
LIST OF PATENTS CLAIlUS 

ISSUED FROM THE UNI'£ED STATZS PATENT 

OFFICE, 

FlY/' the w"k end:ing Nov6,nber 27, 1849. 
To Edward N.ISmith, of West Brookfield, Mass" 

(Assignor to James H. Gray, of Springfield, Mass,,) 
for improvement in Machines for folding paper. 

What I claim is folding sheets of paper or 
other flexible substance, by machinery made 
and operated substantially upon the principle 
herein set forth; that is to say, by striking 
the paper or other substance, upwards in the 
liue in which the fold is to be Hlade, from a 
surface on which it has been 'extended, and 
seizing it between converging surfaces which 
complete the fold and deliver the folded paper; 
irrespecti ve of the number or forms of folding 
edges required to give the requisite number of 
folds to the paper; irrespective,'alBo, of the ar­
rangements and devices for operating the seve­
ral members of the machines. 

To George W. Brown, of Jackson, Minh., for im­
provements jn Flour Bolts. 

What I claimis the arrangement of the bolt­
ing cloths upon a reel of any convenient con­
struction in such manner as to run the meal 
over the coarse cloth first, and the use of 
zinc OJ' other metallic substance in and about 
the bolts to operate as a cooler upon the flour 
after it is separated from the bran and shorts. 

To Elias H. Merryman, of Springfi.eld, Illinois, for 
improvements in Butter-working Machines. 

What I claim is the lise of two or more 
rollers, with adjustable scrapers, held in con­
tact with the rollers by springs, or other de­
vices, operating in .. vat of running water, to 
wash butter and separate the broken capsules, 
cheesy m:.tter, buttermilk, and other impuri­
ties, by dissolving those that are soluble in 
water, ami washing away those that are not 
solnble, substantially as described­
being let rnto rom a cistern placed 
aboye the level of tbe vat, and escaping at the 
spout, on a level with the journals of the 
rollers. 

To Arad Woodworth, :Jf1, of Worcester, l'IIass., and 
Samuel Mower, of Philadelphia, PR.,) for improvement 
jn Brick Presset:l. 

'What we claim is to construct and use the 
sliding charger in connection with the ram pis­
ton, as above specified, as to render it, (the 
said charger) a part of the mould during and 
for some time after the first percussion of the 
ram, the same being for the purpose of attain­
ing certain advantages we have above main­
tained. 

We further Glaim the weighted Or spring 
scraper inits combination with the carriage and 
the mould plate, and for the purpose of clean­
ing the top surface of the mould plate, as de­
scribed. 

"Ve also claim to so construct the mould, 
with the flaring or inclined sides and combine 
them with mechanism for lifting the brick, a 
short distance just previous to the second per­
cussion, as specifi.ed, as to not only enable the 
briGk to be freed iI; a measure from its adhe­
siveness to the mould, but to permit the com­
pressed ail' or part of the same, in the immedi­
ate vicinity of the surface of the edges of the 
brick to escape, as explained; the diminution 
of adhesiveness tending to lessen the friction 
of the clay against the sides of the mould, un­
der the second percussion of the ram. 

To John Scoiferll, of Upper Holloway, England, for 
improvement in processes for the manufaoture of Su­
gar. 

What I claim is the combined use of sul­
phurous acid with lead in the manufacture and 
refining of sugar, substantially as herein set 
forth. 

ToJohnF.Roger�, of Troy, N.Y., for improvement 
m Railroad Trucks. 

What I claim is the arrangement and com­
bination of the journal boxes with the spring 
casing or pockets, through which bolts are af­
fixed to the frame and ac.ting as guides to the 
boxes, the whole being constructed in the man­
ner and for the purpose substantially the 
same as herein specified. 

Scirntific amttitau. 
To Charles Learned and Stephen Hughes, of India­

napolis; Ind., for improvements in machinery for 
dressing Flour. 

What we claim as om invention is, first, the 
employment of a revolving, hanging disc of 
concentric rows of metallic polygonal beaters, 
or cu tters, and central hollow suspended shaft, 
made with curved induction and eduction 
branch tubes, said hollow shaft serving a 
double purpose of a hanging shaft and air con­
ductor for conveying streams of air to the space 
between the cylinders, in combination with a re­
volving disc turnmg in a contrary directiop, also 
armed with concentric rows of metallic poly­
gonal beaters and cutters, and radial wings 
arranged and operating in the manner and 
for the purpose herein fully set forth. 

Second, We also claim the employment of 
the helical plate in combination with the cy­
lindrical'bolt for producing the gradually en­
larged space in·to which the flour is received 
.. nd from which it is discharged in the manner 
herein described. 

We make no claim to the arrangement of 
the bolting cloth and the othes parts that are 
in other bran dusters in use. 

To Eliakirn B. Forbush, of Buff..'tlo, N. Y., for im­
proved form of Teeth in Harvesting Machines. 

vVhat I claim is an opeR triangular tooth, or 
triangular hollow tooth, for cutting grass and 
grain, with its results as herein described. 

To Cyrus Knapp, of New York, N. Y., for improve­
ment in instruments for Milking Cows. 

What I claim is the sack made of any suita­
ble matel'lal (gutta perch a is preferable, how_ 
6ver) In combination with the elastic strap for 
com pressing the tea t, and neck of sack, and 
the exhauster tube and piston, in form and 
manner, ancHor the purpose herein substantial­
ly set forth. 

To Cha.s. Hopkins, of New York, N. Y., for im­
provement in Blanlc. Acconnt Books. 

,'{hat I claim is connecting the leaves of a 
book with the cover by means of hinged Btrips 
attached to the back of the book and to the 
cover, so tha.t they can be connected or discon­
nected by means of wires passing through the 
eyeB or knuckles of the hinge strips, substan­
�il!J!y jlS de"Q,.i�.R 

And I also claim making a book in sections, 
when I;he sections are provided with hinged 
ships substantially as herein described, so that 
they can be connected with, or disconnected 
from each other, and cover, substantially as 
herein, described. 

To Peter Sweenoy, of Bufia.Io, N. Y., for improve­
ment in Rotary l'umps. 

What I claim is the construction of each arm 
of the piston in such manner that while it is 
ordinarily kept in its proper position by the 
pressure of the wa,ter, its lower edge will yield 
to and pass over an obstruction that would 
otherwise break the pump. 

To Christopher W. Fantor" of Bennington, Vt., 
for improvement in G lazing Pottery Ware. 

What I claim is the coloring of the glaze 
of pottery ware by means substantially as 
herein set forth and described. 

To ,,\Villiam CroasdaJe, of Hartsville, Pa" for im. 
provement in combin.ed Plow and Seed Planter. 

What 1 claim is the construction of the seed 
planter, as described, consisting of a seeding 
apparatus combined with a single f urrow plow, 
as described, so as to sow the grain at the first 
or second plowing in the manner and for the 
plll'pose herein fully set forth. 

To James H. Aldrich, of rort.mouth, N. H., for im­
provement in Boring Machines, 

What I claim is the combination of three 
principles, namely, first, the manner in which 
the bed piece, (to which the carriage is con­
nected) is raised 01' lowered as before descri­
bed. 2d, The manner in which the bed piece 
may revolve to set the auger at any angle or 
degree. 3d, The manner ill which the auger 
is withdrawn by the direct motion of the crank. 

To Abraham a.nd Henry Johnson, of New York] 
N. Y., for improvement in Stop Cocks and Filters in 
combination. 

What we claim is an improvement on the 
filtering cock secured to us as aforesaid, is the 
arrangement of the water passages in the cen­
tral pipe in combination with the filters hav­
ing two chambers with a water passage lead­
ing from each chamber, and a recess, substan­
tially ,.s herein described, whereby filtered or 
unfiltered water can be drawn, and the fi.lter_ 
ing action reversed, as described. 

To Milton D. Whipple, of LoweIi, Mass., (As­
signor to. Bay State Mill" Mass.,) for improvements in 
Machinery for twisting Shawl Fringe. 

What I claim is, first, divillling the yarns in­
to proper quantities for the formation of the 
two strands, by means of the dividing plates 
and separator, shaped, and made to slide up 
and down, substantially as hen,in above set 
forth. 

Second, I claim twisting the two strands se­
parately, first, and then together, by means of 
the twisting fingers or rollers, constructed and 
arranged so as to turn inwards and outwards 
over each other, one above, and the other be­
low the yarns, substantially as herein ",bove 
set forth. 

Third, I claim the peculiar construction and 
arrangement of the separator. as I have term­
ed it, so that it may open over the rubbers and 
drop. down just before the two strands are to 
be twisted together, substantially as herein 
above described . 

Fourth, I claim a machine for twisting the 
fringers of shawls, &c., having a stretching 
frame, dividing plates and separator, twisting 
fingers or l'llbbers, combined and operated suc­
�essively as herein before specified' and de­
scribed. 

To Timothy Shepard, of Oswegatchie, N. Y., for 
improvement in machinery for dressing Barrel-heads' 

What I claim is the application of the shield 
with the orifice and rest attached to the same 
in combination with the plane, to prepare the 
large bevel. 

To ChulesW. Copeland, of Brooklyu, N. Y., for 

improved method of regulating the Blow-off val\re of 

Steam Boilers. 

What I claim is regulating the" blow-off" 
water by the action of the" feed" water, so 
that said" blow-off" water will always bear 
a certain proportion to the quantity fed, which 
ratio must vary according to circumstances, 
and so as to cease entirely when the" feed" 
ceases to enter the boiler. Secondly,l claim 
the combination of the" blow-off" valve with 
tho check valve, in sitch manner that the 
" blow oJI'" valve will be operated by the stem 
of the check valve, the whole being arranged 
and constructed subtantially in the manner and 
for the purpose set forth herein. 

To John Patch, of Boston) for improvementjnpro­
pellers. 

What I claim is the propeller const1'llctedof 
two spiral curvilinear, tapering plates, formed 
and secured to the shaft, as represented and 
described, and connected together at their outer 
extremities-and this I claim, irrespective of 
the number of sets of these propellers, that 
may be placed on;one shaft, orof the numberof 
shafts that may be used in propelling one ves­
sel. 

To Daniel Jones, Jr., of St. John, N. B., for mothod 

of ringing Fog-bells, and an adjustabJeclapper for the 
same. 

What I claim is indicating to vessels the 
position of channels, shoals, or reefs, the depth 
of water or state <lfthe tide or currents, at the 
entrance of harbors or elsewhere, by the vary­
ing ringing or tolling of a bell operated by ad­
justable machinery, substan tially as herein set 
forth. 

I al.o claim the combination of a shifting 
weight with the clapper whereby its blows 
upon the bell in the s8veral positions in which 
it strikes the same are equalized. 

--�---

Interesting Patent Cases. 

MORSE'S AIR DISTRIBUTOR. 
U. S. Circuit Court, N. Y.; Judge Nelson 

presiding.-In the case of Spalding vs. East­
man, the jury returned a verdict of 6 cents 
damages for plaintiff. The decision in the 
foregoing case, affirms the validity of L. A. 

Spalding's title to M@rse's Patent Air Distri­
butor. The defendant in the suit had claim­
ed the use and vending this apparatus-basing 
his claim upon an early invention and appli_ 
cation of its principles. The decision above 
noted denies such right to the defendant and 
vests the right to make and vend the "Air 
Distributor," to Morse and his assigas. 

The Planing Machine case of Wilson vs. Bar­
num is now to be left to the decision of the 

Supreme Court, U. S., upon written argument, 
as w@ noticed last week. Such a case should 
not, according to our views of the Patent Laws 
be left to the decision of the Supreme Court.� 
We hope it will not he�r it. A jury a.lone 

should decide the 'iuestion of fact-infringe­
ment. 

---=��� 

Planing lliachine Patent CRses. 

JACOB P. WILSON VS. DANIA!. BARNuM.-In 
Circuit Court U.S., Eastern District of Pennsyl­
vania. Issued direeted from Chancery. 

(Continued from page 86.) 
Again: 16 Peters, 346, per C. Justice Ta­

ney, et totom curia, " W'hen the patent is for 
a combination, and the improvement consists 
in arranging and combining the different parts 
together in the manner stated in the specifica­
tion, for the purpose of producing a certain ef­
fec� if none of the parts are new, or claimed 
as new, and no portion of the comhination less 
than the whole, is claimed as new, or stated 
to produce any given result; and the end in 
view is proposed to be accomplished by the 
union of all-arranged and combined together 
in the manner described, then this combination 
in the manner described in the specification, is 
the improvement-is the thing patented-and 
the use of any two, of these parts only, or of 
two combined with a third, which is substan­
tially different in form or in the manner of its 
arrangement and connections wi th the others, 
is therefore not the thing patented, and is no 
infringement. It is not the same combination 
if it substantially difi'ers from it in any of its 
parts." 

2d. Raving thus stated the general princi­
ples of doctrines of law appl:icable to this case, 
our next inquiry will be wherein consists the 
invention or combination of machinery employ­
ed by the plaintifrto effect the object proposed, 
in order that you may judge whether the ma­
chine or machines used by the defendant, and 
now before you, are the same in the mocle of 
operation, and therefore the same in principle, 
and an infringement of the pla,inti.ff's patent. 

For this purpose it is unnecessary to give a 

particular description of the ma(;hine, as set 
forth in the plaintiff's specification, as the 
machine is before your eyes. 

'What is the peculiar combination of me­
chanism, its peculiu stmctllre, and constituent 
parts which ""e said to constitute the princi­
ple of the machine, a.re best described by the 
patentee himself, and to this we must look 
without reference to any particuliar notions 
advlJ,nced by witnes�es on that sLl�ject. The 
Patentee is required to give" specification of 
wha·t he claims as his own invention, or what 
is called the principle of it, that others may 
be informed of his claim, and not left ignor­
antly to invade Or encroach upon his rights. 

1st. It purports to be the invention of "a 

ncw and useful improvement in machine� for 
planing and grooving and dressing boards, & c." 

2d. It is a combination of instruments, al­
rea,dy known, by which a result is produced 
with greater facility, and less labor and ex­
pense than any heretofore attained by any com­
bination of the same tools in machinery. It 
is the employment of rotating planes, called in 
the specifi.cation lL plaining cylinder, which 
will be made to revolve, Gither horizontally or 
vertically, in combination with rollers (or oth­
er analogous device) to prevent the boards 
from being drawn up by the planes when cut­
ting upwards, or f rom the reduced Or planed 
to the unplained surface. Also, the combina­
tion of rotating planes, with cutter wheels, for 
tongueing and grooving, for the purpose of 
tongueing ami grooving boarLls a t one opera­
tion. Also, the combination of tongueing and 
grooving cutter wheels for tongueing and 
grooving boards at one operation; and Jinally, 
the combination of either the tongueing or 
grooving cutter wheel with the pressure rol­
ler. 

The patentee, "" you may observe, claims 
four different combinatiens. of his machine, in 
the whole and in parts, and has not left it open 
to another to evade his patent by the mere se­
verance of his whole combination into two dis­
tinct machines. 

-�=:>c=--==----.. - . 

Another Great Patent Case.-·PIRlllng 
lUachlnes. 

Wilson VB. Brown, at the United States Cir-
cuit Court, Baltimore, Judge Reath on the 
Bench ;-The verdict of the Jury was for the 
defendant-against the Woodworth Patent.­
Verdict was given last S:1turday, the 1st in � 
sta,nt. i1i!J 
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