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NTlETING 0" PATENT POLley
--~J-;;;ual'y19 ,-1978---

Old Ex<:>cutive Office lluilcUng, 11:00 a.m.

A'fTl\I'lDING FOR THE GOVERNt-lTlN1': Robert Halson, Assistant Director
-----YC;-;:-Ci-(,U Rights and Justi'ce for the Domestic Policy Staf:f;

Richard Hartke, 051'1'.

ATTENDING FOR HIGHER EDUCATION: Presidents Rob"rt L. Sproull,
Arthur G. Ilmul8n, C.' Peter NaGrath, Frank L. Hereford; }liltOIl
Goldberg, eocn; Sheldon Steinbnch) ACE; HO\.Jard llrem;aer, Univers:i.
ty of \-7:lsconsin; NeHton Cn t tell, MU.,

lly Harch I, 1978, Hr. Halson will have a prtper for the President
that eVLlluatc8 tlIe follot.... ing- policy options:

1. retn:i.n th" current status ,·,hieh i,ncluc1es 22 <1iffel'ent !,rttent
policies in the various federal agencies

2. m.lpport th(-~ Thornton bill 'Hhich \·,rould,. in effec.t, vest patent
rights \·]:i.t:hthc cont,ractor

3. rcta.in t:itle-in-thc.-goverq.rilent or defer d:.=tcrmi.nn.tJon until
d:i.scoverics are made ,

Hr. l-13J.son be.lieves that. unless ther.e is n G:i~~n:Lf:tcni.lt problem
w'lth th2 nt"a tus qno,. there nhould be no ChclllgC. Hr .llnrtke reported
thatlH08t federal agencies support the Thornton legislation.

'1'he follo~',:ing po:i..nts Here }uade by the h:lgh:::r education ,representatives:

1. The issue of technolo8Y transfer :io the pr:tm.1.ry conCCD,l.
Royalties gcne:rnteu are inci.dent;:ll to di:,:ci..)verieB :lnd ar.e
used to Sllpport the Ul1iVC1~E:ity resc;:1rch effort.

2. Tit le-in-'{;(l-.;r8rnraent resul ts in no teclm.ology traur::fcr. It
iB uot a. ~ero SlIm g<1:I:e: "if the conl:r.nctorE:callt1ot issue
l:icc!llt:cG, the fedl?r.al governHiPnt \'711.1 1f

; the re.coYll shm'ls
th,~l :l.f th" contractors do not do it, no one ,;:[1.1.

Stllif. 1)(\· or·a. (,llrOi'~l' C1:~Ctr.· Wr\S! li:';(jfl1i·:. O.C ~{tQ~~.~}' i'OI,'.li.:,I. ...':.O?O
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}IEWfINSUlN l'~rE~l'r POLTCY

3. lIi'ghcreducation "70uJ.d l~athE:r rcta'in existin~ federal
policies than ve~t pntC'nt right::; in the gov2J"nn~cnt or
establish n policy of defern::~d determ:i.nation.

ll'. Beneficiaries of a ti tIe-in-government policy HJll l)e
foreign governments and/or foreign companies.

5. Patent policy 1.s an issue that does not dIvide l)igher
educa.tion; there is Unan:Ll:10US support for 'a policy that
vestt, title 1.ith the contractor.

6. Higher education, in addition to federal patent policy,
is. concerned about the implicntions of the Freedom 0'£
Infornw,tion AGt, Government :in the Sunshine Act and the
Federal Advisory Committee Act for the intellectual
property rights of university researchers.

'The h:i.gher cc1ucat:lon position Has summarized as preference for
the 'fhorntan bill, opposlt:i.on to t1.tle:-in-·government and,
finally,' a prc,ferencc,' fOJ: the status quo over a title policy.

'.'

The federal rc,presentatives requested a paper, that ,",ou1d outline
t11~ position of higher education Ol~ patent rights. The pclper
should 'include ·rCf.lsons for hizhcr educ.ation support of t:i.tle-in
thc:-·contr ..~c:.toJ: poliey. The pflper should include a discllssion of
nHtional defense .issues)o as th(~y pertain to pBtE',ntpoliey nnd,
fina.lly, the pnpcr should address disclosure required under
FOIl\. and other federal legislation.

,cc: Dr. 'rhmnas A. Bartlett'
Dr',' .Tohn e. Cr.owley
Hr •.Hobert DUJ:-kce
Hr. ,JeroldRosi;h,·,alb
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