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Opinion of the Court.

is a product or manufacture made in a defined manner. It is 
not a product alone, separate from the process by which it is 
created.” In that case the invention was the product of a new 
process applied to old materials. In this case it is the product 
of an old process applied to old materials.

Judgment affirmed.
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Burden of Proof—Equity—Evidence.

In a serious conflict of testimony, a bill in equity may be dismissed on the 
ground that the complainant fails to establish the facts on which he 
claims relief.

Mr. 8. 8. Henkle, for appellant.
Mr. W. E. Edmondston^ for appellee.

Mr . Justic e  Harlan  delivered the opinion of the court.
Counsel for appellant states the theory of the bill to be that 

Campbell was not the bona fide purchaser of the lots described, 
or of either of them, although he holds them by conveyances 
absolute upon their face ; that he was only the broker of Bur-
gess; and that the conveyances were made to him in that 
capacity, for the purpose of enabling him to raise money upon 
them for the use of Burgess, less reasonable charges for any ser-
vices in that behalf rendered. The bill was dismissed by the 
court below in special term, and that order was affirmed in 
general term.

The record discloses a serious conflict in the testimony of 
witnesses, and the court below might well have dismissed the 
Din upon the sole ground that the complainant had failed to 
establish the facts upon which he based his claim for relief, 
and which must have been established before any relief could 
be granted. The decree must, therefore, be affirmed.

It is so ordered.
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