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Honorable Ray Thornton o

Chaizxman, Subconmittee on Domestic
and International Scientific
Planning and Analysis

Committes on Science and ;echnolosy

_U.S. House of Representatives

Washington, D.C, - 20515

- Deay Mr, Chalrman:

. In the course of my Octobexr lst appearance hefore your
Subcommittee, I submitted for the record certain statis- -
tical data on the number of U.S. patents issued to the
Pederal Government (as assignee) during fiscal years
1$70~1975. These data were compiled from Federal agency

. reperts to the Committee on Government Patent Policy (COGPP)
"of the Federal Council on Science and Technology . (nowr .
replaced by the Committee on Intellectual Property and
Information of the Federal Coorﬂlnatlng Council for.
801enc 2, Englneerlng, ana Technoloqj) :

On October 13, 1976, ly Deputy ASSlﬁtant Secretary for
Product Standards, Dr. Howard I. Forman, submitted a
letter. to vour Subcommittee with which he enclosed S
additional statistical data on the number of U.S5. patents
issued to the Federal Government (as assignee) during
calendar years 1931-1975. These data were derived from . .
Historical Statistics of the United States as published

by tie Bureau of the Census, Department of Commerce. The
original source of thess data was the Patent and Trademark
GEEivo. el S TS CoF o _ "

A comparison of the data arising from these disparats

-sources {as shown below) reveals discrepancies which”

. cannot be fully accounted for by variances batwepn -
,flaChl year and calendar y aar aCCQH“tlng. '
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(flgc year} A \calﬂnaax yeal}
1976 Vj.'_ 1,814 e :'l 720 
. 197 R 20 ¢ 1c £ R 1,347_,
A8T72 e 2,132 e 1,644
1973 A TP X 1 BT - % B
1974 T R 3 b T A
R85 L L L BTS U 1,888

For purposes of resolving the discrepanciesz noted above,

1 arranged for an awiit of all patents added to the

Govarament's porifolio since January 1, 1374, This

caudit indigates that the figures coayi’ad by my

commitias ars as;egtlally correct, and that the zigureu
supplied to the Census Bursau by the Patent and lraae.ark

Uffice ara incorract.

This matter has now been brought to the atbention of the

Patent Commdssioner, and I am confident that aoyropriate
steps will be taken Lo insure greater BCCUracy in ths

- daba supplied to Consus 1n the futurg,

There exists one furt sT:5 4 301nt in ras g ct to my testimony
which I wish to ¢larify for the record. This concerns
tha gtemtlon which you posed rbgarding the Gesirability

of assigning all Government-owned patents to universzities

on some esjultable basis.  Upon rav;e%;ww the transcript

oi my responss, I realize that 1 neulﬂcted TO answer
this -~ ~guestion fully., Let me aa 5O ﬁau,

qare ara, it sealis Lo me,_thra f Ct@fb ﬁL95L hon luenc@
\1‘

DAtQ&rfuIm&d an Fv*mral Government wy g0 wida a margin
in bringing the fruits of thelrx discoverizss to the

margetplace,.  The first factor iz the ab'lltf and i
of universities te liconse oh -an xelusive uagzo. T
wist :

= _1
gsacond factor iz the existence withi

n_tb& alversity
o A

conmanlity of aggruﬁy"ve technology transfer o;vaglzatlcna.-_j 3

ilingness
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The third factor is the extensive communication which
occours between university inventors on thes one hand,
4 licensees of university-genarated technology on |

Gy
thae other.  In many cases this interachkion tales the
form of a consult iua arrangement dﬂlCu, inter alia,

leads to improvement or modifications that enhance the
mercial poteng1a1 of the transferred tmchnoTagV. L

“InUJvldual axamples of succ esaful t90110109f tra&%;ar.

are known to have ccourred despite the absence of ona.
(anu in rare cases even two) of the factors mentioned _
above, Heverthelezs; all three of these factors appeay .. .
to play an lmyortaﬂt role in the OVQrLL&l 1ng majority

of successful Lraﬁ 8. : : T

the hypothetical case that you Qrws1nt (i. e., the

In the
aasiﬁnagnh of all Governmant-owned atentb to univer-

sities), the inventor of the patcnt“* schnology would
not be available to the university, and could nok,
therefore, participate actively. In the absance of
this third factor (i.e., inventor participation}, I
find it ¢ifficult to believe that the assignment of
Govarnment-owaed de:ﬂtu to universitiexn wuuld of
tself, significantly iocprove the rats at “41cn the

-invantions are Ccommerc lulized.
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Betsy Ancke rwJohhaczf Pu.b.




