
July 11, 1979 

Sin 	̀1c'u_ney 
330 1Jniversity Ave., Suite 711, 
Toronto, Ont. 
U G 1R7 

Dear Tir. licC urney: 

Re: Patent Application 236591 
Ford Mbtor Ce.-:pany 
Fater-Rased Paint With 
Corro,ien Inhibitor I 

11v nk. you for your letter of Tut? 4, 1979. From the eynla::aticn pro-
vided, it is evident that the Can .dian applicant was uct aware at the 
time that the statement made in his letter of August 1S, 1978,ahout 
there being no corresponding foreign patent was in errcr•. 

I note frsa Er. toss's letter of Eay 10, 1919, that steps are being 
ta':en to avoid repetitions. In the present case it seers no har.a 
has resulted frou the mistake. How=3ver it could well be that in 
other instances the Office might well be misled and its work core 
seriously affected. I would consequently trust that greater care 
will be exercised in future. 

You have questioned why the Canadian examiner applied Pule 39(2; 
when he "apparently was aware of the grant of the British patent es 
May 10, 19Th..." In fact he was not aware of the British patent 
when Rule 39 was aPelicd. It was only recently that he discovered 
it. You are consequently in error in ..ssring the Office requested 
information already available to it. 

I an retuning the application to t.'-le Ea eiiner to restiez ro nal 
prosecution. 

Yours respectfully, 

J.H.A. Chriepy 
Cor,nissioner of Patents 
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