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you, me and Ken in which we can discuss it.

A. Right.

Q. So was that statement on your part in this
letter precipitated by some specific discussion with

Mr. Bernstein?

A. I don't recall.
. . . . Complete per
Q. Did you ever have a discussion with _gﬁﬁﬁjjgfw
, Lo opinion by
Mr. Bernstein about Proskauer Rose providing an Proskauer Patent
Counsel
opinion with regard to the patentability of any of

these processes?

A. No.

Q. What was the process that was being
discussed or was mentioned in your letter or reference
to Eliot?

MR. TRIGGS: Object to form.

Q. Let me rephrase it. What process were you
referring to in your letter?

A. We were referring to Eliot's technology.
Whatever that technology was.

Q. OCkay. Well, let's go back to that, to the
technology issue, because I think you had provided a

little testimony about that before, saying it was a

portal?
A. Right.
Q. Okay. Was there anything more specific on
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