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INTERNATIONAL SMELTING & REFINING COMPANY

REQERICK LAIST
VICE-PHI9IOE

26 BROADWAY

New  Yo r k - 

Mar SI, 1936.

Mr. G. E. Johnson, Manager,
International Smelting and Refining Company, 
Lead Refining Bepartaent,
East Chicago, Indiana.

Re» U.S. Patent Application of
Messrs. Johnson, Bowman & Knox 
Serial HunbeA\78, 362 
Piled DepeS5erV^^1957 
Pori Method-qf Producing Shite 

Lead

Bear Mr. Johnson!

I aa sending you herewith copy of letter received from 
Mr. McCarthy with attached o6py vo£j am Office action dated May 
12, 1958 in the above noted case, together with one copy each of 
the references cited by the Exahiner^ith the exception of the 
British patent to Sperry Ho. 144,819, which I believe was for­
warded to you in connection with patent application Serial Ho. 
154,520.

FL/Fti
cc - Mr. Case 
Enc.

lours very truly.

'■ "’•“ooOaso,



Pen n ie , Dav is ,Mar v in  an d  Ed mo n d s
WnxiiK H. Dav is  
A ASA B.Kar v t n - MC-riaco 
Dean  S.Ebk o n d i 
Fr an k  E. Bunnovt 
W. Br o w n  Mo r t o n  
Mer t o n  W. Sao b 
Wil l ie S Tay l o r . Jr . 
Er n es t  E. Mer c h an t  
Geo r o eE Mid d l et o n  
Mo r r is  D. Jac ks o n  
R.Mo r t o n  Ad ams  
Ray mo n d  F Ad ams  
Les l ie  B. Yo d n o  
Dan xk l V. Mah o n ey

Co u n s el l o r s at  Law  

165 Br o ad w ay  

New  Yo r k

Was h in g t o n  Of t ic es  

Nat io n al  Pr es s Bw il d xx o

Ray mo n d  B Can f iel d  
Bal d w in Oo il d  
Ambr o s e a .. Ar n o l d  
S. Ho w el l  Br o w *. Jr . 
Louts D. Fo r w ar d  
EL St an l ey  Man s f ie l d  
GBOROI E. FAlTRETrLL 
Do mal  F. M*' Car t k t  
Hal  E. Sr ao n av r *
Jo h n Ho x j e 
Jo h n  T Fah l x t  
CtrRT Vo n Bo bt t ic h er . Jr . 
James B. Ch r is t ie 
James  W. Lais t  
Cy n o s S Eaf o o o o  
Ro o m T. Mc Lean  
Har o l d  A Ti*v» 
Ken n et h B. Mo n r at  
Habit  E. Do w n er  
Caj u . E.Rin oMay 28, 1938.

D4947

Mr. Frederick Laist, Vice President 
International Smelting & Refining Co., 
25 Broadway, Room 1720,
New York, New York.

We are enclosing herewith two copies of an Office

action dated May 12, 1938 in the above case together with one 

copy each of the references cited by the Examiner with the excep­

tion .of the British patent to Sperry No. 144,819. A copy of 

the aforementioned British patent to Sperry is available in your 

file of Application Serial No. 134,520.

Dear Mr. Laist

Re: U. S. Patent Application of
Messrs. Johnson, Bowman and Knox
Serial Number 178,352
Filed December 6, 1937
For .-Method of Producing White Lead

Very truly yours

Enclosures.

PNYC00008508

N11455.01
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Division 56 Room 4725 JRS/eco Paper No. 2

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United States Patent Offioe 

WASHINGTON
Please find below a 
communication from the EXAMINER 
in charge of this application. 

CONWAY P. COE, 
Commissioner of Patents

AMENDMENT DUE November 12. 1958

May 12, 1928.

Applicants: G. E. Johnson and 
R. G. Bowman and 
Wm. J. Knox, Jr. 

Serial No. 178,352 
Filsd December 0, _:3C.
For:Method of Producing White 

Lead.

References:

Brown et al 555,232 Feb. 25, 1896 204-61.1
Sem 1,382,808 June 28, 1921 204-9.142
Fireman 1,490,372 Apr. 15, 1924 204-61
Rosenstein 1,832,325 Nov. 17, 1931 204-9.142
Johnson et al 1,845,713 Feb. 16, 1932 204-61
Udy 1,878,918 Sep. 20, 1932 204-9.144
Sperry (British) 144,819 June 21, 1920 204-6.11

(1 sht>. dwg. 4 pp . spec .)

Claims 1, 8, 12 and 16 are rejected as being obviously fully

met by Johnson et al.

Claims 20 and 22 are rejected as being fully met by Browne 

et al. It is to be noted that a part of the catholyte is added 

to the anolyte in the process of this patent, page 2, lines 15 

to SI.

Claims 20 and 21 are rejected as being fully met by Sem, 

Fireman and Udy, eaoh taken separately. Portions of the ano­

lyte are added to the catholyte in the processes of each of 

these patents.

Claims 2 to 7, 9 to 11, 13 to 15, and 17 to 19 are rejected 

as being substantially met by Johnson et al. It is obvious that 

an excess of carbonate may be employed in the catholyte and the 

excess in the anolyte in a reduced conventional manner Instead 

of providing a deficiency and making up the difference accord­

ing to Jackson et al. Each method is an obvious one for the 

control of the bioarbonate concentration of the anolyte.

The conversion of bicarbonate to carbonate, by adding of 

an alkali is a well known expedient and as described by the pat­

ent to Rosenstein, page 2, lines 3 to 6.

Claims 1 to 19 are rejected as being substantially met by

PNYC00008509

N11455.02
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the patent to Sperry. The patentee controls the acidity of the 

anolyte and it is obvious that this may be accomplished by the 

addition of alkali. Excess bicarbonate is merely a question of 

excess acidity.

After consideration of the disclosure herein and the above- 

cited art, it is hold that no more than five cj.»xms neces­

sary to cover the patentable novelty. Since that number is ex­

ceeded herein, all the claims are rejected for undue multiplicity. 

Ex parte Schwartz 1935 C.D. 23.

Applicant may response to this rejection in one of three ways: 

(a) cancel all but the number set; (b) select for further prose­

cution a number not exceeding that set, without cancelling the re­

maining ones, or (c) point out how a larger number is not unduly 

multiplied. If applicant elects (c) a final rejection on the 

ground of undue multiplicity may follow, if his showing is not 

persuasive. If applicant eleots (b) the remaining claims may 

then be retained during prosecution before Primary Examiner of 

the selected claims; but before appeal from the rejection of the 

entire set of claims can be prosecuted, the applicant must point 

out wherein the entire number is free from multiplicity.

EXAMINER.

P*yC000085l0


