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On Wednesday, April 11 I will be presiding over hearlngs before the
Senate Judiciary Committee on S. 414, the University and Small Business
Patent Procedures Act. ‘

As you know, this legislation will establish a much-needed uniform
patent policy allowing universities, small businesses, .and nonprofit
organizations to retain patent rights on inventions made under Federally-
supported research and development if these contractors are willing to
spend the additional money to develop and market these inventions. The
bill also assures that the funding agencies will enjoy the fruits of the
research they have funded. I am pleased that 24 of my Senate colleagues
have now joined me in supporting this important bill.

The hearing will include a report by the Comptroller Gemeral of the
tnited States, Mr. Elmer B. Staats, on the consequences of the disparate
patent p011c1e5 presently in practlce and a panel of three researchers
and three small business presidents who have attempted to conduct research
under these diverse policies. The Comnittee will also hold additional

hearlngs in early June.

_ The hearlng record W111 be open to those who would 11ke to bubmlt
written statements on the bill or on the effects of the present policies

on innovation or productivity. If you would like more 1nformat10n please

call Joe Allen of my staff at 202-224-9263.
Sincerely,

Birch Bayh
Chairman




Ameﬂ ‘a'a reaponsibiity
Rep, “larenca Long's statement about aid o

Vietnzr et tefugees {“Relugee aid: Corgrass’
may we:l draw e ling''] is appading. It seems -
to be-a:e mose indication of America’s deter-

mizatin: not 0 act responsibly in the after-
tnath ¢ -;t.r tragic Interveadon in Indoching,
Wnen v ! we adeels thet we are all responsible
for the very fact that these people are
vwretctad"™? To tie further aid to mpmﬂon
comral 2fferts is hypocrilical, Pepulatien in-
crease Las Litig to do with the reasons neopie
" are fledog Vistaam pow, Years of American
depraue ions sat the scene. .
- The * cudgex erpel’t for refugee aid does
By ST S8 sye. iek of fande hig
'::s.tead t indicatas a warped sense of prior
Hies. Aiar zii, defense spending eoau. ues 0
mereass. More Vielnams?

C"lrz.s‘t an Selence Monitor; 5/3L/79

Taxed & ica? Ho, Yianks
Re “& oal secwily beneflis shonld- be
taxed™:
o B Greasls rmmng something (or peraaps
Iam). -
1 have “«en in the social security “rTetirs-
roent” pli since 8% inception. 1 chose to work
fall tisme boyond sge 65, and none of my contri-
butions cave 1o e untdt [ reached 72 in 1977, 1
am stifl foployed full tme and continue 1o

make econititutions to the fund, However, twe
of every t:ree dindars deducted are retained by .

the Feds, ioniy-recews $i in ry “benefits.”
But marz this, (Dr. Greene); income faxes

have alre:dy been paid ot the income as
earned. 1.am foriaoate enough 1o have a job
g gond nealth, but many reirsds de net and
to le\'y adzitionai taxes cn them would be add-

. ing insuit lo injury. How aboul removing. ev-
arything bt retirernent from the plan? That's

- what the arigioal proprents haed in mind in the
first place,;

* Yuba CRy, Calil, E. Sa:herer

“ipsecurity aC sovial security” takes a jook
at 2 probien which concerns all of us — excegt
federsl em;loyees!

Pe"ths sur worty zbout the securtiy of the -

i A ol wer e m\ﬂd b plfreinaled if

h.d'&: and 5 ec".e"} in bk souind AeCRClYy DI~
mam begr* ing in Janvary, 19807
2. Remove the health vate programs widdh
1 the crigingd peusion program.’
s of 15 who contribute both o sur
‘comipany's eesion plan and alse, heavily, to
the soctal steurity fund, federal workers need
" omiy particizate tn their own pension tlag. - .
Whea Congress has to eontribute to the so-
cial seu.nt; ‘tund, periizps it will be more .
terested in removing the averload of medical
progrars wiich 15 bankrupting the “fung.
St. Faul, Ml Jouet f. Guale

tisn Seience Monz.tor, 5/311"(9

Y VD:E'-'T}"? bzaws :/31/T¢

HOW HEW M@@k@d hus cm@msm

B,f DIANE RAY 1’1‘\.,1'{

NI OF THE MOST controversial social experi-

ments of the past decade was compulsory
wenist peginnmant of  pohlia achool children—
busing for short—but the Department of Health, Educa
tion and Welfare would rather not have any questions

‘raized.

Last February, Mary Berry, HE»&"& top-ranking
education official, asked the prestigious. National
Academy of E:ducation to assentkle a panel of experts to
reconsider the history and significance of thé Brown
decision, in which the Supreme Court deelared stete-
imposed-school segregation illegal. Nineteen people—
‘educators, social scientists apd eivil-nghts lawyers—

contributed their views, and the panel's report was .
supposed to be released at a White House confersnce an .

May 17, the 25tk anniversary of the Brown decision.
But, on T.he anpaintad day, the report was somehow

"not ready.” A week later, Gene Maeroff of Tae New .

Tlmes dzscuvared 1hat Lichard Beatile, executive

a"hodgepo&gn” PP )
S - A

. That was not the real .reason that HEW tried to

suppress the document, and Beattie admitted ag mueh

when he guickly changed his stery and said. that

nething was wrong with the report except that it was
“inappropriate.” Why was it “fhappropriatz"? Why did

Seerstary Califano’s office try to block the publicstivn
of this document? Why is it that, unlike the veritable
ceean of documents that flows forth from ZEW, this

crepert was availzble only- on request untii press

attention forted iis release? The answer is simply that
this report, tiiled “Prejudice and Pride; The Brown
Pacision After Tweanty-five Yoars,” contains eriticisins
afbu s3ing.

Among the 19-paneiista, five expressed reservaiidng
zbout different aspects of the poliey of inveluntary
recial assignment. I was one of the five. As a historian,
my view wag that the oriqin.tl purpose of the Brown,

ve from governiuen? the powertn

assign children to schoole on the basin oi their race, 2ad
that the historfe missisn of the cwﬂ-nq‘us movement
was to insist that each person bLe ireated as zo
i i vage, celor, religio

deRisien Walas ©

national origin.
Others had different concerns, James Coleman ansd
WNathan Glazer, two of the nation's leading secislogists,.

O  eriticized the usa of coercive policies and advocated -

volunzary desegregation. Celeman pointed out that

sourt-ordeted busing had led to extensive " white flight™

from urban schoois asd was producing resegregation
‘between cities and subiirys. Additcnally, tws of the
aonsl's four Biael piarehe:
empharzs ot educational xmpruvement rather - than
racial bezlancing. Most of the members of the panel
strongly backed metropolitan desegregation, that ig, the
integration of childres. hetween city and suburban
school districts. Among this groun wers sacial scientisis
and civil-rights lawyers who are weil-known and articy-
late advocates of wide-scale integration..

Stephen K Bailey, the chairman of the panei

insisted that the report reflect the division of opinigat. ;-
on the issue. Bailey, who is president of. the National

Academy of - Education, is a distinguished politicel
seientist with impeccabie crecentials as a scholar,

Shortly before “Prejudice znd Pride” was to be

released, David. Tatel, director of the Office of Civil -

Rights at HEW, objedted Lo pubiication of the report.
To her credit, Mary Berry (who is black) stood {irm and
defznazd the _repa'::‘s inelysion of criticizm of HEW
golicy. The irony, of course, was that the orependerance
of the repott, like the frerrber aip of the panel, was

- :uppomve af busing,
Tie campaign o hleck the report was "arnad ta

Califaro’s office, and there it met success. 20 the day of
ity . experted publication, :t. was mysteriously
unavailable. .. -

In winking, the oppcner.is of tha raport logt, for they
nat only called attention to the document, but they alse

vavpaled: 1) tha effort 1o suporess the report and then ;-

16 ¢over 1D the reasons for doing soi 2) the real reason

for the attempted censorship, which was fear of en -

opeq debate on desegregation pohcy

wlie polivies are effective and sens;h &, they can
withstand  all nriticism: - indeed, godd polinies are
wirenglhened by tough a¢ruilny. But WwheB government
officials Ty to stifle critica of a centroversial poliern

iike busing and to prevent the public irom learning that | §
* the scholarly commun.w is divided about i1s value sad
. effeets, then we areall in trouila,

By the wWoy, W

in o rapy of “Preindics and
Pmde write to Dy, Mary Beqry, assisiant secretary of
edveation, Department ef Health,” Education’ and Wel-
fare. Washington, D.C. 20202, It wili probably arTivem a
Pisin browa wy PPN -

(Diews_Rovicch is. a historion of education. at !
- Tmch.ers LOHqu. Col‘umbta Unn.crsuu )

eagistarad thair auovort (ne.




1 POTENTIAL ¢ures for phy; phrenia

. other possible, medical breakthroughs that might have saved hun:
~dreds ‘of lives were kept from thie public for. nearly two.years by

the government; charges a group of senators> And the ofﬁcxal who

: fmally blew the whistle to Congress has been fired.xz

oy knowingly sat.on:the patents-for the medical data and devices. — ap--.

itker, complained -was kmked out

|, official; Norman; result, [

£
R—Kans‘)- ““HEW: guiled the.plug
.0 development research-and
w:thheld fromythe: ‘Amer ican pubhc
‘_».potentlal ‘clres’and:re
s-diagnostic- techniques. for:treating
- such diseases as c:ncer,earthntmf

"-pfamt“, HEW. Secretary Joseph
Califan ordered ‘that’half the new

- Latkér's: ]ob wa returmng the
. patent rights te:inventors who used
government money: to start their. .
| research: Most of the inventors are-
| -leadingiscientists .who . exchange
: ight National*In<

‘When: the ‘grant, money is. used -
up, thé normakiprocedure for the--
- last .10 years has been to guickly

s ' | return patent righis to the inven- .
o tor. Drug firms then would put up
millions of dollars to- make some of
the treatments avatlable to the

public. :

| Latker took . over the patent
transfer office 10 years ago and
made it 2 model. of ‘efficiency. He -
“returned many patents that proved -
- worthless, ‘and somé that proved. -
ST very: valuable whén put into pro-
" duction —- including the vaccine for -
rubella. But; Latker said, ‘‘as soon -
as Mr. Cahfano came in, heshutus

down ', 'l s sk _
Inventors and drug compames
began. to complain: to-senators.”

- parently to cut government health research costs. [F“uglillly a HEW patent §

‘had -any. - personal 'interest?

-fice; materla]s -and: perscnnel

- forbidden a government employee
:to engage. in,f- ?;,Blemphin--saj

‘he senators ¢claim the Department of Health, Education and Welfare 7

ohi
pekesman “denies -thatt Califano:

< “Mr. Califan Wwas-not:

* Latker was - disfissed for-
‘numbei of improper-activities
xp}amed ‘ineluding-using: his®

cengrossmnal press’ release trot
his office, and helping the Associa-
~tion of American Medical Colleges.
prepare a lawsuit against HEW ..

~*“These "activities ‘are exphcntly

ed the research and they Jhave;
-rights’ that" have to bé balanced’

against a’ .private-.company - -
developing the treatments.’” Ocea--
sionally the government does in- =~

-deed develop a product itself. But i -
mostly, sources - say, HEW. and "

other “government agencies :are :

“simply. reluctant to . look: like .-

“they’re giving away taxpayers
money to private industry. -
_Latker called this profit motwe
on. behalf of the taxpayer :
‘ridiculous. “One in a: million of
‘these - inventions would really
“return important money,”’ he con:
tended. “Remember, if HEW

.- 'thought' they had a_winner,-they -

“would have contmued fundmg'
them e e D

- Last August. Latker-was called. to
*testify beforea congresswnel com-;
‘mittee. He'told them his office had::
_processed 30 :inventions...that.. his
.supermrs -would not: releas'
-Dole- demandeda an- explauatjon
Trom Cahfano and quickly found 5.,
neluding;-Birch:;
o Ba hi(D<Ind: s'ponsor bilt
d tthat would give mvestors exclusive.:






