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Who is Ir Dr Alfred Tan

o Head of Knowledge Transfer Office, Hong Kong Baptist University

o Ir. Dr. Tan Is an entrepreneur, an |IP attorney, an engineer, a research
scientist, an inventor and a university senior administrator all rolled in one.
He started his career in academia before embarking to successfully lead his
own technology start-up. Ir. Dr. Tan has a number of patents to his name.
He then returned to academia to further his career as a well-published
Professor In engineering and technology, both in Hong Kong and Australia.
Ir. Dr. Tan is a Senior Member of IEEE and a Member of Engineers Australia.
He Is also a registered Australian Trade Marks attorney and an often-

referenced patent consultant. Ir. Dr. Tan Is also a Certified Patent Valuation
Analyst and consults for venture capital firms.
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is Essential B " s - — - - . — B - . oy o - " This chart is a classroom aid for Defense Acquisition University students. It provides a notional illustration of interfaces among three major
Following the Materiel Development Decision, the Milestone Decision Authority may authorize entry into the acquisition process at any point, consistent with phase-specific entrance criteria and statutory requirements duclalon upport éyatome sad fo develop, produce andiald a weapan system for national detanse. Dafaras scqulélfion s 8 complex process
i y more activities than shown here and many that cannot be ona chart.

information is on back of this chart. For more information, see the Defense Acquisition Portal (http://dap.dau.mil).
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“It is never what you want to said but it is always what you

want your audience to understand and remember.”




“It is never what you want to sa but it Is always what you

want your audience to understand and remember.”
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Thank you

Questions?




