Intellectual Property and Patent Guide
Missouri University of Science and Technology Introduction
This guide provides comprehensive information about intellectual property disclosure, patent processes, and commercialization at Missouri University of Science and Technology (Missouri S&T). Drawing from the United States Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO) regulations and the University of Missouri System Collected Rules and Regulations (CRR 100.020), this document outlines the transparent and fair procedures designed to protect inventor rights while advancing innovation for the benefit of society.
Missouri S&T is committed to fostering innovation through a process that emphasizes:
· Transparent procedures and fairness
· Meaningful faculty input at every stage
· Accelerated and expedited commercialization pathways
· Dual-use focused technology development
· Cost-effective and efficient resource management

Understanding Patents and Intellectual Property
What is a Patent?
According to the USPTO, a patent is a government-granted right to exclude others from making, using, selling, or offering for sale the invention claimed in the patent[1]. In exchange for this exclusive right, the patent must completely disclose the claimed invention sufficiently to allow one skilled in the art to practice the invention [1].

Key Patent Characteristics
Scope of Coverage: The scope of a patent is defined by the claims in the patent, supported by the specification, written description, and drawings[1]. Patent claims are numbered paragraphs drafted by patent attorneys with input from inventors, which provide the legal definition of the protectable invention [1].
Rights Conferred: A patent provides the right to exclude others from practicing the invention but does not necessarily provide the holder any affirmative right to practice a technology, as it may fall under a broader patent owned by others [1].
Types of Patents Available in the United States
According to the USPTO, three types of patents are available [1]:
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· Utility Patents - May be directed to useful processes, machines, compositions of matter, articles, computer programs, and methods including methods of making compositions, methods of making articles, and even methods of doing business
· Plant Patents - Cover asexually reproduced varieties of new plants other than tuber-propagated plants or plants found in an uncultivated state
· Design Patents - Cover the visual ornamental characteristics embodied in an article of manufacture
Patent Standards and Requirements
To receive a patent from the USPTO, an invention must meet two fundamental criteria [1]:
1. Novelty - The invention has never been done before
2. Non-obviousness - It would not have been obvious to modify or combine what is already known to arrive at the invention
The USPTO searches and reviews prior art to assess novelty and non-obviousness [1]. Filing an application does not guarantee that a patent will be issued, as inventions found to be either not novel or obvious will not receive patent protection [1].
Understanding Prior Art
Prior art generally includes anything that prior researchers in the field have made or disclosed in the past [1]. This may include:
· Printed publications, conference handouts, abstracts, books, newspaper articles
· Orally presented material, such as discussions at conferences
· Disclosures to competitors or certain colleagues
· Other public statements
Critical Timing Consideration: An inventor may create prior art thereby jeopardizing patent rights by publicly disclosing an invention prior to filing a patent application [1]. U.S. patent law generally allows twelve months from such disclosure to file a utility application (six months for design applications) [1]. However, many foreign countries do not allow any public disclosure prior to filing, meaning researchers may be barred from obtaining international patent protection if the invention was publicly disclosed before filing [1].
University of Missouri System Patent Regulations
Purpose and Application
The University of Missouri Board of Curators adopted patent and invention regulations (CRR 100.020) to [2]:
· Secure for the people of Missouri and the United States the full benefits of research performed at the University
· Establish the rights and obligations of employees and students with respect to inventions

· Establish a uniform process for equitable determination of rights
· Provide for a Patent Committee to assist with policy and dispute resolution
· Encourage and recognize individual and cooperative achievement in research
· Provide and support technology transfer offices
These regulations constitute a term and condition of employment for all University employees and a term and condition of enrollment for all students [2].
Key Definitions
Invention: Any invention, design, process, machine, manufacture, composition of matter, tangible research materials (e.g., cell lines, virus isolates, antibodies, prototype devices), whether or not patentable, together with any associated or supporting technology, data, know-how, or show-how necessary or useful for the protection, development, or application of the same, and includes all patents derived therefrom [2].
Substantial Use of University Resources: More than incidental use of University resources, facilities, financing, or time. Examples include [2]:
· Use of funds from external or internal sponsors
· Use of University-owned intellectual property
· Use of University information not available to the public
· Use of University support staff
· Use of University research, clinical, production, laboratory, or specialized equipment without payment of equivalent third-party fees
· Reduction in levels of teaching, service, or other typical activities
Substantial Use does not typically include office supplies, computers, telephones, utilities, minimal administrative/clerical support, or library use similar to external scholars [2].
Ownership of Inventions
Employee Inventions
The University owns inventions developed within the general scope of an employee's duties, defined as either [2]:
1. Whenever the employee's duties include research or investigation, and the invention arose in the course of such research and is relevant to the employee's general field of inquiry; OR
2. Whenever the invention was made or developed through Substantial Use of University Resources
Employees irrevocably assign to the University all rights, title, and interest in inventions made within the general scope of their duties [2]. The University may require employees to sign written assignments or acknowledgments as a condition of hiring or continued employment [2].
Inventions Made Outside the Scope of Duties
Employees are entitled to all rights resulting from inventions made outside the general scope of University duties as defined above [2]. For example, subject to Conflict of Interest Policy compliance, the University has no rights to inventions developed during consulting activities for third parties that do not involve Substantial Use of University Resources [2].

Student Inventions
In general, students own any invention made during their enrollment and are not required to assign ownership to the University [2]. However, this general rule does not apply when:
· The student meets the definition of "Employee" (e.g., receiving compensation for research duties as a graduate research assistant or graduate teaching assistant)
· The invention was developed in the course of the student-employee's service to the University
Examples of student-owned inventions include those developed as part of class projects, University-approved competitions, or extracurricular activities using only resources generally available to all students [2].
Revenue Sharing
When the University owns an invention and generates revenue from its commercialization, Net Proceeds are distributed as follows [2]:

	Recipient
	Share
	Details

	Inventor(s)
	33.3%
	Multiple inventors allocate via written agreement
(equal distribution if no agreement)

	Campus
	66.7%
	Restricted to research and education purposes
(from invention's origin campus)



Table 1: Revenue Distribution from Intellectual Property
Net Proceeds are defined as Gross Proceeds minus University expenses including [2]:
· Costs related to evaluation, licensing, and protection of the invention
· Patent and legal fees paid to government agencies and outside counsel
· Payments to joint owners or external sponsors
· Costs for investigating, defending, or enforcing claims
Gross Proceeds include money received from sales, assignments, licenses, options, royalties, milestone payments, and infringement recoveries [2]. Equity or convertible notes are not considered Gross Proceeds until liquidated, except in cases of readily liquidable equity (e.g., IPO) [2].
The New Intellectual Property Disclosure Process
Missouri S&T has implemented an enhanced IP disclosure process that integrates transparency, faculty input, accelerated commercialization, and cost efficiency. This process ensures that inventors remain at the center of decision-making while leveraging institutional expertise and resources.
Key Features of the New Process
The new IP disclosure process offers several improved features [3]:

· Transparent Faculty Input - Faculty participation through Faculty Senate nominations and structured review groups
· Accelerated Timeline - Invention disclosure acknowledged within 48 hours; initial meeting within 2 weeks
· Expedited Commercialization - Clear pathways for licensing, consortiums, and startup formation
· Dual-Use Focused - Emphasis on both commercial and societal benefit applications
· Cost Effective and Efficient - Strategic use of provisional patents and early commercialization exploration
Timeline Overview
The new process follows a clearly defined timeline [3]:

	Milestone
	Timeline

	Disclosure Acknowledgment
	Within 48 hours (2 Business Days)

	Initial Meeting
	Within 2 weeks

	Prior Art & Conflict Check
	2-4 weeks

	Commercialization Analysis
	4-6 weeks

	Faculty Provisional Group Decision
	6-8 weeks

	Provisional/PCT Patent Filing
	If approved

	Commercialization Exploration
	6~9 months after provisional

	Faculty Non-Provisional Group Decision
	9~10 months after provisional


Table 2: IP Disclosure Process Timeline

Stage 1: Invention Disclosure Submission
When an inventor submits an invention disclosure, the Technology Transfer and Economic Development (TTED) office acknowledges receipt within 48 hours and schedules an initial meeting within 2 weeks [3].
Required Information: According to CRR 100.020, the Invention Disclosure Form should be made as promptly as possible, considering factors such as possible publication, public use, or sale [2]. The form is treated as confidential and may include confirmatory assignment language and inventor share allocation [2].

Stage 2: Prior Art and Conflict Check
The TTED office conducts a thorough prior art search and conflict check to assess [3]:
· Novelty of the invention relative to existing patents and publications
· Potential ownership conflicts or third-party rights
· Initial patentability assessment

Decision Point: If prior art reveals the invention is not novel or has significant patentability concerns, the process may not move forward. If the prior art check reveals no potential conflict, the process advances to commercialization analysis.
Stage 3: Commercialization Analysis
A comprehensive commercialization analysis evaluates [3]:
· Market potential and industry interest
· Potential pathways: licensing, consortium, or startup formation
· Competitive landscape
· Required resources and timeline for development
· Strategic alternative pathways
The analysis incorporates advanced tools including AI-powered platforms such as Tradespace AI to assess market opportunities, identify potential industries, and evaluate commercialization strategies [3].
Inventor Input: Inventors are recognized as the experts and provide critical input regarding [3]:
· Potential interested industries
· Any existing industry introductions or relationships
· Willingness to participate in the commercialization process
· Understanding that invention is part of the broader innovation process

Stage 4: Commercialization Pathway Determination
Based on the analysis, one of three primary pathways is recommended [3]:
1. Consortium License - Work with industry consortiums for broad technology adoption
2. Traditional License - Partner with TTED to identify and negotiate with licensees
3. Startup Formation - Pursue entrepreneurial path through I-Corps or early-stage accelerators

Stage 5: Faculty Provisional Group Review
The Faculty Provisional Group reviews the invention disclosure and commercialization recommendation to decide whether to move forward with a provisional patent application [3].
Composition: The Faculty Provisional Group includes faculty, ensuring transparent peer review [3]. Members may include:
· Faculty representatives from diverse departments
· Associate Deans with research expertise
· Technology transfer professionals
Decision Criteria: The group uses a simple and straightforward rubric to evaluate [3]:
· Technical merit and novelty
· Commercial potential

· Alignment with University mission
· Resource requirements and availability
· Likelihood of successful commercialization
Transparency: The rubric and decision process are clearly documented and communicated to inventors, ensuring fairness and consistency [3].
Stage 6: Provisional Patent Application
If the Faculty Provisional Group approves, a provisional patent application is filed [3]. According to the USPTO, a provisional patent application [1]:
· May be filed without some formalities required of non-provisional applications
· Is not examined by the USPTO
· Cannot issue as a patent directly
· Provides a filing date and allows use of "patent pending" designation
· Requires filing of a non-provisional application within 12 months to receive the provisional filing date benefit
Strategic Advantage: Filing a provisional application preserves patent rights while temporarily reducing costs and allowing time for commercialization exploration [3].
Stage 7: Commercialization Exploration (9 Months)
During the 9-month period following provisional filing, intensive commercialization activities occur [3]:

For Licensing Pathway
· Industry partner discovery and conversations
· Technical presentations to potential licensees
· Evaluation of licensing terms and conditions
· Assessment of market readiness

For Startup Pathway
· I-Corps Program - Principles of customer discovery, interviewing techniques, survey design, identifying value proposition
· Early-Stage Accelerator - Develop strategic alternative pathways, evaluate competitors, identify key milestones, assess market, develop timelines, analyze costs, identify and evaluate risks, summarize value creation, craft strategy
· Final Competition/Pitch - Present business case and secure funding or partnerships

Stage 8: Faculty Non-Provisional Group Review
At approximately 9 months after provisional filing, the inventor presents to the Faculty Non-Provisional Group to share engagement activities and licensing status [3].
Presentation Content: Inventors present evidence of [3]:

· Industry conversations and interest level
· Progress toward licensing or startup formation
· Market validation findings
· Technical refinements or additional developments
· Readiness for non-provisional patent filing
Decision: The Faculty Non-Provisional Group evaluates whether to proceed with filing a non-provisional patent application, considering the commercialization progress and potential [3].
Stage 9: Non-Provisional Patent Application
If approved, a non-provisional utility patent application is filed with the USPTO. According to USPTO requirements, a complete non-provisional application includes [4]:
1. Utility Patent Application Transmittal Form
2. Appropriate Fees
3. Application Data Sheet
4. Specification (including description, at least one claim, and abstract)
5. Drawings (when necessary)
6. Executed Oath or Declaration The specification must include [1]:
· Description of the background of the invention
· Brief description of the invention
· Detailed and enabling description of the invention
· Drawings when needed
· Brief description of the drawings
· Claims defining the invention

Patent Prosecution Process
After filing, the USPTO prosecution process begins [1]:
1. Application Review - USPTO reviews for completeness (24-36 months typical waiting period, up to 5+ years for software/Internet applications)
2. Examination - Patent examiner searches prior art databases and reviews for legal requirements
3. Office Actions - Examiner typically issues rejections; patent attorney, inventors, and TTED collectively work on responses
4. Inventor Input - Inventors often needed to confirm technical understanding and address prior art
5. Allowance - If examiner is persuaded, patent eventually issues (minimum 2-5 years from filing to issuance)
Foreign Patent Protection

Each country has its own patent laws, requiring separate patent filings [1]. However, under the Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT), an inventor can file a single international application to preserve rights in over 100 countries for up to 30 months [1].
Critical Difference: In foreign countries, public disclosure of an invention prior to filing a patent application results in loss of all patent rights [1]. In contrast, the United States provides a limited one-year grace period [1].
The University may file a PCT application because it [1]:
1. Delays expenses associated with individual country filings
2. Allows more time to assess commercial viability
3. Provides preliminary examination of patentability
Inventor Rights and Responsibilities
Disclosure Requirements
Every invention made by a University employee must be reported to the Technology Transfer Office in an Invention Disclosure Form, except when the employee has a reasonable belief that the invention was made clearly outside the general scope of duties [2].
Exceptions: Even if disclosure is not believed required, employees must [2]:
· Promptly notify the TTO whenever any patent application is filed naming the employee as inventor
· Provide the TTO with a complete copy of such patent application and patent office correspondence if requested
Timing: The Invention Disclosure Form should be made as promptly as possible, considering possible publication, public use, or sale and the necessity for protecting rights [2].
Prohibition on Independent Filing
University employees shall not file (or assist others in filing) any patent relating to an invention made within the general scope of University duties without prior written consent of the President or designee [2]. The University's consent to file does not constitute a waiver of ownership interest [2].
Laboratory Notebooks and Record-Keeping
To maintain good laboratory notebooks, researchers should [1]:
· Use permanent ink and consecutive pages
· Date all entries
· Identify subject matter
· Include and explain sketches, diagrams, photos
· Avoid erasures; make new entries rather than altering existing ones
· Have entries witnessed on a daily or weekly basis

· Provide proper storage
· Identify the project to which all data relate
· Note progress, completion, and successful testing
· Never tear or cut pages from notebooks
· Keep notebooks in a safe place when not in use
Laboratory notebooks help establish dates of conception, reduction to practice, and inventorship [1].

Request for Non-Assertion of University Rights
If an inventor reasonably believes an invention is not subject to University ownership (because it was made outside the general scope of duties), the inventor may request the University not assert ownership rights [2].
Process [2]:
1. Inventor submits written request to TTO with supporting documentation
2. TTO consults with Department Head and Dean, makes recommendation to President's designee
3. If decision is adverse, inventor may appeal to Patent Committee
4. Patent Committee provides findings and recommendations to President
5. Inventor may respond to Patent Committee findings
6. President makes final non-appealable determination
Burden of Proof: The inventor asserting the invention should not be subject to University ownership has the burden of showing this by clear and convincing evidence [2].
Required Documentation may include [2]:
· Summary of circumstances leading to conception, reduction to practice, and development
· Summary of individuals, facilities, equipment, materials, or resources used
· Listing of possible co-inventors and contact information
· Inventor's duties at the time of making the invention
· Whether conceived under internal or external funding
· Copy of any applicable patent application
· Whether third parties have co-ownership interest

Request for Waiver (Re-Assignment) of University Rights
If the University determines it will not pursue or maintain patents on an invention or will not pursue commercialization, the University may consider a written request by the inventor to waive/re-assign ownership interest [2].
Conditions for waiver may include [2]:
· University retains irrevocable, non-exclusive, perpetual, worldwide, royalty-free license for educational, research, and academic purposes
· Waiver complies with applicable law

· Waiver is subject to preexisting third-party rights
· Inventor assumes future expenses and costs related to patenting and commercialization
Multiple Inventors: Not all inventors need to agree to request waiver [2]. The University may waive/re-assign only an undivided interest to inventors making the request, retaining co-ownership by virtue of inventors who have not agreed [2].
Inventor Cooperation Requirements
Inventors must cooperate with the University in filing, prosecuting, and maintaining patents [2]. This includes:
· Reviewing patent applications before filing
· Answering questions about inventorship
· Signing inventor declarations and confirmatory assignments
· Providing technical expertise during prosecution
· Confirming patent attorney's understanding of technical aspects and prior art
Failure to cooperate may result in loss of inventor share of revenues and potential sanctions [2].
Patent Costs and Maintenance
Filing and Prosecution Costs
According to University data [1]:
· Filing a regular U.S. patent application: $10,000 or more
· Obtaining an issued patent (prosecution): Additional $10,000 to $15,000
· Filing and obtaining issued patents in foreign countries: $20,000 or more per country

Maintenance Fees
Once a utility patent is issued, it is enforceable for 20 years from the initial filing date [1]. The USPTO requires payment of maintenance fees at 4, 8, and 12 years from issuance [1].
University Investment Strategy
The University carefully reviews patentability and commercial potential before investing in the patent process [1]. While the University prefers to have a licensee in place before incurring costs, it often must accept the risk of filing before a licensee is identified [1].
Once University rights are licensed, the licensee generally pays patenting expenses [1]. The TTO may decline further patent prosecution after a reasonable period (often 1-2 years) of attempting to identify a licensee or if reasonable patent coverage cannot be obtained [1].
Roles and Responsibilities

Technology Transfer and Economic Development Office (TTED)
The TTED office manages day-to-day technology transfer activities and [1][2]:
· Receives and acknowledges invention disclosures
· Conducts prior art searches and commercialization analysis
· Contracts with patent attorneys for protection
· Works with inventors and patent attorneys in drafting applications
· Identifies potential licensees and negotiates agreements
· Manages patent prosecution and maintenance
· Administers revenue distribution
· Makes recommendations on protection and commercialization strategy

Patent Committee
The Patent Committee assists the University with policy recommendations and operates as a mechanism to advise on resolving disputes [2]. Functions include:
· Prescribing form and manner of Invention Disclosure Forms
· Reviewing appeals of ownership determinations
· Reviewing appeals of waiver/re-assignment decisions
· Conducting independent investigations when appropriate
· Providing findings and recommendations to the President
· Addressing inventorship disputes

Patent Attorneys
Patent attorneys or patent agents (non-attorneys with science education licensed by the USPTO) draft patent applications [1]. The patent attorney:
· Meets with inventors to understand the invention
· Conducts additional prior art research
· Drafts patent application specifications and claims
· Asks inventors to review applications before filing
· Asks questions about inventorship
· Prosecutes applications by responding to USPTO office actions
· Works with inventors and TTED throughout the process

Inventors
Inventors are central to the process and [3]:

· Submit timely invention disclosures
· Provide technical expertise to patent attorneys
· Review patent applications for accuracy
· Assist in responding to USPTO office actions
· Participate in commercialization efforts
· Present to Faculty Review Groups
· Maintain accurate laboratory notebooks
· Comply with University policies and cooperation requirements
The new process recognizes that inventors are the experts and values their input regarding potential industries, existing relationships, and willingness to participate in commercialization [3].
Faculty Review Groups
Faculty Provisional Group: Reviews invention disclosures and commercialization recommendations to decide whether to file provisional patent applications [3]. Members nominated by Faculty Senate ensure transparent peer review.
Faculty Non-Provisional Group: Reviews commercialization progress and licensing status at approximately 9 months after provisional filing to decide whether to proceed with non-provisional patent applications [3].
Both groups use transparent rubrics and clearly documented decision processes to ensure fairness and consistency [3].
Commercialization Pathways
Traditional Licensing
The University licenses inventions to companies that have the resources and expertise to develop and commercialize the technology [1]. Licensing provides:
· Access to industry expertise and manufacturing capabilities
· Revenue through license fees, royalties, and milestone payments
· Broader market reach and distribution
· Protection of commercial partner's investment through patent rights
Patent protection is often a requirement of potential commercialization partners because it protects their sizable investment required to bring technology to market [1].
Consortium Licensing
For technologies with broad applicability across multiple industries, consortium licensing allows [3]:
· Participation by multiple companies or organizations
· Shared development costs and risks
· Broader technology adoption and standardization

· Collaborative refinement and improvement

Startup Formation
Inventors may choose to form startup companies to commercialize their inventions [3]. The University supports this pathway through:
I- Corps (Innovation Corps) [3]:
· Principles of customer discovery
· Interviewing techniques and survey design
· Identifying value propositions
· Lean startup methodology
Early-Stage Accelerators [3]:
· Strategic alternative pathway development
· Competitor evaluation
· Key milestone identification
· Market assessment
· Timeline and cost analysis
· Risk identification and evaluation
· Value creation summarization
· Strategy crafting and final competition

Dual-Use Focus
The new process emphasizes dual-use applications, recognizing that technologies often have both commercial and governmental/defense applications [3]. This approach:
· Maximizes societal benefit
· Increases commercialization opportunities
· Aligns with federal technology transfer priorities
· Enhances funding opportunities through SBIR/STTR programs
Transparency and Fairness in the Process
Transparent Decision-Making
The new IP disclosure process embeds transparency at every level [3]:
1. Clear Timeline - Specific timeframes for each stage communicated upfront
2. Written Rubrics - Simple, straightforward criteria for Faculty Group decisions
3. Faculty Senate Involvement - Faculty-nominated representatives ensure peer oversight

4. Regular Communication - 48-hour acknowledgment, 2-week meeting schedule
5. Documented Processes - All procedures clearly documented and accessible

Fair Treatment of Inventors
Fairness principles integrated throughout [3]:
· Inventor as Expert - Recognition that inventors possess critical knowledge about their inventions
· Inventor Input - Meaningful opportunities to provide input on commercialization strategy
· Revenue Sharing - Clear 33.3% inventor share of Net Proceeds
· Appeal Rights - Structured appeal process through Patent Committee to President
· Ownership Clarity - Transparent process for ownership determinations
· Waiver Opportunities - Ability to request re-assignment if University declines to pursue

Protection of Inventor Rights
Multiple safeguards protect inventor rights [2][3]:
1. Confidential Treatment - Invention disclosure forms treated as confidential
2. Non-Assertion Requests - Process to challenge University ownership claims
3. Burden on University - In disputes, clear standards and burden of proof requirements
4. Faculty Peer Review - Faculty-nominated groups provide checks on administrative decisions
5. Right to Present Evidence - Opportunity to appear before Patent Committee
6. Presidential Review - Final determination by President ensures high-level consideration

Accountability and Oversight
The process includes multiple accountability mechanisms [2][3]:
· Board of Curators oversight of policies
· Presidential approval of major decisions
· Patent Committee independent review
· Faculty Senate nomination of review group members
· Regular reporting of outcomes and metrics
· Compliance with federal regulations (Bayh-Dole Act)
· Adherence to Conflict of Interest policies
Integration of Values: Transparency, Faculty Input, Acceleration, Commercialization Focus, and Cost Efficacy

The new IP disclosure process achieves integration of five core values [3]:

1. Transparency
· Clear, documented processes and timelines
· Transparent rubrics for decision-making
· Regular communication with inventors
· Accessible information about patent procedures and costs

2. Faculty Input
· Faculty Senate nominations to provisional and non-provisional review groups
· Associate Deans participation
· Peer review by faculty with relevant expertise
· Faculty governance principles applied to IP decisions

3. Acceleration
· 48-hour disclosure acknowledgment
· 2-week initial meeting
· Strategic use of provisional patents to accelerate filing
· Earlier USPTO filing dates through prompt action
· Parallel commercialization exploration during provisional period

4. Commercialization Focus
· Emphasis on licensing and startup formation outcomes
· Industry engagement and conversation enabled early
· Multiple pathway options (consortium, license, startup)
· Recognition that real value lies in commercialization, not just issued patents
· Partnership with TTED to create win-win-win for inventor, University, and society

5. Cost Efficacy
· Good stewardship of IP budget and University financial resources
· Strategic use of provisional patents to defer costs while preserving rights
· 9-month commercialization exploration before non-provisional filing commitment
· Focus on inventions with demonstrated commercial potential
· Efficient use of external legal counsel

Resources and Information

USPTO Resources
For additional information about patents and the patent process [1]:
· USPTO Website: https://www.uspto.gov
· Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR): https://portal.uspto.gov/pair/PublicPair
· Patent Full-Text and Image Database: https://patft.uspto.gov
· Google Patents: https://www.google.com/?tbm=pts
· International Patent Search (WIPO): https://patentscope.wipo.int

University of Missouri System Resources
· Collected Rules and Regulations Section 100.020 (Invention and Patent Regulations)
· Collected Rules and Regulations Section 100.030 (Copyright Regulations)
· Technology Transfer and Economic Development Office
· Office of Research and Economic Development
· Conflict of Interest Committee (CRR 330.015)

Missouri S&T Contacts
For questions about the IP disclosure process or to submit an invention disclosure, contact:
Technology Transfer and Economic Development (TTED)
Missouri University of Science and Technology Technology Development Center
900 Innovation Drive, Suite 145, Rolla, MO 65409 jerry.martin@mst.edu | 914-481-7120 | ecodevo.mst.edu/


Rolla, Missouri 65409

Key Contacts for Standard Form Contracts
According to Missouri S&T guidelines, specific administrators have approval authority for different types of IP agreements [5]:
· Assignment of University-owned intellectual property: Chancellor Mohammad Dehghani
· Commercial license of University-owned intellectual property: Chancellor Mohammad Dehghani
· Allocation of IP rights agreements related to SBIR/STTR: Dr. Kamal H. Khayat
· Assignment of IP from employees, students, or third parties to University: Designated administrators
Conclusion
The intellectual property disclosure process at Missouri S&T represents a commitment to transparency, fairness, and efficient commercialization of innovations. By integrating clear procedures drawn from

USPTO regulations and University of Missouri System Collected Rules and Regulations, the process protects both inventor rights and institutional interests while maximizing societal benefit.
Key principles underlying the process include:
· Recognition that inventors are experts and partners in commercialization
· Transparent decision-making with clear rubrics and timelines
· Meaningful faculty input through peer review
· Acceleration of patent filing and commercialization timelines
· Focus on licensing, consortium, and startup pathways that deliver real-world impact
· Cost-effective stewardship of resources
· Fair treatment including revenue sharing and appeal rights
The process celebrates not only issued patents but, more importantly, the commercialization outcomes that benefit inventors, the University, and society. Through partnership with TTED and engagement of faculty expertise, Missouri S&T continues to advance its mission of innovation and technology transfer.
Whether you are submitting your first invention disclosure or are experienced in the patent process, this guide provides the framework for understanding your rights, responsibilities, and opportunities. The transparent and fair procedures ensure that every inventor receives appropriate consideration and support in bringing innovations from concept to commercialization.
For assistance at any stage of the process, please contact the Technology Transfer and Economic Development office. Together, we can advance innovation that benefits Missouri, the nation, and the world.
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