Yetanothercallfor | -
| more spendingonR&D | o

Changes in federal funding strategy, an |- e
“enlightened” palent policy, and in- _ i f
CreAsed RovETnienL procurement have |- . R

been backed hy witnesses at House hear-

s

; ings ot “R&I and the Economy'’ as ways
------- : of stimulating R&D in the private Sector T
~Ard-thistnereased-RETT would 1o tarn | : T ;
benefit the (.5, economy. Several days of _ _ . T 4
hearings on this issue were concluded | |- : T e
eartier this month by the House Sub-
commitiee on Domestic & International
Scientific Planning & Analysis, which is
chaired by Rep. Ray Thornton (D.-Arlk.)
and oversees scientific planning and
analysis in the niondefense sector. .
William N, Hubbard Jr., M.ID,, presi-
| dent of Upjohn Co., believes that future
\ government strafegies should involve _ ", C:
t-compenies that are not row investing in | . . S
. R&D azd also sf: swuld enhzonce the efforts ' i S
of those companies that are already in- |,
vesting intensively in R&D. An example, ||
, o he says, is the chemicals and allied prod- | -
J R ucts industry, which spent $1.87 billion of |
: - -§ its own money on R&D in 1973. This |}
. : compares with $1.11 billion for the air- | | . : .
- - craft and missiles industry, and $2.65 l o '
1 -
|

billion for electrical and communications.
And yet, he adds, the chemicals and aliled
products industry received the least help
from federal scurces. Only 10% of its R&D
funds were from the government, com-
pared with 78% for aircraft and missiles, | !
50% for electrical and communications.
Further, Hubbard helicves that {aderal
governmental policies should enhance
i industrial R&D on problems'that are of
' great importance to developing nations
but that would ctherwise be neglected o
. because they are not economically at-
. tractive. This would create job oppertu-
nities for young scientists, #the most im-
T portant single resource for science.” i
* The government also should concen-
/ trate on improving the antitrust laws, | - .
-+ Hubbard poeson to oy Taktbiting esop- =™
- erative research by companies would,
among othet things, lead to unnecessary
duplication of efforts. And he belisves
that the tax laws should be changed so
that R&D would be treated as an invest- | : _
ment and not as an expense. R&D, he | —
explains, never resuits in any tec hnolotfy, ’
much less technology that has-a market.
. ¢ Dr. Jordon Lewis, director of the Ex-
. : " perimental Technoiocry Incentives Pro-
. gram at the National Bureau of Stan-
: ' dards, suggests that governmeut pro-
curement can have a powerful influence
on technological change by providing an
early market for innovative pmducts,
thereby _
f0ppliers. And s Comptmller (:enemt\ :
Elmer B, Staats beheves that an “en- |
I:Uhtened putent policy is in order, In-
stead of letting the government control -
entirely the patens, derived from federally
funded R&D, Staats says, “public interest
may best be served when private indus- |
trial contractors are pranted exclusive -
censes for commercial developmeat.” 0/
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