicatian was appointed as follows: Dr. N. N. Horton;
of Missouri, Chairman; Hon. Josiah Kirby, J. J. Johnson, Pa.; J. 8. Zerbe, A. J.
Nellis, C. M. Travis, John Fehrenbatch, C, P, Lesher, J. J. Geghan.

The appoiniment of the Committee on Arrangemements forthe next conven-
tion was left to the President, the names to be suggested by the Vice-President,
of New York.

Mainly owing to the diplomacy and exertions of the Hon, J. J. Geghan,
Buffalo was selected asg the next place for the annual convention, which takes
place the second Tuesday in January, 1885.

The thanks of the Convention were expressed to ex-Senator Thos. Norwood,
of Georgia, for his able argument before the Committee on Patents, in Washing-
ton, to the press for their report of the proceedings, and to the secretaries of the
convention for their excellent worlk. @

Amongst the prominent inventors present is D. J. Hauss, electrician of the
American Urion Electric Company, of this city.
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Thoe Globe, Springfield, Obio, Maveh 23, 1884..

Girenuous Remonstrnuees Against its Passage-—The Patent
Laws Goed Enough as They Avre.

“WASKINGTON, Hlarch 27th,—Thefeelingagainst any change in the present patent
Iaws appears to be universal.  Petitions are coming in daily from all parts of the
country protesting against the passage of the bllls which have been introduced in
the present Congress to provide for limiting the duration of the Iifetime of a pat-
ent, reguiating the patent cases, ¢te. It is a notable fact that almost all 1hc pe-
titions which have been presented thus fav have been in the Senate. 1t weuld
seem from this fact that the people have more confidence in, and & higher appre-
ciation of, the conservatism, andliberal mindedness of thehigher branch of the
National Legislature than they have of thebody which is supposed to represent
the people.  Springfield has the honor of being the fivst city from which protests
againgt the proposed enactment$ of laws changing the present patent system hava
come. The first remonstrance of this nature came irom Mr. Frank W. Books-
walter, and was in the nature of a letter to Senator Pendleton, in which the writer
says that, from an experience »f over thirty years in manufacturing, he considers
the present system as ‘‘ mutually beneficial to inventor, both large an small manu-
facturer, and consumer, and that the proposed changes in the patent laws would
be apn injustice, and would have the effect of putting an end to all eflorts at im-
provement or invention.” The letter of Messrs. Evans & Foos appeals to Senator
Pendleton and enters an earnest protest on behalf of the inventors of the country
against ‘“the attempt to jeopardize the interests of more than two million citizens
of our land, who have uscatheir best energies to bring us {0 our present advance-
ment in {he mechanical arts and industries,” The bills to the passage of which
~ Messrs. iovans & Foos objeet are House bill No. 8925, which passed the House
January 21st, and which provides that in any suit brought for alleged use or in-
fringement of any patented article, where it shall appear that the defendant in
such suit purchased the article in good fnith for his own personal use from a per-
son engaged in the open sale of such article, and did not hold the article for sale
or to be used for any manufacturing purpose, if the plaintiff shall not recover the
sum of twenty dollars or over he shall recover no costs, unlessit shall appear
that the. defendant atl the time he purchased the article knew of the existence of
such patent. It also requiresthat in all suits brought against a defendant other
than a manufacturer or seller of such patent article, the plaintiff shall give a bond
that he will pay all costs and attorney’s fees that may be adjudged against him,
House bill No. 8934, which passed the House January 22d, and provides that nc
damages shail be recovered from any defendant for infringement of a patent,
when it shall appear that he was o mere user for his own benefit, but provides
that he shall be liable for damages if he continue to use the article after he has
been notified that the article was subject to such patent, and provides further that
the law shall not apply to machinery held for sale or to be used for any manu~
Tacturing process whatever; and House bill 3617 which was reported adversely
from the House Committce on Palents, and provides that the duration of the life-
time of & patent shall be five years instead of seventeen as at present,

There is very little probability of this last bill passing either House or Senate.

Messrs. C. R. Offield, C. R. Vandercook and H. Harrison, representing the in-
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venans ond menafecturers of Chicago, have also petitioned against the passage
through the Zenate of House Rill No. 8925.
Some very curious petitions have been received in reference to these billa, One

is especially worthy of notice, and I give it verbatim.
Davras, Texas, March the 19, 1884.7
. To the Sentors and Hose of representatives it is Strangze to think the Men Who

We Send to Washingtou to Represent us are {rying to Brake Down the pattent
office and give the inventer no protection of his patent had it not Bin at this timon
it would have been an ignorance as it was hundreds of yeurs Ago. Such laws as
you are trying to pass Will he a Dead Stroke to the united States IThope you Will
consider the maiter and See your Error and let the pattent law Remain as it Was,
very Respeeifully yours,
J. C. CoAaMsERs,
Dallas Texas.

Another comes from Chicagzo, is written on & half sheet of note paper, and is as
follows:

¢« Against any bill interfering with the patentlaws Iprotest. ¢ St. Farnoski.”

The Senate Commmittee on Patents to which these petitions have been referred
will, no doubt, give them careful consideration, and in considering the bills be-
fore them will look to the interest of both the inventor and the publie.

—y

The Comuinorcial Bulletin, Boston, arch 29th, 1884

The Attaclks oz the Pateunt System.

'The present attacks upon the patent system of the United States is conducted
with the mingled frankness and finesse which might be expected from so curious
a combination as the grangers and the rauilroads. In fact, the grangers are act-
ing as cats’-paws for their former enemies, and the adroitness of the Jatter it seen
in the fact that the atiack was begun by the introduction of bilis apparently de-
signed for the remedy of acknowledged abuses. There are now about twenty
bills before Congress aimed at the patent system, and some have already passed
the House. Without stopping at this time to inquire what remedial legislation
in regard to patents is required, it may be emphatically said that no elierations at
all would be far preferable to the changes which have been proposed. House
bill 8617, introduced by Mr. Anderson, of Kansas, reduces the lifetime of a
patent from seventeen years to five years, and though it has not yet been passed,
no member of the House has ventured to say a word in protest or speak in favor
of inventor3 or the present patent system.

'We have examined the Congressional Records to see how much of a discussion
occurred upon the bills already passed, and have found a specimen in that of
House bill 8925, which was voted January 21, by a heavy majority. 'The osten-
sible object of this legislation was to gusrd manufacturers from the expense of
defending unwarranted suits for royzalties upon articles improperly or fraudu-
lently claimed to be patented. But the real effect of the bill is to deprive an ia-
ventor of the benefit of his patent after he has been encouraged to reveal hig
invention under the belief [that the government would protect him in its enjoy-
ment, The day upon which this bill was passed had been & very busy one in the
House. The Greely Relief bill had been argued; it was also the day of M,
Boutelle’s maiden speech upon the Fitz-John Porter bill; and then a protracted
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diseussion ".ad occurred upon a proposed gct in regard to the forfeiture of public
lands, in which great quantities of statistics were introduced and the yeas and
nays were finally taken,

Upon this land question BIr. Iolman (Dem.) had moved to suspend the rules;
and after the discussion, his motion was carried and his resolution adopted. IMr,
Pownshend (Dem.) then moved that the House adjourn, upon which Afr. Calkins
(Rep.) rose and said:  *“ Tt is hardly fair not to hear from this side after 2 motion
to suspend has been made upon the other.” The tired House, however, was €is-
posed to adjourn until Mr. Calkins added: ‘It is only a little patent bill T ask
to have passed. Tt will not take five minutes.” 7The remainder of the proceed-

ings incident .0 the passage of thelbill was as follows :

Mr, Gibson.—I hope the gentleman from Iliinois [Townshend] will withdiaw

tiie motion te adjourn,
Br. Townshend.—I am willing to do so if that 1s the wish of the gentlemca.

Mr. Cox, of New York.-—Turn about is fair play.
Mr. Townshend.—1 withdraw the motion to adjourn,
M, Calkins.—I move to suspend the rulos and pass the bill I send to the clerk’s

desk.
I'The clerk then read the bill.]

The Speaker.—Is 2 second demanded ?

No second was demanded.
The rules were suspended (two-thirds voting in favor thercof) and the bill (H.

R. 8025) to vegulate practis? in patent suits, was passed,

Those who belicve that Congress fails to treat the business interests of the
country intclligently will point to this legislation as proof of their theory. But
the climax was reached in the Senate when Mr. Voorhees of Indiana, introduced

the following:

S. 1058, D¢ 7l enacted, cle., That it shall be a valid defence to any action for an
infringement of any patent, ur any suit or procecding to enjoln any person from
the use of a patented article, that the defendant therein, or his assignor, pur-
chaged the patented article for use or consumption, and not for sale or exchange,
in good faith and in the usual course of trade, without notice that the same wes
covered by a patent, or without notice that the seller had no right to sell such
article; and in all such cases notice received after,such purchase shall not have
the efcect to impair in any way the right of such purchaser as absolute owner,

If Mr. Vorrhees’ bill passes, inventors will have but liitle protection under our
patent laws. If Mr. Anderson’s bill passes, all new patents become free at the
end of five years; and it is & well-known fuct that a vast majority of inventors
fail to derive any benefit from their patents during the first five years, being
occupied in seeking the aid of capital to develope and utilize their inventions or
in dghting in the courts an army of infringera.

The sattention of Massachusetts Senators and Representatives in Congress
should be urgenily called to this subjeet.

-
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Scientific Ameviean, Wiay, 29th, 1884,

P TR e =1 .

To the Priends of viae Patent Lavys.

7o the Iiditor of the Scientific American :

The series of articles published by you within the lazt few weeks in regard to the
numerous bills atfecting the rights of patentees and inventors, introduced during
the present session of Congress, and which, under the guise of protecting inno-
cent purchasers and the public generally, aim to undermine the very foundation
of our patent laws, I have read with a great deal of interest, and um glud you are
riving this mat'cr the attention it deserves.

As a general thing, the patent laws are regarded by those not directly interested
in them, as a dr~ and unimportant subject. It is not surprising, therefore, that
such bills as these recently passed by the House (H. R. 3,925 and H. R. 3,934)
should have met with such littleoppositionin that body. It would be unfair to say
thal our rep cssntatives in Congress are not gware of the importance of our
patent laws as & whole; they fully understand the value and importance of some
of the more prominent inventions of the present day with which they come in
contact, such as tiie railway, steamboat, telegraph, telephoue, electric light, ete.,
and recognize the fact that it would be disadvantageous to the best interests of
thic country to repeal the law to which wicy owe their existence.  The trouble is
.that the bilis in question are so framed as to make them appear to be in the
interest of the general publie, for the purpose of curing certain real or imaginary
defects in the present system, and it is to this feature of the bills that their pas-
sage may be attributed.

Had the members who voted for the bills known their real import, it is doubtful
if tl1¢ bills would have passed the House even with the endorsement of the Patemy
Committee. These bills have not as yei been acted upon by the Senate,and to guard
against any recurrence of the mistake made by the House, the Senators in
Congress ought to be promptly put in possession of facts which will enable them
to see the dangerous ground they are treading; and it is to the interest of every
patentec or owner of patent rights to see that this is done.

That therc are evils of the nature complained of connected with our present
patent system is not denied, but it does not follow that the entire system should
be condemned for this resson. It is about time that inventors should stand up
for their rights and meet their opponents, whoever they rnay be, upon an equal
footing. Thus far nearly all the bills introduced lately have been against the
inventor. Why cannot the inventors of the country unite to protect their
intcrests, and, if necessary, introduce bills to accomplish that end ? Just at the
present time it might be advisable to frame a suitable bill which may be intro-
duced into the next Congress, which shall do away with the objections
urged by the promoters of the obnoxious bills before referred to, and at the same
timo protect the inventor and patentee, Until this is done, the opponents of our
patent laws will continue introducing bille of the character described, to the
imminent peril of overthrowing what is probably the most valuable provision of
our Constitution. BErias . Rius,

Baltimore, Md., March 13, 1884,
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Scientific American, March 29th, 1884,

Destructive Legislation.

The destructive tendency of much of the legislation of this country is forcibly
illustrated by a recent bill which has been introduced into the House of Repre-
sentatives, to reduce the lifetime of patents from ceventeen years to five vears,
This bill strikes o blow at the very life of our civilization, Americans have sig-
nalized themselves in the world of thought in many ways, but in nothing, per-
haps, more than in invention. So much encouragement has becn given to in-
ventors, by allowing them to reap, to & certain extent, the {ruits of their Inbors,
that the inventive powers of men liave never before been so active or productive
in the history of the world. Inventors madethe very discovery of this continent
possible; enabled men to subdue and zettle it rapidly in its reinotest parts; ad-
vanced our modern civilization to o degree of perfection never before attained;
increased the powers of men and multiplied the gpplication of skilled labor in
every department of industry, and made every man in this country richer and
wiger, more cemiortable and happy. 1t is not possible for a2 man to live in thig
couniry without enjoying in multiplicd forms the bhenefits conferred upon him
by inventors., The benefits of invention are as diffusive as the sunlight, as free
as the air we breathe, and as pervasive as the heat that steals into our homes and
makes them comfortable, Invention has improved our houses, our clothing,
our furniture, our vehicles, our machines, our tools, our instruments, our imple-
ments, our apparatug, in fact, cverything we possess.

No man can sit, or walk, orride, or eat, or drink, or sleep, or work, or write,
or Yish, or hurt, or fight, or legislate without doing it at an immeasurable advan-
tage, compared to one doing the same thing fifty years ago.  Aside from Christi-
anity itself, nothing has done so much for this country in all its highest and best
interests as invention. To strike down invention is to suspend vregress in
American science and arts, to arrest advancement in our manufacturing interests,
to deal a death-blow to the development of the mechanical powers, and to pre-
vent any further improvement in agriculture, Invention has takenthe drudgery
out of farming, and made it a pleasant cmployment. Invention tends powerfully
to make every farmer in the West independent, comfortable, and happy. In-
vention brings to the most distant farmer, on our otherwise lonely an almost
uninhabitable prairies, the rich blessings of our modern civilization. most
distant farmer is put within easy reach of centers of population, read: morn-
g paper, struck off by modern presses, hears the most important news flashed
from all parts of the world, and enjoys life almost as well as if he lived in the
very suburbs of some metropolis,

The mechanic finds every tool and machine which he uses improved by invent-
ors, which saves him an immense outlay of muscle. The very eapitol building,
in which Congressmen sit and strike down invention, is indebted to inventors in
multiplied ways for its comfort and elegance. The pens, paper, ink, inkstends,
paper folders, stamps, desks, chairs, books, the maps and charts, everything, in
fact, which Congressmen use, has been invented or improved by inventors,
Invention suves them long and toilsome journeys across the country on foot or
on horseback, to and from their homes, during wbich they would surely earn
their mileage, |
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Scventeen years without reacwal for the life of o patent is not a moment too long.
Tie best thoughts of a lifetime are often given to an invention, and o fortune put
into it. 'The invention is studied on ail sides, gpecial courses of study bearing
on it ave som:.. imes pursued, long and costly experiments made, the inventive
moods are cavefully watched, until at some rare and happy moment the invent-
ive thoucht tlashes like a ray of Iight across thg mind. Nothipg i3 more divine
in this world, or more preeious to mankind in gll that makes life desirable, tlian
the rare flashes of thought of inventive genius,

Then, when the invention is once made, it has to run the ganntlet of the Patent
Office, where it has often been anticipated by some other invention, oy for some
other cause fails,  When the patent 18 issued, the work 1s only half done.  la-
ventors often involve their whole means in manufacturing and putting their in-
ventions on the market.  And some of the very best inveuntions, like the firsu
anthracite coal eavried to Philadelphia, which no one would buy, take some
yeavs before they begin to sell to any extent.

"The great majority of the quarter of a million of patents talken out in this
country have never produced anything for snventors, but have oaly been a source
of loss of time, cffort und money. Bome putents have become lucrative, and
rarely an inventor, or more probably a purchaser, has made a notable fortune.
But every invention which has enriched an inventor has made the world a thous-
and times richer, more comfortable and happy. To cut down the life of a
patent to five years would be to inveution like trying to make a horse plow with
his backbone taken out.  And yet inventors ¢cannot expect much encouragenient
from any legislators who never invent anything, unless it is mischief.

Buat this world cannot do too much for a man who, by his inventive genius,
enables it to flash thought around the earth, or drive steam carriages across the
continent, or make a ship walk the water *‘like a thing of life,” or to render the
most excruciating surgical operations painless.

Onr world, in a word, is indebted to invention for almost all its comforts and
luxuries.  The air is clearer, the water purer, the soil more fertile, the cattle fat-
ter, the horses stronger, the sheep and goats have finer flecces, the grains are more
productive, the fruits better, our hromes more comfortable and cheery, our cloth-
ing warmer, our vehicles safer, our books aud papers more numerous and valu-
able, and our wives and children are more healthy and happy on account of the
inventive faculty of men,.

Under the light of Christianity, invention has furnished us the very means of
translating, publishing and circulating the Bible over the globe, Everything is
brighter and better and wiser in the whole world on account of invention, except
our legislators, who seem to have lost their wits, If they do not stop trying to
guench the lights of the age, and voting us back toward the dark ages, we {ear it
will not be long before we all, like our grandfathers, will go to millon horseback,
with the wheat in one end of the sack and a stone in the other. We would ad-
vise every legislator who votes for this bill to put on a fool’s cap, and wear
saclkeloth and ashes for thirty days, and then try to keep step in the murch of
our modern civilization.—Kansas City Centropolis,
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Scientific American, March 28th, 1864,

The Patont Bills Before Congress.

The efforts lately made by manufacturers and inventors to arrest the further
progress of the destructive Jegiclation concerning patents, have had this much
of pood effect in the Senate, namely: instead of rushing through the hills with
railroad speed, as did the House, the senators have held back; instead of precip-
itate action they have wisely given a hearing to some of those whose property
rights are endangered; still another hearing, it is believed, will be given. 'Tins
concession has been gained chiefly in consequence of criticisms of the press ynd
the receipt by senators of personal Ictters and protests from many difierent paris
cf the country.

in an emergency of this kind members of Congresg are very greatly influenced
by the appeals and information received dirvectly from individuals.

We again entreat the friends of home inaustries, editors, manufacturers, pa-
tentees, inventors—all who fuvor the progress of the useful arts and the mainte-
nance of the patent laws—to perseverce with their efforts.

We urge them to adopt all proper methods they can command; especially to
write protesting letters without delay, first to their Senators, and next to their
Representatives in the House. Fach individual should cownsider it a personal
metter, and not wait for some one else to write or act. Every letter, every tele-
gram sent, every effort made, will help, and may prove of importance.

welentific American, Farch 29th, 1884,

Items Concerning the Patent Bills.

‘The first meeting of the Senante Committee on Patents since the passage of
‘House bill 8,925 was held on Monday, March 17, at which were present, among
others, W. D. Andrews, of New York City; 8. J. Iouck, of the Champion
Works, of Snringficld, Ohio; Thos. K. Kays, celluloid manufacturer, of New-
ark, M, J.; A.J. Nellis, of Pittsburg, Pa.; Andrew Allbright, of Newark, N, J.,
4 number of other manufacturers gnd inventors, and several patent attorneys.
Ex-Senator Norwood made a stiong argument against the passage of the House
bill, first taking the broad ground that the Constitution prohibited the passage of
such a bill, and then opposing it upon the ground of public policy. Its passage,
he said, would eventually destroy four-fifths of the patents in the country.

‘“ He that asiks for equity,” continued the senator, ‘“ must do equity. He that
aslis {oir another man’s property should offer to pay its value, If he does not, he
shovld surrender the property. Wlo, of all the users of the driven well, for in-
stance, has ever ccased to use it, when asked to pay for it 2 Any one can have it
for life on payment of $10, And when it is offered for $6, many refuse to pay,
though they would not do without it for hundreds of dollars, And this is the
class who are asking Congress to compel the owners of that property o ‘duy jus-
tice, or to submit to conditions not imposed upon their fellows (themselves) as a
means of obtaining it." Aund that, says Judge Cooley, is in violation of the Con-
stitution,
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‘““'I'his bill would divide our citizens into two classes—owners of patents and
non-owpers. Then, it seys to non-owners: ‘You can have justice without
buying it;” and to patent owners : ‘ You can have justice, provided you first give
bond for $60, and take the chances of buying it or not buying it, as vou may
make proof or not of 320 damages, and as you may prove guilty knowledge by
relying on the defendant’s conscience. Then, it subdiv’ "os patent owners into
two classes, and says to one, if you have a demand for over $20 you need not pay
costs, but if your claim is under §20, you must pay your own way, that is, duy
Justice.”” '

Mr. Thos. IK. Kays then argued against the bill from an inventor’s and manu-
facturer’s standpoint, suying that be had spent $20.000 in inventing and perfect-
ing a certain invention, which had been patented, both as to the process and
manufacture, and that the proposition was now to tulke away from him the pro-
tection that was guargnteed iim by hig patents.  He showed how his invention
had benefited the community by reducing the cost of the article over one hun-
dred per cent., and giving a better avticle than was used before his invention.

He referred to other patented articles where the public benefit had been equally
as areat, and then denounced the bill as @ breach of faith between the Govern-
ment and the inventors,

Mr, Allbright also spoke as an inventor, and urged the committee to pause be-
fore they committed a great wrong in the passsge of the bill under consideration.
ile believed it was but an entering wedge, which, if passed, would be followed
by other bills, until the entire patent industry of the country would be destroved.
He urged that, instead of passing a bill of this character, they should pass one
punishing the piracy of an invention with fine and imprisonment just the same
48 the theft of a horse or a watch,

Mr. Nellis pursued the same line of arguiaent, and then Mr. findrews spoke in
reference to the scope of the bill and its injustice, and illustrated it by showing
the course adopted Dby the customs officer: of the government., If good:. e
brought to the custom house, the duties paid, and they are taken out of bond and
sold to other parties, and it is then discovered that insufficient duty has been
paid, the government will promptly proceed against the innocent purchaser. The
inventor or manufacturer is granted no more power under his patent in defending
his rights than has the government in collecting its just revenue ; but he is en-
titled to an equal protection.

Mr. Winans, of Wisconsin, said his people have been harassed by the opera-
tion of patents. When pinned down to the character of the patents that caused
the anuoyance, he admitted that they were mostly in regard to tie drive well or
barbed wire fence.

Mr. Platt, the chairman of the'Senate Committee on Patents, admitted that
Jince the passage of the bill 3,925 by the House, he had reccived two protests by
large manufacturing firms in his State.

Senator Mitchell, of Pennsylvania, also said he had received numerous tele-
- grams and letters from manufacturers in his State, protesting against the passage
of the bill, and that these protesis were such that they could ot be ignored or
lightly treated.

Other scnators and members have been seen, but who are unwilling af present
t0 be quor  many of whom are surprised at the storm that bas been raised by
the passass i House bills 8,925 and 3,934, and who are now Loginning to look



54

up statistics and #o realize how widespread an interest is the patent industry and
how closely it is interwoven with almost every other industry. Those who voted
for il ,acasures in the House do not believe that they are right but think, as one
of them expressed it, that ‘it is a sop to the people who have suffered from =uits
on arcountof the drive well and the barbed wire tence.”

clow scriously the Western farmers wd railvoad people have ‘‘suffered from
the barbed fence patents will be underttood when we state that prior to the intro-
duction of the patent the cheapest fence that ¢onid be had—boards—cost the farm-
ers one dollar & rod, against fifty cents a rod for barbed wire fencing,  Statistics
gshow that from 1874 to 1882, a period of oily 8 yearg, the railways and farmers
have saved a little over cigit hundred nillions of dollars by the use of the improved
wire fencing. Now they begrudge the patentees their slight royalty, want Con-
gress to change the patent laws and destroy all patent property.

The press of the country is doing noble service in opposing this communistic
leaislation.  We have upon our table copies of many influential papers containing
vigorous editorials upon the subject. We regret that our limited space preciudes
extensive quotation,

The whole subject is covered in & very amusing way in the following, which is
from the SpiZe, of Prophetstown, Ill.  The editor says :

The following has been handed us as a substitate for the amendment to the
patent laws latcly passed by the House of Representatives :  ““ Now, therefore,
these letters patent are to grant unfo John “Smith, his heirs or agsigns, for the
term of five ycars the exclusive right to make, use, and vend the said invention
throughout the United Stales and Territories thereof, provided that the said Johm
Smith shall send written notice to cach and all persons, throughout the United
States and Territories thereof, that might wish to manufacture the articles, that
the same is patented.  And be it further understood that the ewciusive right of
the patentee does not hold as against persons who may wish to manufacture the
gaid patented article for themselves or for their employcers, and not {or sale or
profit. Al such persons shall have equal rights to the invention with the patentee,
and the patentce must not under any circumstances harass or annoy the last-
named persouns by letters, protests or threats, under penalty of forfeiture of the
aforesaid exclusive right.”

Scientific American, Mar, £Sth, 1884,

Patent Bills Now Before Congress.

Let no onc be backward in expressing, in a decisive way to Senators, their
vicws upon these obnoxious bills.

In addition to personal writing to members, individual effort might accomplish
much by securing the passage by associgtions, societics, municipal governnents,
and State Legislatures, of resolutions appealing to Cougress notito enact these
suicidal measures,

On the 29th inst., the Chamber of Commerce of the City of Pittsburgh, Pa.,
passed resclutions protesting against the passaze of various hostile patent bills
now before Congress, and reguested Senators and Representatives to give them
cureful consideration, and endeavor to prevent legislation which will discourage
invention.



We give these resolutions elswhere,  In another colwmmnn we also pubiish a
very luteresting article from the flansas City Centropolis. This eontribution, we
Iea:*.rn, 18 from the pen of Prof. John D. Parker, the well-known leeturer on
science.,

Before this number reac : our subscribers & conveniicn of inventors and all
who are interested in the development of the usefu! orts will be in session at, -
Cincinnati. Irom their deliberatious we hope for good results,

A

The dalem Observer, March 29th, 1884,

WEe have before called attention to the wrong of not atfording greater protec-
tion to those who take out patents under tire lnws of the United States.  Many o
man has secured patents for a valuable invention, and finally lost ait the resulta
of his ingenuity and toil because he was unable to bear the expense of alegal sift
ing of his claims in court, Now, a new difficulty has arisen, several bills having
passed the national House of Representatives, one of which provides substantially
that if the inventor or owner of 2 patect shall dare to atiempt to sustain Iiis rights,
by bringing a suit against infringers, he ghall recover no costs. and shall pay to
the infringer’s lawyer a counsel fee of $50.  This bill was passed in the House of
Representatives by an enormous majority on January 21, and is now before the
Senate for concurrence, Another bill provides substantially that any personr may
use an patented article he pleases without liability, but shail become Lable after
receiving: notice that a patent exists; and may then require the patentee to give
him the use of the patent for a royalty to be named by the courts, thus robbing
the patentec in the first instance, and then depriving him of the control of his
patent. It decs not take much thought to perceive the injustice of these pro-
posed measures,—that it is robbing the inventor of the real value of his invention,
—and it is hoped that the wisdom of the Senate will prevent their becom-

ing laws,

The Evening Cail, Philadelphia, April 1st.

Communistic Legislation.

PunrLic attention has been for weeks past drawn to an apparently conceried
and eager effort in Congress to pass certain bills which aim at the impairment or
total destruction of patent rights.  No less than twenty different Dbills have been
introduced, and two have passed the House, to reduce the limits of patents or to
mpair their validity. Some of these are so utterly destructive of all rights in
patents, that wonder has been exeited as to the motive for this raid, One bill
actually makes it necessary to purchase justice where a patent is invaded, That
is, all the trouble and expense is placed on the patentee and no penalty on the in-
fractor, The cause for this strang outburst is said to be wrongs perpetrated on
Western farmers, in the matter of piped wells and barbed fences, It is alleged
that royalties have been charged where it was not supposed they would be re-
guired. As to the merits of cven these cases there are two sides; but even
if wrongs were perpetrated, it is not a good resson for the sweeping and de
structive legislotion now proposed.
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Congresg should never allow itself to be made the medium for vio’ent and de-
giructive legislation. If State Legislatures occasionally indulge in this the scope
of the evil is not so large, nor its ¢consequences so serious. But the legislation of
Congress affects ‘ae entire country, and the protection afforded to patents is not
guch as to allow greater remuneration than is generally descrv~1. Asarule,
patents that are valuable require time, labor and large expern wke them
valuable These patents have their chicf value in the term du..  .vhich they
are protected. As a rile, a portion of this term 18 lost in experiments before the
patenis are really available. To destroy this protection is an outrage.

No more direct blow can possibly be struck at our prosperity than that which
will bie given if these bills become laws, The progress of this country has been
largely promoted by patented inventions. Take away our lehor-saving machinery
and our progress would be greatly retarded. And the proteclion our patent laws
aflord inventors is what stimulates effort.  But if what @ man invents can be at
once stolen or token, and no rcdress be allowed, we at once check invention.
There is another view, A patent is property. As such 1t is as sacred as other
property. If we legislate that this property may be seized with impunity, why
not do the same with all other property ¢ Why should a man retain a cow, horse
or anyvthing else that can be stolen if he may not a patent that he has created ?
All such legislation strikes at fundamental rights. And for this reason Congress

hould beware,

There will also arise 2 question as to the eonstitutionality of the bills now pend-
ing, Many patents involve vested rights. They have been sold, or companies
organized for their development. and properties acquired under them which will
be geriously depreciated by the legislalion proposed. We cannot think that such
legislation will stand before the courts. It will also be claimed that patentsissued
under laws as they now are have the character of contracts, and that Congress
cannot pass new laws to vitiate them. These and other complieations will grow
out of the pending bills. And unless these laws apply to the patents now in force,
the motive for their enactment will be gone, The whole legislation is thus of a
character to be greatly deplored. Congress should act with becoming caution.
It is not wise to allow a temporary difficulty to be made the basis of a sweeping
law.

¥h2 Evening Call, Philadelphia, April Ist, 1884,

Attacks on the Patent System.

Editor of the Eveniny Call

TeE attempts by Western members of Congress to destroy our existing patent
gystem and thereby remove all incentive to invention and improvement is by nc
means new. In 1882 a similur effort was made, but defeated in the Senate.

Now, however, they have introduced the virus in some twenty bills, diiguised
In some cases under the very thin plea of p. 'ceting the honest, innocent former,
who 1s presumed to sit childlike and blanc at s eabin door dibursing green-
backs to a constant string of patent agents, 1+ collectors and license {rauds.
Now, my experience is that the Western G - 1s the sharpest, most wide
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awnake and most unscrupulous of ail our citizens, wants everything at hard-pan
prices, gets lower railroad rates to the sca {rom the far West, thana New York
or & Pennsylvania farmer or miller o few miles inland. Wherc are now the
valuable flour mills that formerly marked eaclh: waterfall in our Middle and
Eastern Stoi- -7 Silent and falling to decay, becanse the Western miller gets his
flour carric. .n the sea at rates with which we cannot compete. And go Mr.
Granger puts his owu figure on everything, even on patents. By bill 5,934 it is
not the patentee wiio shall fix the royalty on his own invention, but o jury se-
lected at the point where the suit for infringement may be begun—a jury of
infringers, or of men liable to become infringers at any time, These men ure to
say what they shall pay for the use of the patent—the buyer, and not the seller,
to reculate the price.  And yet this bill has passerd the House without a word,
and may become the law. Dy the same biill you can buy and use any patented
article you choose., If the patentee comes after you refeir him to the irrespon-
sible arent from wlom you bought the article. That is enough. You are all
rioht. Ile must forthwith hunt up the agent ana get it out of him if he can!
But hold on. Before hie sues the agent (bill 3,923) hie must give bonds for costs
and put up with the court $30 as fee for the infringer’s counsel (surely 11 was a
lawyer who framed this bill), and then, having got into c¢ourt at last, he losses
all and is liable for all costs, unless the jury give him over $20 damages, This
is more than the royalty on—and, of course, excludes—nearly every patented
article in ordinary use. Who would attempt to recoves inder such a law ? Bet-
ter to come right out like Andrews of IKansasin Hou S17—cut down the
life of a patent from 17 to § years at once and shut up . . i’atent Office; or,
like Voorhees of Indiana (Senate bill 1,558), open all patents to the public (see
Seientific American, dlarch 29, pages 192, 197, 200, etc.)

'These bills, however, are only clouds raised under shadow of which to pass the
real bills, 8,925 ana 3,934—to blind the public as the giant squid, when attacked
by the sperm whale, belches forth a cloud of ink under which to execute a rapid
change of base. No onc can question for a moment the great injury of such
legislation to all mechanical ente  ises,  Who would dare to divulge an inven-
tion or obtain a patent over which he would Zave no control! Who would build
an expensive plant to work an invention, however valuable, when any workmean
could steu! the secret and set up in opposition with impunity ¢ What could not
be secretly done in cellars or disghnised from prying patent thicves would be utterly
lost to the world.

Some quarter of a million patents have been granted by the United States so
far. About nine-tenths of all goods manufactured are under patents; their
valites arc two and onc. half times as great as the value of all agricultural pro-
ducts. And this gigantic intcrest must be destroyed, and the country set back
centuries, beeause the Western granger wants the privilege of stealing the poor
inventor’s brains and robbing the mant . cturer’s pocket. IHe wants to es-
cape paying a few cents a rod to the wire tence patentees, oy 35 to the drive-well
people, although by the first he has saved 50 per cent. on the cost of his fence,
and on the sccond 75 per cent. on the cost of his well ; but this is not enough for
the horny-handed ; he wants all, every time. Now I learn that the wire-fence
people have never sued a farmer for infringement, though the farmers have saved
probably fifty millions a year in the cost of fences, and the drive-well owncers
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have not got baclk their outlay for the patent, though they have saved large sums

to over & million who are using their well>  Out of the guarter of a million
patents how few inventors have made ¢ - Has one man in a thousand?
Has one in ten thousand? Ifrom 18C0 to - national wealth has increased
twenty-seven billions and the patents hav. ased from 20,641 to 228,210, a
direct ratio resultant from our progressin t.  :ld o0 wvention. Can we afford

to check in the least the onward flow of Ingenulty and enierprise?
Talke the Bessemer steel rail industry. In 1867 wve.o produced 2,277 tons of
rails at £14¢ »ovrton; in 1883 were produced 1,148,%0% tong of rails at £3%7.75; or

in sixteer by the Bessemer patents and proeesses we have increased the
yield of (40,000 tons and decreased the price $128.25 per tonl—making a
gaving { ilroad for rails purchased during the period of over $770,000,000.
Now thi - steel rails alone; add to tlus the valie of these rails to the country

when in the road bed; add the wages paid to the workmen, to the ore miner, to
the coal miner, to all connected with the industry, the greater speed atiainable,
the gireater safty to the public, where g steel rail is made and sold actually lower
than an ivon rail euan he produced—all this by the Dessemer patents.  If vou attack
one patent you attack all; the entire system must rise and fall togeilior, There are
abuses in the patent lnws, but they are as against the patentee, not the infringer.
Too many patents are granted for absurd and trivial claims.  Many are almost
identical and only caleulated to involve their owners in law.

Oniy manifestly novel and valuable ideas should be accepted, and once
granted the Patent Office should gusrontee the patentee against infringers by an
cspecial court, established for the pu. .se in each State, to which all patent ques-
tions should be referred. The Pateat Office fees siiould be raised, if necessary,
and patents rendered respectable. This patent legislation is a delieate matter, and
will not bear rongh handling. There are too many deserving laborers in the field
of tnvention, men who have devoted lives and fortunes to ideas destired some

day to work wonders.

‘“’Neath the stone that waits the turning
Of some mortal hand to sicht
Fiery atoms may be burning
That would fill the world with light.”

If our legislators are spoiling for a fight, there are several little contracts nne
for them, Theve is the rum question, the opium question, the social evil question,
the revenue question, the tariff question, stock gambling, corners in breadstuils,
railroad land bounty frauds, Postoffice and Indian Burean frauds, public building
peculations, etc. Al would bear watching, to say nothing of the new and not yet
patented systems of legalizing murder, as exemplified by the Iate Pennsylvania and
Clncinnati trials, Here is a fair field. They can tear around and hurt nothing,
but when it comes to digging about the foundations of the temple of our national
prosperity, industry and invention, you want & workman who is perfectly sober

and who knows what is to be done and how to do it.
VERITAS.
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The Congressional Record, Washington, | %, Apzil 9,
1884,

Brief Extracs from the able and ologuemnt
Speeckh of Hom. Orville FH., Platt, of Connecs
ticnt, i e Semate of the TWnited Staics,
Ionday, Maorech 23ist, 1882,

T e —

On the bill (8, 1924 providing fox the organization of the Patent Office into an independent depart-
ment, and for giving it the exclusive control of the building known as the Patent Oftice und of
tire Yund pertaning to that ofiice,

The growth of our patent system, its vast importance, ils intimate connection
with and direct influence upon the p -+ 1ty of the country demand that it shall
receive a degree of attention swhich it cannot and will not receive while it remains
a merely subordinate hurean of the Interior Department.

The patent system has its foundation in the Constitution of the United States.
In the grant of enumerated powers, article 1, section 8, and paragraph 8, we find
this power granted by Congress:

To promote the progress of reience and usefnl urts by securing for limited times to authors and
inventors the e¢xchusive rirht to their respective wiitisres and discoveries,

When the fathers wrote that clause into the Constitution of the United States
they builded better than they knew, Tlhey knew indeed that the prosperity of
every nation must depend largely upon the progress of the useful arts, They
knew that if this country was to attain the glory and the power which Jhey hoped
for it, it must he along the road of invention; but they could not, the wildest
dreawmer, the stafesman with the most vivid imagination could never have
dreamed, could never have imagined the blessings, the beneficial results which
should flow and have flowed from the exercise of the power thus granted to Con-
gress.  The foundation which they then Iaid of our progress, our welfare, our
strength, and our glory were granite, and wehave builded wisely upon them; but
i think that we iy do much to improve the temple which has been raised.

I wic™ ¥ knew the anthor of that clause in the Constitution. I Love sought dili-
gen he records of those daysthiat I might discover who he was, It was not in
t1: sinal draft of the Constitution presented by Mr, Pickney to the convention
oni -.«ay 29, 1787, In that draft, immediately after the power given to Congress to
establish post-roads, was the power to establisli a national university at Washing-
ton; but when the Constitution came finally to bhe adopted the power to establish
o national university at Washington had disappearcd from the original draft or
plan presented by Mr. IPickney, and the present clause granting Congress the
power fo promote the progress of the useful arts seems to have taken its place.

Mr. PresipexT: To my mind the passage of the Act of 1836 creating the
Patent Office, marks the most important epoch in the history of our development.
I think the most imporiant event in the history of our Government from its Con-
stitution up to thetime of the rebellion. he cestablishment of the Patent Office
marked the commencement of the marvelous development of the resources of
the country, which is the admiration and wonder of the world, a development
which challenges ol history for a parallel; and it is not too much to say that this
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naexampled progress has been not only dependant upon, but has been “oincident
with the growth aud development of the patent system of this country, Words
fail in attempting fo portray the advancement of this country for the iest fifty
vears. We have had fifty years of progress, dfty years of inventions applied to
the every day wants of life, fifty years of patent encouragement, and fifty years
of a development in wealth, resources, grandeur, culture, power, which is little
short of miraculous. Population, production, businegs, wealth, comfort, culture,
power, grandeur, these have all kept step with the expansion of the inventive
- genius of this country; and this progress has been made possible culy by the in-

ventions of 1ts citizens.

No purcly agricultural, pastoral people ever achieved any high standing among
the nations of the earth. It is only when the brain evolves and the cunning
hend fashions Iabor-saving machines that & natica begins to throb with new
cnergy and life and expands with a new growtk. It is only when thought wrings
from nature her untold secret resources that solid weslth and strength are acecu~
mulated by a people. Especiully is this true in & republic. Under arbitrary
forms of government kings may oppress the laborer, kings may conquer other
nations, they may extort from, oppress and degrade the men who till the soil,
and they may thus acquirg wealth; but in a republic it is only when a citizen
conquers nature, extorts her resources, and appropriates her riches, that you find
real wealth and power.

We witness ovv devel “pinent, we are proud of our success; we congratulate our-
selves, we felicitat= ourselves on all that wo enjoy; but we scarcely ever stop to
think of the cause of all this prosperity and enjoyment. Indeed. this prosperity
‘bas become s0 common that we expect it. Many men forget to what they owe
it; many men, I am sorry to say, in these recent years deny the cause of it all,
The truth is, we live in this atmosphere of invention; it surrounds us as does the
light and the air; like light and air it is one of our greatest blessings; and yet we
pass it by without thought, Some say that the cause of all this wealth, of all this
influence in the world, springa from other sources; some say it is the result of our
free institutions, of our Cluistian civilization, of our habits of industry, of our
respect for law, of the vastness of our natural resources, but I say inventive
skillis the primal cause of all this progress and growth. I say the policy which
found expression in the Constitution of the United States when this clause was
enacted giving Congress power ‘‘to promote the progress of science and useful
arts by securing for limited times to authors and inventors the exclusive right to-
their respeative writings and discoveries” has been the policy that has built up
this fair fabiic,

Concede all you claim: free institutions, Christian civilization, industrious
habits; grant respect for law; acknowledge all our vast natural resources ; and then
deduct patents and patented inventions from the causes which have led to this
development, and you have subtracted from material, yes, from moral, pros
perity nearly all that is worth enjoying. Subtract invention from the cayses
which have Ied to our growth and our grandeur and you remit us, you remii our
people, to the condition of the people of Italy, of Switzerland, of Russia. If
““knowledge is power,” invention is prosperity. |

Let us turn & moment from the present and take one rapid glance at the
past. Cousider the country as it was fifty years ago. The cotton gin, the



: , 91

steambont, the reilroad, the power-loom, the printing-press, wore indeed in em-
bryo, but their development was partial and their use oxtremely limited. It
wasgtill the age of homespun; it was still the age of hand lIabor. Brain had not,
BO far as production was concerned, superseded muscle., ‘We had then 208 Btates.
When the commencement of our present patent system really began, there were
20 Btates in the Union, 'Twelve new ones and eight Territories added since ave,
in my jndgment, g tribute to the inventive genius of this country and to the per
fection of its patent system. ‘There are at least ten Senators occupying seats on
the floor of the Senate to-day who would a0t be here but for the patent system of
the United States.

Our conception of history in those daye was only that of war and diplomacy.
Industrial development formed no part of the history of a country in the estim-
ation of statesmen and publicists.

Let me allude tomy own State, 1 am not a very old man, but reccllection car-
ries me back fifty years, when there was no railroad, nc coasl uszed, no steam
power used; no woolen factories except of the rudest sort; no telegraph in Con-
necticut. Possibly there were cne hundred tons of coal consumed in the State
snnusally. It is possible that there was the rude beginning of a manufacturing
establirament in which steam wagy the motive power; but practically there were
noue cf these improvements in Connecticut. The peopie were rural and agricul-
tural; a few shops, water furnishing thie motive power, were scaticxed up and
down the strcams of the State; but almost the entire population were engaged in
agriculture, It was a time when the handbrake and the hetchel prepared the fiax
which was raised within her borders, when hand-spinping and the havd-loom
prepared it for use, My mind goes back and takes in the days of my early boy-
hood, when wool was carded by hand, when it was spun and woven by the
mothers and the daughters, when it was then taken to the fulling-mill, and then
came the tailoress and in the household cut and made the cloth into gavrments
for the usge of the family, It was the day of the village shoemaker, the day of
the grist-mill, the day of the stage-coach, the day of the pillion. There was no
carpet; no piano; few books; hand-sewing only; hand-knitting; the tallow candle;
the unwarmed, unlighted church; the school-house with its hard, rough
benches; and the slow post-route, the mall once a week; & weekly paper only. It
was e week’s journcy from Connecticut to Washington: six week’s journey from
Connecticut to Ohio. Five thousund dollarsin those days was s competence and
ten thousand doliars was a fortune, 'What has accomplished all the transforma-
tion which we witness as we compsare the condition of the country fifty yeavs ago
with its condition at the present day?

kinsiat, Mr. President, that it is traceable directly toinvention. 'The railroad,
the child of patented inventions, the production of cotton, silk, broadcloth, snd
. linen, isQue absolutely and entirely to the perfection of machinery for their
manufacture. The daily press, the teeming books, are part of our civilization.
They are all dependent upon patented inventions. 'The carpet, the piano, and
the carriage conduee to our comfort and our convenience, and they also are
children of patents. Xvery comfort which we have, every convenience which
we enjoy, every element of wealth which we acquire, has its root and develop-
ment in the patent system of this country., 'They are bomm of putents, and they
live only by permission of patents.
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New York World, April 3d, 1884,

Patent Right Swindling.

To the Hdilor of the World :

AT every sesgion of Congress for the past seven or eight years there have been
presented mapy new bills purporting to be for the protection of ‘“ innocent pur-
chasers” of patented articles from unauthorized sellers. The practical effect of
such o hill (House bill 38,925), which is now before the Senate, is to protect the
““innocent *’ purchaser, and algo to ruin the still raore innocent patentee. The
evil sought to be remedied is due to the rascally conduct of persons who sell
patented articles under tle false represcntation that there Is not any unexpired
patent covering the article soid. The true remedy is not to molest the rights of
the patentee as they have existed for ninety-four ycears, but to pass an act making
it « misdemeanor, punishable by fine and imprisonmeut, for any perscn to seil
patented articles under the false representation that they are not patented. There
is no such act. Punish such misdemeansgnts, and you will protect innocent users

and not harm inventors, Yours,

J. C. CLayToN,
Now York, April 2, 1884.

Scientific American, April 5, 1884.

Resolutions of the Erie, Pa., Board of T'rade.

A umEETING of manufacturers snd inventors to fake action npon bills pending
in Congress which, if enacted, wiil affect the existing patent laws, was held on
Friday evening, March 21st, the Board of Trade Rooms. President Adams,
after briefly stating the object of the meeting, called upon J. W, Wetmnore, Esqg.,
cheirman of the committee appointed Thursday night to draught resolutions ex-
pressing the sentiment of Erie people concerned in changes of patent laws, Mr
‘Wetmore read the following :

Resolved, That we look with alurm at such legislation as is proposed in Congress
by House bills Nos. 8,925, 3,984, 8,617, and Senate bill 1,658, relating to patents
for inventions, and we, therefore, petition the Senate and House of Representa-
tives not to enac? those hills into laws. We believe them to be the embodiment
of temporary prejudices, not the result of fair consideration of the constitutional
provision «n the subject and the true interests of the country. We do not ask
for any favoritism in the legislation by Congress. The titles of the entire landed
properiy of the United States and Territories are founded on discovery, Laws
have been and are constantly being enacted to make such titles nerpetual. The
discoveries of inventors received no such favors even from the wise ststesmen
who adopted the beneficent policy in the Constitution. The title of the author _
of any book had three times the length of the term of the letters patent. With
this early discrimination against inventors they still were stimulated to exextion,
rot with profit to themselves in the vast majority of cases, but with unbounded
advantage to progrsss in manufacturing, transportation, and agriculture, and all
the other elements of our wonderful materiul prosperity. Their rights as sccured
are not monopolies in the offensive sense of the term. They have less monogpoly
than the owners of other kinds of property have secured to them by law.
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The inventors have richly returned campensnﬁon for the limited protection
received, and the disposition 1o -lessen that protection or take it away is anm
agrarian device beld out to flatter people with false hopes of improving their
rights and property by destroying these of others., New and wnususl laws,
speciaily tending te impair the rights and titles of inventors and manufacturers
holding patents and to paralyze the motives to improvement by annulling the
patent laws, are but the beginning of a crusade against all rights of property.

We therefore petition the Houses of Congress, that after defeating those atiacks
on the policy of the Constitution, they Increase the scope and efficiency of the
patent laws, while placing proper gusrds against thoir abuse.

Resolved, That copies of these resniutions be sent to the Pennsylvania members
of the House and Senate in Congress. .

Professor Thomson, when the president called for remarks on the resolutions
Mr. Wetmore sybmitted, urged tie necessity of making a decided protest at
‘Washington. “‘If the bills become laws,” said he, ‘1 as well az others will be
injured ; I would not give a whistle for all the patents that can be obtained or all
now owned. The proposed patent law changes authorize the stealing of the
results of brain work. They are as bad as if a law were to be made prohibiting
a man who worked ten years to pay for & farm from owning it longer ihan five
years. The cffect will be to destroy talent. We should employ every means to
defeat these abominable bills.”

- T —

Scientific American, April 5, 1884.

The War Against The Patent Laws.

2o the Editor of the Seienlific American :

The interest which is now exciting the discussion” upon the importance of
-8crupulously gaarding our patent laws against the machinations of a combina-
tion of railroad sharks, rule-or-ruin grangers, and our ignorant and reckless
Congressmen, may eventually be the means of casting a ray of light into the
dark corners of the craniums of some of these would-be figure heads, It is
said figures won't lie, yet they may be s¢ arranged as to completely misrepre-
gent the truth,

In regard to the best interest of the rallroads it is susceptible of demonstra-
tion that they are only conniving at their own ruin in their efforts to destroy the
protectmn now given to inventions.

We have just returned from a tour on which we visited some of the most
extensive manufactories of agricultural machinery at Duylon and Springfield,
Ohio, where unusual opportunity was offered for comprehending the character
and magnitude of the business there conducted in the manufacture of every
machine used by the farmer, for cutting the furrows, pulverizing the soil,
depositing the sced aund fertilizers, cultivating, harvesting, and thrashing the
Crops.

And slthough it has required half acentury of the slow but patient, unceas-
ing efforts of hundreds of thousands of earnest workers, morally and physi-
cally, to bring these wmachines up to their present state of perfection, the sub-
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stance of the whole history may be condensed into the space of a nutsheil and
expresged by s few words—the stimulus offered by the patent laws, giving
ownership to the inventor in his own ereations, did it all,

Of the vast manufacturas of Springfield, the first in order in magnitude and
productive capacity are the Champion Mower aud Reaper Works, of which
there are three distinct plants. The Whitely, IPassler & Kelley, the niost
recently erected, claims first rank, presenting a continuous and uniform frontage
parallel with the railroad track for eleven hundred feet, and rearly as far at

right angles, being in form of a hollow square.
The external aspect of the massive structure will suggest to any one that

something more than usual is going on within.
It will suffice to say that the combined operations of the three works result in
turning out a complete reaping machine in the space of one and two thirds of a

mipute, during the ten working houraof the day. .

An inspection of the wilderness ¢f mowing nachinery shows that it has come
from the most reputed builders of the country. The entire equipment, almost,
of the machine shop is from the Pratt & Whitney Co., Hartford, Conn., and
the woodworking from equally distinguished manufacturers, which is a guargn-
tec of the superior charactarof the work turned cut by these factories,

“Then fully completed, these works will supply from the ore all the steel used
in their works.

The old and original Champion Works, which stand near tne heart of the
fown, are hemmed in so that no expansion is possible, while the third works, at
Lagonds, a mile out, are on a scale corresponding with the first.

The traivs of cars which are continually being loaded with these machines to
be distributed throughout the states end territories, while many train loads are
taker to the shipping ports to go to foreign countries, should convince any one
that the railroad owners were having & good thing of it, and it would be
expected that their sympathies were with these manufactorics, but, strange to
have to say, such is not the truih,

These works constitute but a fraction of the productive power of Springfield.
In the article of horse rakes, Epringfield and its neighbor town, Dayton,
annually aggregate some sixty-five thousand machines ; and allowing one hun-
dred and ten machines to the carload, nearly six thousand cars are required to
convay this special kind of goods to their destination, while many trein loads
are shipped to foreign countrics.

To bring the raw materialsto these factories furnishes employment to a much
larger number of cars, tosay nothing of the thousands of tons of coal and-
other articles consumed directly and indirectly by the army of operatives in and
about these works.

And whea we take into the anrount the combined products of these factories,
and their dependence upon the transportation facilities of the countty, and the
endless sources of revenue it affords to them, it would seem nothing short of
madness on the part of railwsy owners to in any way restrict their protection
under the patent lass. -

In further illustration of the fostering influence of patents, since Inst harvest
the new plants for three large industries have sprung’up in the town of Spring.
field, on Jocations gelected to secure unrestricied bounds for ‘expansion from a



Vo

future growth of solid busineas, These men have heen induced to inveat their
capital from the succeseful operations of tho old establishments, which have
been producing the same line of goods,

But the first step was 10 secure the control of patents which would protect
them in the business and thereby render the investment secure; nnd withount
this relinpce tipon the plighted faith of the government or its servants these .
millions of investments would not have been made., This single instance will
illustrate the history of the thirty odd menufactories at Springﬂeld; those of
Dayton as well, | : .

‘Now, the inevitable result which must follow the crimingal course being pur-
sued by the railroad corporations and ¢ur blind and reckless Congress will be to
give the privilege to whoever chooses to take these perfected machines for pat-
terns, go further West, where the supply of materials is cheap and inexhaust-
ible, set up business, and in & short time supply the customers of our factories
at lower prices than it will be possible for them to do; and the ruilrouds will
have only the business of hauling the finished work, and will be relieved irom
hauling the raw materials, which now is worth more to them than that of trans-
porting the goods.

Can any candid, reflecting, well-disposeq man look thege facts squarely in
the face, and then say there is no trathin them ?

It is acknowledged by all civilized people, that he who has succeeded in
gupplying the means with which his fellow-men can accomplish a greater
 amount of work, and that in & better and chcaper way than it was pessible to
accomplish the same previous to the use of his method, isthe benefactor of his
race ; while he who attempts without autherity to take that from hig feliow-man
which is rightfully and justly his own property, is acknowledged by &ll civilized
people to be a thief.

S. L. DENNEY.
Strasburg, Lancaster Co., Pa., Maich 26, 1884,

Scientific American, April 9, 1884,

Probable Defeat of the Bad Patent Bills.

TrE vigorous efforts made during the past few weeks by the friends of industry
and invention to enlighten the minds of their representatives in Congress con-
cerning the evils likely to follow 'the proposed patent legislation have been at-
tended with good results.

In the SOrENTIFIO AMERICAN for March 16 we summarized the nature of the
evils that would follow if the bills then under consideration were passed—-natning
the Anderson bill, for reducing the Jifetime of patents to five years; the Voorhees
bill, for giving to anybody who wished it the free right of any patent; and the
Oalkins bill, for diminishing the value of property in patents by obstructing the
patentee in appealing to the courts. 'This article was quoted at some lengzth by
the Associsted Press, and sent by telegraph to all parts of the country. It had
an immediate effoct in c-ousing individual, aclion in many places, which took
shape in the organization of public meetings, the passage of resolutions, the send-
ing of hundreds of public and personal petitions to Congressmen, and the pre-
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sentation to them of a large mass of veluable evidence, sll tending_to show how
srong and unwise the proposed enactments were likely to be. That the informa-
tion thus furnished to Congress has had weight with some of the members is seen
in the rejection by the Patent Committee of the Anderson five-year bill, and the
further postponement of the other bills, The chbairman of the House Committee
on. Patents, on March 22, read the following : -

« Thig bill (F. R. 8,617) proposes to amend scction 4,884 of the Revised Statutes
by striking out the word ‘seventeen *and inserting tne word ‘five,” and thereby
make a most radical and unjust change in the patent laws of this country, its
effect being to limit the Jife of a patent to five years, Such a change is not con-
sistent with the spirit of our Coustitution and Inws made for the benefit and
encouragement of inventors, and would be an act of gross injustice to the great
mass of inventors of this country, who have done so much to develop the growth,
wealith and prospority of the country.: As to the right of property which the in-
yventor has in his inventions, & recent and learned writer on patentlaw says : ¢ The
right of property which an inventor has in his invention is excelled in point of
digaity by no other property right whatever.,” Contrasted with him who acquires
property by inberitance or devise, contrasted with him who acquires property by
marriage or donation, contrasted with him who acquires preperty by revenue
from the barter of merchandise or from the yield of money loaning, ho who
acquires property by invention, by bringing into being things which before were
710t stands pre-eminently and confessedly on a higher foundation.

“The same learned writer again remarks : ¢ The inventor is not the pampered
favorite or bereficiary of the government or of the nation. The beneiits which
he confers are greater than those which he receives, He does not cringe at the
fcet of power, nor secure from authority an unbought privilege, II» walksevery-
where erect, and scatters abroad the knowledge which he created. He confers
upon mankind a8 new means of lessening toil, or of increasing comfort, and what
he gives cannot be destroyed by use or be lost by misfortune. It is henceforih
an indestructible heritage to posterity. On the other hand, he receives from 1he
government nothing which costs the government or the people & dollar or a sacri- .
fice. He receives nothing but a contract which provides that for a limited time
he may exclucively enjoy his own.’ |

‘‘ The committee are unanimously of the opinicn that the present limit of seven-
teen years is a reasonable limit, and therefore recommend that the sccompanying
bill do not pass.”

" Nothing could be more satisfactory than the promulgation in Congress of sen-
timents like these, which, it'is safe to say, are earnestly shared by the mass of the
people of the United States.

This excellent report was followed on the 24th of March by r. resolution of in-
quiry, which we bhope will be prompily pussed. It was read by the Hon. Mr.
Vance, and referred to the Patent Committee of the House :

‘‘ Whereas, Information has been obtained, from sources ertirely trustworthy,
. which indicates that the {ull, therough, expeditious and accurate administration
of the laws and regulations which pertain to our great American patent system s
being obstructed and impeded on account of a deficiency in the room and an
insufficiency of force at the disposal of the Department of the Iterior, therefore, _

¢ Resolved, eto., That the SBecretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, requested
to report to this House such information as he mey have touching the deficiency
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of room and the insufiiciency of forcu In the Patent Ofco, snd to what extent,
the rights of jnventors and the public interests are affected by the present want
of xroom and additional force in that departinent; and that he be requested io
make such suggestions as he may deem proper as to what legislation is necessery
to remedy the grievances indicated.” ’

In respert to the other bills, their immediate consideration hes been postponed,
and their passage looks sormewhat dounbtful. It is, however, desirable that all
who have views to express or informetion to furnish should send the same to
cenntors and Representatives—who in this way become informed as to the irue
neese of their constituents, and are enabled to govern their legislation accordingly.

American Machinist, April 6th, 1884,

Laws to Discourage Invention.

'Two bills have been quickly advanced in the House of Representatives, one of
which reduces the period for which patents will be grented to five years : the
other proposes virtually to permit the buyer of a paiented article to assess the
value of the patent., The members of the house ware eo much occupied with
purely political business that they did not seem to know what the contents of
these outrageous bills were. IMost countries that have made leading progress in
industrial pursuits have owed some part of their success to wise government co-
operation and judicious legislation. This country has been & conspicious excep-
tion to this rule, for its industrial progress has procecded solely from the ingenuity
snd unaided perseverance of its citizens whoso efforts in many instances have
been obstructed by adverse legislation. One cannot study the growth of Ameri-
can manufactures without being struck with the apathy or open hostility dis-
played by our legisialares towards the interests that have done so much to enrizh
the nation. The national legislature appears to be crowded at present with men
hostile to the naticn’s prosperity, or these two bilis destroying the value of patent
property would not have escaped earnest protest. T'he inventive genius of Am-
erica has enabled our manufactures to be built up on their prosperous base, and
the enactment of laws that tend to destroy the incentive to invention cannot fail
to have & disastrous effect. It is an outrage on the country that the men sent to
Congress for the purpose of watching over the nation’s interest should be active
in passing measures that will assuredly effect injury to the whole community.
These assicions assaults on our patent laws are promoted by unscrupulous rascals

who wish to obtain other people’s property without payingz for it.

The American Machinist April, 12 1884.

The new British patent law, which is much more liberal to inventors than the
oid law has already operuted to stimulata invention to a remarkable degree. The
total number of applications for patents forseven weeks ending February 18th,
this year, was 8,688, while for the same period last year it was only 894. The
total of applications for 1883 was about 6,000, the highest on record. Just as the
British are beginning to .xperience the value of liberal protection to inventors at
low cost, our legislative Bolons at Washington are trying to carry cut some plan
to weaken or destroy the protection now accorded to American jnventors.
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Il e

Effect of Threatened Patent and Tariil Lggisiation.

W. P, & John Barnes, Rockford, I1l., write us : ‘' We incloge you & copy of
4 letter from one of our correspondents (you can judge from his letter how neara
customer) that shows about how it ailents this class of American citizens., By
the time politicians out of ofliceand in get the patent and tarifl laws to suit them,
this country will ba ready to divide up into another Africa.”

The letter referred to reads as follows :
Messrs, W. . & John Barnes:

GENTLEMEN : When I wrote vou for your catalogue I thought of ordering
vour No. & lathe and other machinery, with which I expected to perfect some
valuable mechaniesl inventions ; but since Congress seems disposed to enact such
hostile patent bills, I have concluded not to waste my time and money.

Thanking you for your kindness in sending catalogues, I am,

Yours truly, Josern P. WLson.

If wo can judge by the speeches of certain prominent Congressmen, both in
and out of legislative halls, the squeezing of some of our most useful and valug-
ble manufacturing interests is just what a considerable number of them desire.
Goaded by the editorials in free trade newspapers, they rancorousiy abuse the
iron, steel, machinery, woolen, and silk manufacturing interests, and loudly de-
mand laws to make foreign competition easier and home maunfacture less re.
munerative.

In no other country in the world are any nurnaber of legislators, or is any por-
tion of the popular press, hostile to manufacturing interests. Here a certain
class of editors and statesmen are laboring to destroy the patent and tariff protec-
tion under which our manufacturing industries have been built up to their pres-
ent proud position. They call o halt to our industrial progress, while foreign
- manufacturers are waiting for the opportunity thereby afforded (o crowd our
markels with cheap goods and force down wages and selling prices to a poiat
where our shops and fantories can make no profit in running, and will shut
down.

There is no doubt that 8 majority of the people of Lhis country are in favor of
adegrate protective patent and tariff laws, If legislation by the present Congress
is not shaped in accordance with that fact, a censidurableo number of its members
will be placed upon the retired list when another Congress is chosexn, next fall.

Chicago Tribune.

Patent Bills in Congress.

The large number of bills introduced into Congress to modify the patent laws
for the protection of the public against imposition and persecution is undoubtedly
. the result of popular indignation at the methods of the speculators in patents, It
s commonly the fact that the inventor of a new machine or thie discoverer of anew
process is not the beneficiary of ¢the patent laws., This class of people would bs
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‘gatisfled with a reasonable reward for their ingenuity. PBut the men who buy up
patents in order 1o obtain 2 monopo!y and to rob the public are disposed to push
their advantage to the utmost, and to that end they avail themseives of every ¢ppor-
tunity which the present loose patent laws aiford for harassing the the peopls who
use patented articles and for extending the term of their monopoly privileges. It
mey be that the popular protest against the patent outrages has promnpted the pro-
posal of gome measures which go too far in the other direction, but certainly some °
legislation should be adopted for the protection of the pubiic. Tae mistake which
the monopolists and their organ3 are making i3 in showing opposition to al}
megasures of relief without regard to their relative merits or defects.
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New York Tribune, April 15, 1884,

The Inventors and Users of Patonta.

TreRrz appears to be just now o conflict between the inventors and users of
patenis, Some of the Jalter, conceiving themselves abused, have caused the in-
troduction to Congress of measures which the patentees declare aimed at patent-
rights gcnerally. There are, of course, rights and equities on both sides.
While it is unguestionably the interest of the conutry to protect and encourage
inventors, it must unot be lost sight of that the public ars also entitled to protec-
tion, nor can it be denicd that in some notorious instances patent-rights have
been 80 manipulated as to infiict serious injury upon the community. In the
farming regions there has, of late, also been much trouble rezarding certain
patent-rights of very general application, and the farriers who have suffered
represent the public opinion which lias produced the measures now before Con-
gress Inventors usgert, however, that these measures are calculated to desiroy
the value of all patents. If that objection is sound they oughi not to be en-
pcted. But the innocent purchaser nevertheless demands and insists upon pro-
fection, and since he represents a strong poliiical power and can urge his claims

ergetically, it isthe part of wisdom for the ownera of patent-rights to con-
sider the feasibility of a compromise.

Mr. J. C. Clayton, & patent lawyer of this city, and familiar with the wholo
subject, has suggested a new bill, which he thinks may meet the diffcuilty. It
is avowedly framed ‘“for the purpose of proteciing innoceut purchasers of
patented articles or processes.” 1t providesz that ““ Any person who shall sell any
‘“ article or process described and claimed in any unexpired letters-patent without
‘‘the lawful authority of the patentee or his assigns or liceusees, and who shall
‘‘ at or before such sale falsely represent to the purchaser that there 1s no unex-
‘“ pired patent covering or claimed to cover said article or process, shall be guilty
‘“of a misdemeanor.” The penalty upon conviction shall be 1mprisonment not
exceeding a year, or a fine not less than $300 nor more than §3,000, or both fine
and imprisonment. It ismade the duty of the United States District-Attorney
for the districts in which such misdemeanor may cccur, upon presentation of
proof, tobring it before the Grand Jury, and upon indictment to prosccute the
indicted person or persons. When s fine is imposed, one-half of it is to be paid
to the patentee, whose rights have been misrepresented or denjed.
~ This act appears in many respects calculated to meet the situation better than
the one which the Houge recently passed, and which has already been favor-
bly reported on in the Senate. It protects the innocent purchaser, and it fixes
the respon31b111ty upon those who undertake to tamper with existing patent-
rights. By rendering the business of dealing in fraudulent or stolen patents
dangerous, it affords protecticn to the inventor, at the same time that it gives
him pecuniary redress without taking it out of the pocket of the innocent pur-
chaser. Such a bill ought to meet the views of the inventors, seeing -that some
legislation on the subject is assured, and if they cen procure its substitution for
the pending act, to which they object so atrongly, perhaps both sides will obtain
comparative juatme. '
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American Manufacturer and Irom World, Pitisburgh,
April 16th, 1884.

Threatening the Patent System.

It never rains but it pours, and so it happens that four bills have been intro-
duced in Congress, two of which have passed the House, that are of thc gravest
importance not only to inventors but te all who understand the patent systera of
the United States, and desire its maintenance. We bave already referred to B,
Celking’ and Mr. Voorhees' bilis ; the more they are considered the worse they
appear.

The former is intended to make it more difficult for the owner of a patent to
prosecﬁte for infringement. Just think of a law putting hindrances in the way
of 2 man’s getting the benefit of his own brain-work?

Mr. Voorheas’ bill provides that it shall be a sufficient defense in any suit for
infringement that the defendant bought the article for his own use *“in the usual
course of trade,” withow knowing that it was patentad, anu that he may continue
to own and use the article after having received notice from the owner of the
patent,

“ Without knowing that it was patented v is good. A more preposterous bill was
never introduced into Congress. Besides practically killing the patent laws it
would conduce to the most colossal lying that was ever attempted in a eivilized
nation. On grounds of public morality this bill should be promptly killed,
and buried deep under a tall sycamore of the Wabash.

A third bill is about as bad as that of the Senator trom Indiana. It provides
that the owner of a patent shall recover nothing from & defendant in & suit for
infringement if it shall appear that the defendant bought the article in the open
market and used it solely for his own benefit without having been told that it was
subject to the patent in question ; that the only man liable in such cases shall be
the maker or vendor from whom the defendant received the article, and that if
the defendant himself, or his employé, made the article for kis own use, the
plaintiff shall recover ouly a license fee, to be fixed by a jury.

Finally comes the man who proposes that patents shall be granted for five
years instead of seventeen. This wman only needs to scan the history of the Eng-
lish patent laws for the withering effects of short time on patents,

What does it all mean? Whence comes this alleged demand for such a whole-
sale revision, or rather destruction, of the patent laws? It means that because
the Patent Ofiice has taken action in two patents—driven wells and barbed wire
—that 18 distasteful, and the wisdom of which is doubtful, the whole gystem is
to be smashed all to pieces ; any of the bills thus far intreduced would do it.

Is il wise? Is it just? Xiberal patent laws have stimulated invention for a
hundred years, The resulis have justified the laws. The less liberal laws of
other countries have resulted in fewer and less important inventions; a blow at
our patent laws is a dirvect blow at invention. Inventors will not teke the trouble
to Invent if overy hope of sscuring some advautage from it is taken away.

Awmend the patent laws, Messrs, .Congressmen, if they need amendment, but
don’t make them any less liberal,
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Geyer's Stationer, New York, April 17th, 1884,

Attacking the Patent Laws.

A persistent and apparently concerted efiort has been made during the presens
seasion of Congrese to deprive inventors of the proteciion afforded them by the
existing pateut laws. More than twenty bills, most of them making great and
very injurious changes in thess laws, have been introduced. By the provisions
of one the life of a patent is reduced irom seventeen years to five. Another gives
juries the power tn tix thelicenee fees to be paid by users of patent infringements,
without regard to the inventor’s valuation of his property right. Another makes
the evasion of the Iaw easy by allowing any ueger of an irfringement to escape
punishment by the simple plea that he did not know that the ithing was patented,
or that the person selling it to him had no right to patent it. Still another author-
izes the user of an infringement to continue its use where it would be of the
greatest benefit to him and most injurious to the owner of the patent, notwith.
standing ample legal notice after his purchase thai it was an infringement.

In addition there are several ingeniously contrived bills, apparent!y devised for
no other purpose than to throw every possible obstavle in the way of the owner
of & patent when endeavoring to assert his rights, and to defeat the ends of
justice by rendering it practically impossible for the aggrieved patent owner to
recover damages for infringements.

There can be no valid objection to & judicious amendment of any law which
experience hag proven to be defective, but the varicus measures affecting the
patent iaws now pending are entirely too radical and sweeping. Their enact-
ment would completely overturn the existing system, unsettle long recoguized
principles, and deal most unjustly with the rights of individuals.

The whole tendency of these bills is to lessen the rights of the inventor and -
facilitate infringements by those who seek to deprive patentees of the profits
derived from their inventive skill. If these bills become laws, hundreds of
patents which have cost their owners much labor and many thousands of dollars,
will become practically useless, since they can no longer be successfully protected
against irfringements.

Our existing system of patent laws has been regarded as so nearly perfect that
it has been employed by several foreign nations as & model from which to recon-
struct their own systems. The patent laws are essential to our prosperity and
development, and unless it can be clearly shown that they are not founded on
justice and equity, they should not be nullified and thrown into hopeless con-
fusion,

Several of the bills above referred to have been rushed through the House of
Representatives with suspicious and inconsiderate haste, and there is probably
not much to be hoped from the prevailing temper of that body ; but the people
have a right to expeet that the Senate will gwe the matter thalr most careful and
deliberate consideration.
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Washington Republican, April 22d, 1884.

Mischevious Patent L.egislation.

The Senate and House bills relating to the practice in pateni suits, both of
which were upon the Penate calendar, and the first of which has long bieen a

' special order ” awaiting its turn after the bankraptey bili for eonsideration, have
been, upon motion of Senator McPherson, recommitted, no objectior having
been made by the members of the committee on patents. ‘This action was based
upon uumerously signed petitions, embracing hundreds of names of prominent
inventors, manufacturers, merchiants, bankers and others, - ho ask that they be
afforded an opportunity to appear and point out what they consider the mis-
chievous features of the bill. The measure was not in all respects satisfactory
to the advocates of a reform in the matter of practice in patent suits, A wide-
spread sentiment in opposition to the proposed change has manifested itself in all
parts of the country, and it is doubtful if the measure makes.its reappearance
during the pregent session, or indeed at all, without very considerable changes.
An equally widespread sentiment in favor of the measure introduced by Senator
Platt to separate the patent office from the Interior Department and make it an

. independercy, has been developed.
Petitions bearing hundreds of signatures of inventors and others interested in

patenis have been received, and they are still coming in daily.

Pittsburg Commercial Gazette, April 22d, 1884,

Legiglajion on Patents.

PENDING MEASURES LAID ASIDE IN OBEDIENCE TO PUBLIC OPINION.

WasminaToN, D. C., April 21.~The Senate and House bills relating to prac-
tice In patent suits, both of which were upon the Senate calendar, and the irat
of which has long been a * special order” awaiting ils turn, have been recom-
mitted. This action 18 based upon numerously signed.petitions, embracing
hundreds of names of prominent inventors, manufacturers, merchants, bankers
and others, who ask that they be afferded opportunity to appear and point out
what they consider the mischievous features of the bill. A widespread sentiment
in opposition to the proposed change has manifested itself in all parts of the
country, and it is doubtful if the measure makes its reappearance during the
- present session, or indeed at all, without very considerable changes. An egually
widespread sentiment in favor of the messure to separate the Patent Office from
the Interior Department and make it independent, has been developed. Petitions
bearing hundreds of signatures of inveniors an others interested in patents have
been received and are still coming in daily.
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