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NE~r.INQ..0il PATENT.J:.OL1C'(
January 19, 1918

Old Executive Office Building, 11:00 a.m.

ATTEl:lDING FOR THE GOVERNt·lENT: Robcrt Ualson, Assistant Director
---ror Ci.\'ll R:tght.s and Jus tfce for the Domestic rolicy Staff;

Richard Hartke, OSTP.

ATTEl'iDING FOR IlIGIIJ~R EDUCATION: Presidents Robert L. Sproull,
Arthur G. ~n8.n;en,-C .. pe.ter HaGrath, Frank L .. Hereford; Hilton
CoJ,.dherg) eOGn; Sheldon Steinbach, ACE; HOHard Brenuaer, Universi­
ty of lnsconsin; Nevton Cattell, /lAD.'

ny Hard. 1, 1978, Hr. Nalson will have a paper for the President
that evaluates the follo<dng' policy options:

1. retnfn thc: current status lJllich incllH.1es 22 different patent
polic:i.es in the various feder.ftl agencies

2. mtpport the Thornton bi.ll Hhi.eh ,",ould, in effect, vest patent
rights \~!:i.th the cont.rl1.ctor

3. retain t:itle-in-th~-goverq.mentor defer dr2tcrminnt:i.on until
discoveries are made ,

Hr. 14alson helicv(~s that unless there is a s:i.t~pif:tc[liit problem
tvith lh8 status quo,. there nhould be no chango. Hr. JInrtke report(;~d

thntmDst federal agencic,::; support the. Thornton legislation.

rrhc~ foJ.lo·',·lln~~ poInts Her.e made by the highC".rc.due.a.t:lon reprcse.nto.-t:i.ves:

1. The igSll~! of technolo8Y transfer :ts th.2: prim.Try concern.
ltoyalt:i.cr.-: r;cnt~ratcd are incident!11 to di!"·;coverie.n nnd cITe
used to support the. unlv(;rslty resoRrch effort.

2. Titl(>-in-·,go~."ernl:lentresults in no tc~c.hl101ogy trnl1Dfcr. It
if> Hot a xero stun gnme: If-if the contr.nc:tors cnUl10t issue
l:i.ccn.;:;(~[:, tl1e feclc~ral ~ovcrml!t~nt ,·;d.ll" ; the record ShOHS
that :1.[ tIll' contractors do not do :i.t, no one 11111.
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NEE'UNG ON PNn:NT POLICY----_. --_.,.--

3. Ili-gher'edueation "'ould rather retain exi"ti-ug federal
policies tlWil Vl~;;:>t p.:1tC'nt rights in the govc.rnrr:.cnt or
establish n policy of deferred deu~tm:i.nat:i.oIl.

ll. BCTIcficirn:ies of a title-in':"'governlll(~nt policy 'Nill be
foreign gover~ments and/or foreign companies.

5. Patent'pol:lcy ts an issue that docs not divide higher
educ'c!tion; there is unan:lmous support fo)~ a policy that
vests title with the contractor.

6. Higher, educa tion, tn addition to ,federal pn tent policy,
is. concerned about the implications of thel~reed01~ 0'£
Information Aet, Government in the Sunshine Act and the
Federal AdVisory Committee Act for the intellectual
property rights of university researchers.

The higher education position ",as summarized as preference for
the ThoYnton bill) opposi tion to ti tle.-in",-gove.rnmeut and,
finally, 'a preference' for the status quu over a title policy.

','

TI", fcdernl representatives requested a paper, that ,",ould outline
thQ position bfhigh(~r education on patent: rights. The paper
should include reasons for higher education support of title-in­
the--contr<'H:toi: policy. The paper should include a discussion of
n<ltionaJ. defense issues, as they pertain to P(1tE~.I1t polie.y and)
finally, thepnpcr should address (lisclo8ur(~ required under
}'OIi\ and other federal legislation.

ee: Dr,' ThoInas, A. Bartlett"....,~•
])r.\.:' John e. Cr,(>1;·yJey ~-o.i'()Jf)

}lr. ,Hob,'r t Durkee ---- "fir?'; j)()3
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