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A C T I O N : I ntroduced by Mr. Tydings. 

REVISION O P FEES PAYABLE T O , 
COMMISSIONER O P P A T E N T S 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr . Pres idenk - lJ t l r 
' . t raduce, for appropr i a t e reference, a bill 

to revise t h e schedule o f Fees payaEle to 
t h e Commissioner of P a t e n t s in connec
t ion wi th p a t e n t a n d t r a d e m a r k m a t t e r s . 

Th i s bill is endorsed bo th by t h e 
Amer ican B a r Association a n d t h e 
Amer ican P a t e n t Law Association. I t s 
objective is substant ia l ly to increase t h e 
revenue of t h e P a t e n t Office t o t h e po in t 
where a reasonable propor t ion of t h e 
costs of opera t ion of t h a t office will be 
pa id by those who direct ly employ its 
services. A fu r the r purpose of t h e bill 
is to obta in t h e desired increased rev
enue immediate ly , w i thou t causing m a 
ter ia l changes in t h e p a t e n t system, 
pending t he s tudy of t h a t sys tem now 
being u n d e r t a k e n by t h e P a t e n t s , T r a d e 
m a r k s , a n d Copyr ights Subcommi t tee of 
t h e Jud ic ia ry Commit tee , u n d e r t he able 
leadership of Sena to r MCCLELLAN. F u r 
the r , t he bill is in tended to provide th i s 

i added revenue wi th as l i t t le a d m i n i s t r a 
tive complexity a n d expense as possible. 

T h e mos t s t r ik ing difference between 
th i s bill a n d t h e bill d raf ted by t h e P a t 
en t Office a n d in t roduced a t a d m i n i s t r a 
t ion reques t by S e n a t o r MCCLELLAN, S. 
730, is t h a t th i s bill would avoid t h e 
adopt ion of t h e controvers ia l m a i n t e 
n a n c e fee system by which t h e lives of 
t h e major i ty of U.S. p a t e n t s would be 
mater ia l ly shor tened . Moreover, since 
th i s bill would no t depend upon collec
t ion of m a i n t e n a n c e fees a n u m b e r of 
yea r s hence, i t would produce more rev
enue immediat ley . 

I do no t purpor t to be a n exper t i n 
p a t e n t m a t t e r s , a n d do n o t now t a k e 
sides between t h e p roponen t s of t h e 
m a i n t e n a n c e fee system a n d t h e p r o 
ponen t s of t h e fixed fee system. My 
invest igat ion of th i s m a t t e r convinces 
me , however, t h a t th i s bill h a s t h e sup 
po r t of a significant s egmen t of our p a t 
en t ba r . I t should, in my judgmen t , be 
considered a long wi th t h e a d m i n i s t r a 
t ion proposal embodied in S. 730. 

I would hope t h a t th i s bill would r e 
ceive considerat ion, a long wi th t h e bill 
in t roduced by t h e Sena to r f rom Ar 
k a n s a s [Mr. MCCLELLAN] a t t h e hea r ings 
recent ly a nnounced by Sena to r M c -
C I E L L A N ' S subcommit tee for M a r c h 3. 

T h e VICE P R E S I D E N T . T h e bill will 
be received a n d appropr ia te ly referred. 

T h e bilLCS—I22B),to fix ce r t a in fees 
payable to t h e P a t e n t Office, a n d for 
o the r purposes, in t roduced by Mr . T Y D 
INGS, by request , was received, r e ad twice 
by i ts t i t le , a n d refer red t o t h e Com
mi t t ee on t h e Judic ia ry . 

125 




