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MEETING ON PATENT POLTCY
_ January 19, 1978
0l1d Executive Office Building, 11:00 a.m.

ATTRHDING FOR THE GOVERNMENT: Robert Mals ion, Assistant Director

~for. Civil Rights and Justice for thc DOn@&tLC Policy Staff
Richard Hartke, OSTP. :

ATTENDING FOR HIGHER EDUCATION: Presidents Robert L. Sproull, _
' Arthur G. Hansen, C. Peter MaGrath, Frank I.. Hereford; Milton
Goldberg, COCR; Sheldon Steinbach, ACE; Noward Lrennnr, Universi-
ty of Wisconsin; Newton Cattell, AAU.

By March 1, 1978, Mr. Malson will havc a pnpor for the President
haL LleuaLC ithe followling policy opitions

'1; retain the current status which inclulo 22 different.patent

j policies in the various federal agencies

2. support the Thornton bill which would in effect, vest patent
IiLth with the contractor

3. retain title- 1n~1hﬁ~govern1ent or defer determinatibn until
discoveries are nade ‘

'I. .

Mr. Malson belicves that umless there is a significant problem

- wilth thae status uo, therve should be no change. Hr. Hartke reported
that most federal ageacics support the Thornton legislation.

The followlng points were made by the higher educatlon. representatives:

1. The issue of technology trausfer ic the primary concern.
Foyalties genervated are incidental to discoveries and arve
used to support the uwniversity rescarch effort.

2. Title-in-government results io no tvch1010[ tramsfer., It
is uolk a zero sum game: Vif the conlbractors caunot issue
licenses, the federal government will' ; the record shious
that &£ the contractors do not do dit, no one will.
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3. nghcr cducdtlon would 1aLhor rctdtn cxlttlug federal
policies than vest patent rights in the government or
estubllsh a policy of deferred determination.

4, 'BcﬂbELcLarLeb of a tLLlL“JH—QOVLTHE ant polley will be
- foreign governmonrc and/ox fore 1gn companics.

5. Patent policy 1s an issue that does not dLVLdQ hlghcr
- education; there is unanimous support fox a policy that
vestks title With the contractor.

6. nghcr educatlon, in addxtlow to federal ancnt pollcy,
is concerned about the implications of the Freedom of -
Information Aect, Government in the Sunshine Act and the
Federal Advisory Committee Act for the intelleetual
property rights of university researchers.

‘The higher education position was summarized as preference for

the Thornton L1l1l, oppositicn to title-in-government and,
finallv,‘a prefcrence'for the status quo over & tttle pol;cy.

Fhe fcdcral representatives rchEQted a papCT thaL vould OUEane

the bosition of higher education on pitent rights. The papéer

should ‘include reasons fox higher educatlon support of title-in-

the~contractor policy. The paper should include a discussion of

-naticnal defense dssues, as they pertain to patent policy and,

finally, the paper should address disclosure required under
FOTA and other federal 1eglslathn; ' '

" ce: Dr. Thomas A. Bartlett'

el Johin €. Crowley
~Mr. Robart Durkoe
M. -Jerold Rozdhualb




