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"ESA concurred with the ISRO view that patenting had
very little to do with technology transfer. Patenting

primarily an instrument of market pretecticn. in
respect of 'global patentina, ESA agreed that in
present Conditions of multi-nrational operetions of
companies, one must petent in al} s gn ficant "industrial/
industrialising countries or in none at all."
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EBSA also concur with our as explained above.*
Thus:

patenting in countries abroad, The existing UK patents mey
be allowed to lapse. The US patents do not need renewal fees.
However in cese renewal fees are prescribed in future these
petents may also be allowed to lapse. It is also
that no further expenditure and effort be spent on maintaining

Special cases where me ket protection is in a
country for products exported to that country,

the mestion of petenting in the relevant country can be taken
up for the consideration of Secretary, DOS on a case-to-case

Ge In conclusion it is recommended that ISRO should stop

nd working the existing UK-an patents. However in
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For orders

*Minutes of Working Group No.7 TSROe ESA
Meeting (JUly 29-30 & August 1,198 ) ;

v.Siddhartha
Chairman, TTG +
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V.Siddhartha
Chairman,
Cot. 31, 1981

secretary, DOS

1, n response to Secretery's letter and note of November 2,

policy advice contained in' para 7 of the note (vide DST
DO No.DST/PS/1778/81 of November 17,1981 - Plag
DG, CSIR vide telex dated November 30,1981 (Flag D.')Says that CSIk policy is essentially the same as that
recommended in para 7 of the note,

1981 (Flag 'S'), Secretary DST has concurred with the +

2. We mey now proceed to implement the recommendationcontain at para 7 of the note.
For orders

NesV.Siddhartha
Chairman,TTG

a

December 15,1981
Secretary, DOS
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Detailead comments of CSIP have been received From
DG, CSIR vide his letter DO No. dated
7/i8th December 1981. I am afraid the letaile3 note
has tied itself in knots by repeating the mythology mr

Petenting in the usual vague hand-wavina manner (whiften repeated by those who are making @ living out cthe patent system) but then goes on to agree with the'policy outline' contained in péra 7 of our note, furtherreiterated by the first sentence of the letter from
DG, CSIR. secretary, DoT, ggg contra has seen the clearlogic of our note and proceeded to give his one line
concurrence to our policy.

Fisa

Office OM on the subject implementing para 7 of
our note is appended. This is the best issued byChairman,TTG as with the of &ecretary, DOSChairman, +

Vv. Sid WWE,ha
Cheirman, TTS
vec, 24,1981

secretary

Mourne tell 42 keer, SES

pets


