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Dear · 1r, 

u.x:. Patent No. 1038344 
CIBA LIMITED 

The writer discussed this matter with Mr. D'Rozario 

recently and the facts are as f'ollows :-

''W~ receive~ instructions £rom our clients by 

Telex at 5.25 p.m. on the 27th 0£ November, 

1969 to apply £or the registration 0£ British 

Patent No~ 103844 in Singapore. The Patent 

.. was sealed in United :Kingdom on the 29th 0£ 

.. November,: 1966 and the three years would have 

lapsed on the third anniversary which would 

.;.~\~ave been on the 29th 0£ November, 1969. We 

,·1::.~abled clients on the 28th 0£ November, 1969 

£or their Forms A & B which we received on the 

lsto£ D~cember, 1969. Our application was filed 

on the SCU!le day. The 29th 0£ November, 1969 was 

a Saturday and the next working day was Monday 

·.the 1st 0£ December, 1969 and your letter 0£ the 

8th of December, 1969 you informed us that the 

application £or registration was refused as the 

applicat~on wa~ made outside the three year period." 

Your said letter 0£ the 8th 0£ December, 1969 was not 

il\,. our file. This was due to gross negligence on the part 0£ a 

member of' our clerical sta££ who had no·t filed correspondence 

in the £ile ·'bllf had destroyed them. This clerk has since ceased 

to be employed by us. When the file was revived sometime in 

December, 1971~ .~.·wrote to you for the Certi£icate of Registra-

. t.;.on of the Patent and you. then sent to us on the 29th 0£ Decem~er 

1\171, a copy of your letter of the 8th of December, 1969 and this 

· w<is. the £irst time :we learnt·' that you had refused to registration. 

We in£o~ed our clients on the 4th 0£ January, 1972 0£ your decision 

·and we have been i#structed to place the above actual £acts £0.r your 

consideration so that you could reconsider your re£.usal to register 

the· Patent. 
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Wetrust you will reconsider the matter in the light 
of this explanation and approve the registration. We might 
add that in our view the decision 0£ the Registrar dated the 
8th 0£ December; l.969was neither a judicial or quasi judicial 
decision and as such it is within your discretion to reconsider 
the said decision in the light 0£ the special circumstances 
explained above. 

Such registration, if you approve, would not prejudice 
the rights of any third party • 

The Registrar 0£ Patents, 
Registry of Trade Marks & Patents, 
11 Fort Canning Road, 

.· SINGAPORE • 
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