Here are some comments on some of issues in my document.

Patent:

Ben Ware’s agreement not to change claims satisfies my concerns as to this patent handicapping my future work. I have one concern re US Patent Office. Namely the patent as filed is in my opinion defective in both inventors, discussion of prior art and technical content. I signed statement that inter alia said that all was OK, because Syracuse (through their Boston lawyer) said they would address these issues, which I documented in email to SU lawyer before I signed. Now we have a filed patent without modifications that I believe to be wrong although I signed a statement that patent was OK. Is this a problem?

List of software

Items 1) through 3): WebWisdom.com can have all this although we have the usual problem that SU—WW.com license doesn’t obviously allow WW.com to sell. I think WW.com—SU license should be modified to clarify this

Item 4: As 1) through 3) except I need to deliver to funding agency who paid for it. WW.com took only copy. I asked that this license be non-exclusive but negotiations have gone on too long and it is no longer useful to me except as a source of ideas

Items 5) through 12): I think Ben Ware can agree with me without annoying WW.com. Note ironically this is actually software clearly covered by current license agreement and maybe that is another reason to change license.

Item 13): WW.com wants this software and I have no problem in them doing what they like with it. However it has a lot of great ideas in it and I care about them as I did all this personally. Thus I can re-use ideas very effectively in new technology. The current software was never used seriously by anybody as “research and not production”. So I only want ideas, which I wish to modify and re-implement in new software.

SU-WW.com License

1) I think this must effectively be modified, as it doesn’t even obviously allow WW.com to market its current technology as no derivative software after March 98 discussed. 

2) I do believe that the intention was to give an ongoing license to NPAC (my research group) products to WW.com while maintaining an active research effort separate from WW.com (as I think federal grants which funded work surely requires)

3) I have a minor interest in getting any appropriate share of royalties if WW.com lucks out and makes a few billion dollars selling stuff I did

4) I have a very major interest in protecting my ideas for future research and commercialization independent of WW.com. I need NONE of the software in controversial categories. I do need ideas behind software

As Ben Ware seems willing to “effectively” change license, the only question is if WW.com needs to be involved. My concern is that WW.com will sue me personally and so avoid any agreement between SU and FSU. This would not be possible if SU involved WW.com in changing license.

