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¢ Iﬁéﬁ enocl sih§‘the action of the examiner on No, 437910,
©1 whilch we just ege %ed. I cannot tell from the wordlng used by
,/'}'thp examiner wiether or not there 1s any hope in this epplication.
' Howevér, he at: least does not make it final as he did with the
/i, formér dne. Pe#hagéathis means that something will be allowed.
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1 In gny case I hive made some notes on the margins which may be
! helpful ‘to youy I would appreciate very mich your opinion as to
! whak to'do with this application. .

! . With reapect to the application concerning the liquid systems,
at the moment/I mast admit that 1ts value does not seq%very great.
Howover, 1t appears to me from what liptle experience 1 have had
with these things that it is very difflcult té tell precisely what:
polnt in e phtent application will provide the controlling lactors.
Therefore 1 would suggest that you welghtthe cost to yourself ageinst
the possible) accrued value that this may have and decide whether to
pursne 1t ary further. | .

/' Howevepr, the other two applications, mmmely 417732 and 437916,
gre important, and no possible claim which might be ellowel should
‘be neglected. As I sald In my earlier letter 1t appears to me that
the oxaminer reporting on 417732 has completely ignored our argu-
ments whereas the one reporting on 437916 has done only & little
better. HNeltheér one of them seems to have any fundasmental knowledge
of chenistry. 'However, this does not nltlgate our circunctance enmy.
Tt anpcars that 437916 may have o number of allowable clalms and 1f
we can et them I suspect that they will probtect our Interests In
the rntter falfrly adequately, .

Very truly yoursquASSFICATION CANCELLED OR

cwanaen 10 Laclocared.

encl. M. Calvin
me/ jd

P.8. I have just recelved word that our contract will DLe
terninsted as of Augnst 31. The navy a8 you know has one unlt in
operatlon but hes given no definitive report as to whether 1t wants
more. If such information is forthcoming I shall transmit &t to
you immedlately.
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I am also enclosing a copy of the letter I recelived from
Rushton, which states the case fairly completely. There is nme
question which has arisen in my mind and which you could perhs
advise us on. When we ha longer have officlal comnectlons wit
the NDRC presumably we will have no official call on information
relating to the uses to which the navy may put the present unit,
hence changes may take place which we should lmow about but which
we will be unable to discover through the channels previously
used, namely, the commlttee of the NDRD, headed by E., P. Stevenson
who is also president of the Arthur D. LTittle Company, which bullt
the unit now in use in the navy. We have reason to belleve that
the Arthur D. Little Company will not be partlcularly anxious to
cooporate with us with respect to this information., I am therefore
wondering 1t it might not be possible or at least adviseble to
make & direct contact with the navy and so be Independent of the
manner in which the interests of the Arthur D. Little Company
influence the decisions of lMr. Stevenson as a member of the NDRC.
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