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November 20, 1989

Robert E. Archibald, Esquire
Patent Counsel
The Johns Hopkins University
7-152/ CLL
Applied Physics Laboratory
Johns Hopkins Road
Laurel, Maryland 20707

Dear Bob:

As we agreed, I am enclosing copies of the USET and University of Oregon
evaluation forms. As I noted, the USET form is a distilled version of the Oregon
form. The USET form was intended to be used to rapidly dispose of invention
disclosures while creating objective reasons for disposal that could be communicated
to the inventor.

I could not locate the description of terms that accompanied the Oregon form
enclosed. If you find the Oregon form of interest, I probably could locate the
description of terms. However, as I noted at the meeting, I personally think that the
Oregon form is too complex for use in the university environment. Of course, that was
the reason for creating the USET substitute.

Sincerely,

Norman J. Latker
Vice President
Legal and Technology Affairs
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