
Bibliography

books, articles and online materials

Abrantes, A. ‘Brasil e o Alvará de 1809: uma ideia fora do lugar?’ Notícias em Patentes,
August 3, 2014. http://patentescomentarios.blogspot.com/2014/08/brasil-e-lei-de-patentes-
de-1830-uma.html.

Abreu, António. 2021. Innovation Ecosystems: A Sustainability Perspective. Basel: MDPI.
Administrative Conf. of the U.S. (ACUS). 2023. ‘Report on Patent Small Claims’. Retrieved

December 6, 2023. www.acus.gov/report/report-patent-small-claims.
Adocker, Thomas. 2011. ‘Österreichischer Oberster Patent- und Markensenat trifft

Grundsatzentscheidung zum Verhältnis zwischen der Erfindungshöhe eines Patents
und eines Gebrauchsmusters’. GRUR International 60(8/9): 673–676.

Alexander, Isabella. 2020. ‘The Challenges of Intellectual Property Legal History Research’, in
Graeme Austin, Andrew Christie, Andrew Christie, and Megan Richardson, eds., Across
Intellectual Property: Essays in Honour of Sam Ricketson. Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press.

Allison, John, Mark Lemley, and David Schwartz. 2014. ‘Understanding the Realities of Modern
Patent Litigation’. Texas Law Review 92: 1769–1801.

Anon. 1840. ‘Copyright of Designs’.London Journal of Arts and Sciences 16: 95.
1843a. ‘An Act to Amend the Law Relating to the Copyright of Designs’. London Journal of
the Arts, Sciences and Manufactures and Repertory of Patent Inventions 23: 143–147.

1843b. ‘Copyright of Designs: The New Act’. Mechanics’ Magazine 39(1047): 164.
1843c. ‘List of Designs for Articles of Utility Registered under 5 & 6 Vict Cap 65’.
Mechanics’ Magazine 39(1051): 254.

1843d. ‘New Copyright of Designs Act’. London Journal of the Arts, Sciences and Manufactures
and Repertory of Patent Inventions 23: 228.

1843e. ‘List of Registrations Effected under the Act for Protecting New and Original Designs
for Articles of Utility’. London Journal of the Arts, Sciences and Manufactures and Repertory
of Patent Inventions 23: 310.

1844. ‘Police’. The Times, November 6 : 8.
1845. ‘Police Courts: Guildhall’. The Morning Advertiser, March 24: 4.
1846a. ‘A Terrible Army’. Daily News, April 27: 7.

403

https://doi.org/10.1017/9781009478113.028 Published online by Cambridge University Press

http://patentescomentarios.blogspot.com/2014/08/brasil-e-lei-de-patentes-de-1830-uma.html
http://patentescomentarios.blogspot.com/2014/08/brasil-e-lei-de-patentes-de-1830-uma.html
http://patentescomentarios.blogspot.com/2014/08/brasil-e-lei-de-patentes-de-1830-uma.html
http://patentescomentarios.blogspot.com/2014/08/brasil-e-lei-de-patentes-de-1830-uma.html
http://patentescomentarios.blogspot.com/2014/08/brasil-e-lei-de-patentes-de-1830-uma.html
http://www.acus.gov/report/report-patent-small-claims
http://www.acus.gov/report/report-patent-small-claims
http://www.acus.gov/report/report-patent-small-claims
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781009478113.028


1846b. ‘Registration of Designs and the Registrar’. Patent Journal and Inventors’Magazine 1
(17): 248, 297–299.

1847a. ‘Case of Alleged Infringement of Registered Design’.Mechanics’Magazine 46(1236):
383.

1847b. ‘Copyright Designs as Distinguished from Patentable Inventions.’ Aris’s Birmingham
Gazette. September 6: 3.

1847c. ‘Patents v. Registration’. Patent Journal and Inventors’ Magazine 2(43): 705.
1847d. ‘The Aldermen and the Registration Act’. Patent Journal and Inventors’ Magazine 2
(47): 772.

1847e. ‘The Degrees of Protection Available to the Inventor under the Patent Laws and Non-
Ornamental Designs Act, Relatively Considered’. London Journal of the Arts, Sciences and
Manufactures and Repertory of Patent Inventions 30: 367–368.

1848a. ‘Infringement of Registration’. Patent Journal and Inventors’ Magazine 4(92): 335.
1848b. ‘Reviews’. Jurist (Part II) 11: 275.
1849a. The Builder, 7(338): 359.
1849b. ‘Ventilating Bricks’. The Practical Mechanic’s Journal 2(18): 142.
1850a. ‘Cheapening Patents’. The Builder 8(373): 151.
1850b. ‘Extension of Copyright in Design – Provisional Registration – Patent Reform’. Journal
of Design 4: 103.

1850c. ‘Law of Copyright of Designs Amendment Act’. Practical Mechanic’s Journal 3(31):
159.

1850d. ‘Patent Agency and Its Professors’ (a letter from a patentee). London Journal of the
Arts, Sciences and Manufactures and Repertory of Patent Inventions 36: 321–324.

1850e. Morning Chronicle, October 24: 5 (Editorial).
1850f. ‘Patent Law Reform’. Patent Journal and Inventors’ Magazine 9: 180.
1850g. ‘The Registration Act’. Patent Journal and Inventors’ Magazine 9: 122.
1850h. ‘The Registration Acts’. Patent Journal and Inventors’ Magazine 9: 144–145.
1850i. ‘The Existing Patent Laws, Their Defects and Remedies’. The Engineer and
Machinist: A Journal of Mechanical and Manipulative Arts No 1: 2.

1851a. ‘Invasion of theRights of Inventors’.TheEngineer andMachinist: A Journal ofMechanical
and Manipulative Art 21: 259.

1851b. ‘Patent Law Reform’. Morning Advertiser, January 8: 3.
1851c. ‘The Prospects of the Bar’. Law Magazine 15: 276–280.
1851d. ‘Review of Spence’. The Practical Mechanics Journal 4(41): 110.
1852. ‘Multum in Parvo’. Norwich Mercury, October 2: 4.
1854. ‘The City of London Corporation Inquiry’. Law Review & Quarterly Journal of British
& Foreign Jurisprudence 19(2): 389.

1856. ‘William Clarkson’. Illustrated London News, November 1: 11.
1858a. ‘Insolvent Debtors’.London Gazette, April 20: 1981; April 27: 2091.
1858b. ‘The Patent Law and Patent Office’. Mechanics’ Magazine 68: 486,
1859a. ‘Insolvent Debtors Court, Failure of Messrs Knight and Lacey’. London Courier and
Evening Gazette, October 5, 1859: 4.

1859a. ‘Editorial’. Illustrated London News, January 15: 6–7.
1864. ‘Peregrine Bingham Esq.’ Illustrated London News, November 12: 23.
1866. ‘Memoir of William Johnson’. Annual Report of the Institution of Civil Engineers,
reprinted in Lancaster Gazette, November 10: 10.

1868. London Gazette, November 13: 5903.
1875. ‘Obituary. Thomas Webster, Q.C., F.R.S.’. Journal of the Society of Arts 23: 665–666.
1884. ‘Copyright of Designs’. Official Journal of the Patent Office 91: 1086.

404 Bibliography

https://doi.org/10.1017/9781009478113.028 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/9781009478113.028


1891. ‘Designs’. The Illustrated Official Journal (Patents). July 8, 131: 567.
1904. ‘Death of Mr. George Shaw: A Remarkable Career’. Birmingham Daily Mail.
August 15: 2.

Arrow, Kenneth. 1962. ‘Economic Welfare and the Allocation of Resources for Invention’, in
National Bureau of Economic Research, The Rate and Direction of Inventive Activity.
Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press.

Atal, V. and Bar, T. 2014. ‘Patent Quality and a Two-Tiered Patent System’. Journal of
Industrial Economics 62(3): 503–540.

Auerbach, Sascha. 2021. Armed with Swords & Scales: Law, Culture and Local Courtrooms in
London, 1860–1913. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Balicki, Marcin. 2020a. Sto lat w cieniu patent – ochrona wzorów użytkowych w Polsce, w:
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