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(D) provides for mfximum utilization of
existing services, inclifling those of{ecred by
private, nonprofit e providers: and

“(E) is administereqd by the same agency
which ndmrusters thejStale pian under sec-
tion 402, cy which achiministers

this title. or the samefgency which admin-
tsters the block grant gnder title XX, °

“(2) For purposes this section. ‘preg-
nant teenagers’ and ‘teennge mothers’
means only pregnany womein or moihers
who are age 18 or tnd{r. or who are second-
ary school students.

“(cH 1) Any State refeiving 3 yrant under
this section for a fisca] year shall provide a
report to the Secretar} at the close of such
fiscal year which shal] include the number
ard characteristics of gndividuals served by
the State program. tge services provided.
and the results achievpd. Such report shall
alwn fnclude data on fhe number of cases
and the amounts of the aid to families with
dependent children prdvided under this part
for the fiscal year. brgken down by the age
of the parent or caretgker relative receiving
such aid. by race. anfl by location within
the State. -

*t2) The Secretary
tematic reporting syst
comprehensive data onfwhich service figures
and program evaluatiops shall be based. On
or before each Janufry 1 the Secretary
shall submit to the
scribing the activities
section during the fisc

all establish a sys-
capable of yielding

pported under this
year e_nding on t_he

imum. the number
persons scrved. the ser

and recommendations

“td) For purposes ¢ making grants to
States under this n there are author-
ized Lo be appropriateds75,000.000 for fiseal
year 1985 :md !or eaclf fiscal year thereaf-

wr.”.a

"By Mr. MATHIAS:

S. 3085. A bill to amend the patent
laws implementing the Patent Coop-
eration Treaty: to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

PATENT COOPERATION TRF.\TY

Mr. MATHIAS. Mr. President, the
Pateni Cooperation Treaty is a maijor
multilateral convention under which
35. countries, including the United
States. have joined together to facili-
tate the filing of patent applications
for the same invention in 2 number of
countries. US. inventors now rely on
the convention to obtain protection
for their technology in other coun-
tries.

At present under the treaty. U.S. ap-
plicants are able to file a singile inter-
nationsal patent application in English
in the U.S. Patent and Trademark
Office and have that application ac-
tnowledged in as many other coun-
tries as the applicant designates. Fol-
lowing the preparation of an interna-
tioral search report—prepared by the
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office or
the European Patent Office for U.S.
applicants-—citing-relevant references,
the applicant decides whether or nor
10 proceed {o perfect his or her app-
cations in the countries designated by
paying national fees and furnishing
the nccessary translations. This deci-
¢ * § not required until more than
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1% yea.rs after first filing the appl1¢:1~
tion. .

This ]egislation that 1 lmroduce
today. which accompanies and imple-
ments a pianned withdrawal of a reser-
vation by the United States to the ap-
plication of the second chapter of the
Patent Cooperation Treaty, will fur-
ther increase the usefulness of the
Patent Cooperation Treaty for U.S. in-

“teresis. Adherence of the Uniied

States to chapter II will give the U.S.
inventor access to an examination
report. which related the references
found in the search report to the in-
vention.-

It will also enable the applicant io
defer the decision about paying na-
tional fees and preparing translations
to perfect the appiications until ap-
proximately 2! years after the first
filing of the international application.
Before having to make this decision,
the applicant will have in hand a
report that cites the previous patents
or publications that bear on the pat-
entability of his or her invention. The
applicant will also have a report that
relates these references to the inven-
tion. With this information the appli-
cant will be able to make an informed
decisions about cOntinuing to pursue
protection in many othwer countries
before having to underwrite the large
costs of national fees and preparin
translations.

In addition to givicg the U.S. appli-
cant more flexibility in pursuing pro-
tection for an invention in a number
of countries. the proposed changes
shouid increase the strerngth of the
patents that are obtained in the vari-
ous countries. Not only will these
countries have all the resources they
now have for evaluating the patent-
ability . of an invention. but. in addi-
tion, they will have a search report
and an examination report prepared
by a major patent office for each ap-
plication. This should greatly aid U.S.
laventors in obtauung stronger protec-

.tion for their inventions abroad.

I have been informed that the U.S.

Patent and Trademark Office will

produce examination reports for inter-
national applications only after ‘it
achieves its important goal of reducing
patent application pendancy time to
an averaze of 18 months. This goal is
expected to be achieved in 188%. Ar-
rangzsments hate been made to have
the European Patent Office prepare
the examinartion reports for U.S. in-
veniors until that goal is achieved.
Thereafter the U S. Patent and Trade-
mark Office wiil alsd he able to pre-
pare these examination reports.

1 introduce the bill today, not in the
expectation that we will pass it in the
98t Congress. but to get the debaie
siamed and lay the groundwork for
action in the 9¢th. I urge my col-
leag..es tn examine it closely and share
it with interested constituents, and I
requesl unanimous consent that it
appear in the Recorp immediately fol-
lowing my remarks along with a state-
ment of purpa-e.

-nary Examining Authority' ™
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There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered Lo be printed in the
RECORD. as follows:

S. 3085

Be it enzcied by the Scnate and House of
ReprescnicHzes of the Unilted States of
Ameriea in Congress Assembled. That this
Act may be cited as the “Act to Authorize
the United States to Participate in Chapter
11 of the Patent Cooperation Treaty.”

Sec. 2. (a} Section 351(a) of title 35.
United States Code, is amended by striking
out =, excluding chapter I1 thereol™.,

(b) Secction 351(b) of title 35. United

tates Code. is amended by striking out “ex-
cluding part C thereof™.

(¢) Section 351(g) of title 35. United States
Code, is amended by—

(1) striking out "term™ and inserting in
lieu thereof “terms™:

(2) inserting “and ‘International Prelimi-
after “Author-
ity’: and

(3) striking out “means™ and inserting in
tieu thereof “mean”.

Skc. 3. The item relating to section 362 in
the analysis for chapter 36 of title 35.,
Gnited States Code. Is amended to read as’
follows: “362. International Searching Au-
tharity and International Preliminary Ex-
amining Authority.”

Sec. 4 Section 362 of title 35, United
States Code. is amended 0 read as [ollows:
“SEC. 382 INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING ACTHORITY

AND INTERNATIONAL PRELIMINARY
EXAMINING AUTHORITY

“ta) The Patent and Trademark Office
may aci as an International Searching Au-
thority and Iaternational Prelimipary Ex-
amining Authority with respect io interma-
tionnl applications in accordarce with the
terims and conditions of an agreement which
may be conciuded with the Internatianal
Burea. and may discharge all duties re-
quired af sueh Authoriiies. including the
collection of handling fees and their traps-
m.ttal to the International Sareau.

~{b) The handling fee, preliminary exami-
naiicn fee, and any additional fees due for
international prellminary examinarion shall
be paid within such time as may be fixed by,
the Commissioner.”

Sec. 5. Section 364(a) of title 35 United
States Code, is amended by-—

(a) striking out ~or", first occurrence and
insertiag in lien Lhereof .t M

(b) inseriing Int.emauonal Preliminary
Examining Authority™ safter “Auu'xonty
or”; and - R

(c) striking out *“'both". -

Sec. 6. Section 368(c) of title 35, United
States Code. is amended by—

(a) striking out the second occurrence of
“or” and inserting in lieu thereo! “. **; and

tb) striking out “both™ and Inserting in
lieu thereof “International Preliminary Ex-
amining Authority™.

Sec. 7. (a) Section 371(a) of title 35, United
States Code, is amended to read as follows:

*“(a) Receipt from the International
Bureau of copies of intermational applica-
tions with any ammendments to the claims,
internatfonal search reports. and interna-
tiozal prellminary examination reports in-
cluding any annexes thereto may be re-
quired in the case of international apriica-
tions designating o electmg the Unitad

States.”

(t) Section 371(b) of iitle 35. United
States Code. is amended to read as follows:

*(b) Subject 0 suhsection (f) of this sec
tion, the nationaf stage shall commerce with
the expjration of the appiicable time limit
under article 22 r1) or (2+. or under article
39¢1nar~f he treaty ™
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(c) Section 371(cX4) of title 35, United
States Code, is amended by striking the =.”
and inserting in lieu thereof *;".

(d) Section 371(c) of title 35, United States
Code, is amended by adding at the end
thereof the following new paragraph (5)

*“(5) a translation into the English lan-
guage of any annexes to the international
preliminary examination report, if such an-
nexes were made in another language.”.

(e) Section 371(d) of tiile 35, United States
Code, is amended by adding at the end
thereof the foliowing senience: “The re-
quirement of subsection (c)}5) shall be com-
plied with at such time as may be fixed by
the Commissioner and failure to do so shall
be regarded as cancellation of the amend-
ments made under article 34(2)(b) of the
treaty.”.

(1) Section 371¢e) of title 35 Unlt.ed States
Code, is amended by lnsertmg tor article

41" after 28", -

Sec. 8. (a) Section 376(a) of title 35 United
States Code, is amended by - -

(1) inserting “and the handling fee" after
the first occurrence of “‘fee”; -- -

(2) striking “amount ls" a.nd lnserung in

lieu thereof “"amounts are";

(3) redesignating paragra.ph (5) as para-
graph (6); and -

(5(4) msertlng the following new pa.ragraph

).

“5) A prelimlnm examination fee and
any additional fees (see section 362(b)).”

(b) Section 376(b) of tiile 35, United
States Code, is amended by .

(1) inserting “and the ha.ndhng Iee" after
the first occurrence of “‘feet” in t‘!e first
sentence; and -

(2) inseriing *the preliminary examina-
tion fee and any additional fees,” after
“fee,” in the third sentence.

Sec. 9. Sections 2 through 8 of this Act
shall come into force on the same day as the
effective date of enwy into force of chapter
II of the Patent Cooperation Treaty wiih
respect to the United States. by virtue of
the withdrawal of the declaration under ar-
ticle 64(1Xa) of the Patent Cooperation
Treaty. It shall apply to all international
applications pendmg before or after its ef-
fective date.

—

STATEMENT OF PURPOSE

The purpose of this legislation is to au-
thorize the Patent and Trademark Office to
act as an International Preliminary Examin-
ing Authority and as an elected Office
under chaptier 11 of the Patent Cooperation
Treaty. When the Uniied Staies ratified the
treaty in Fovember 1975. it did so with a
declaration that it was not bound by the
provisions of chapier II thereof. This chap-
ter calls for the esizblishment of an Inter-
naiional Preliminary Examination Report
with respect to an international application
and provides for additional tinje before the
epplicaiion enters the national patent proc-
essing siage In various e]ect.ed national of-
fices.

The reason for non-adherence to dmpt.er
II by the United States in 1975, was the
then-prevailing opinion that divergent
patent examining methods in other member
countries would have made sdherence im-
practicable. Experience gained with the op-
eration of the treaty during the ensuing

vears, as well as major steps teken by other ,

couniries t0 harmonize international patent
processing procedures. such as the coming
into force of the European Psatent Conven-
tion in 1978, have largely eliminsted this
reason. Accordingly. it would be in the inter-
est of G.S. industry and independent inven-
iors alike, if the United Staies withdrew its
reservation regarding chapter II of the
treaiy. In a letter dated July 27, 1984, the
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President has requested the Senate’s advice
and consent to that withdrawal. Because
the treaty is not sclf-executing, adherence
to chapter II requires implementing legisla-
tion, such as that proposed here.

SECTIONAL ANALYSIS
i INTRODUCTION

. Under chapier I of the Patent Coopera-
tion Treaty, (hereinafter referred to as the
“treaty”), a patent applicant is required to
“designate” those member countries of the
International Paient Cooperation Union in
which he desires patent protection. The ap-
plicant receives an international search
report from an International Searching Au-
thority and is not required to undertake the
expenses of translation, national filing fees
and prosecuiion in each designated country
until! usually 20 months from the prioriiy
date of the international application.

Chapter II of the treaty offers a supple-
ment to chapter 1. If an applicant “elects”
previously “designated” member countries
which are also bound by chapter II, usually

_prior to the expiration of 18 months from

the priority date, several additional features
end procedures become effective. As ex-
plained in greater detail below, an Interna-
tional Preliminary Examining Authority
will prepare an international preliminary
examination report for the benefit of the
applicant and the elected Offices. The elect-
ed Offices may agree or disagree with the
conclusions reached by the Intermational
Preliminary Examining Authority. Purther,
the time limit for committing the expenses
to enter the nsaiional stage in the elected
Offices is postponed to usually 25 months
from the priority date of the internaiional
application. Beginning on January 1. 1885,
this time limit wili be extended to 30
montihs, by virtue of 8 decision taken under
Article 47 of the treaty by the Assembly of
the Iniernational Patent. Cooperation
Union, at its seventh Exireordinary Session
in February 1984.

Under chapter II of the trﬂaty (article 31),
an applicant files a “demand” with the ap-
propriate International Preliminary Exam-
ining Authority. electing member countries
as mentioned above. That Authority then
conducts the international preliminary ex-
amination which essentially determines
whether the claimed invention is new, in-
volves an inventive siep (is non-obvious),
and is industrially applicable. The applicant
and the Authority communicate with each
other durjng the international preliminary
examination and the applicant is given at
least one opportunity to amend the claims,
the description, and the drawings of his
international application. Thereafter, an
international preliminary examination
report is esiablished. The report does not
contain any statement regarding the patent-
ability of the claimed invention according to

‘the law of any country: it merely states—by

a “Yes” or “No"—in relation to each claim
whether it seems to satisfy the three crite-
ria set forth sbove. Each such statement is
usually accompanied by ciiations of prior
art references and other explanations. The
report is communicated to the applicant and
the national Offices of the elected coun-
tries, which then may use the report in con-
nection with their patent granting process.
The national fees and translations, if any,
must be paid before the expiration of the
time period under article 39(1Xa) of the
treaty, which will be 30 months from the
priority date of the international .applica-
tion, beginning in 1985. Examination and
other processing in the elected Offices can
start only after the expiration of that. time
period, uriless the applicant chooses to have
it start earlier. If election of a country is
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meade after the expiration of the lith
month from the priority daie. the original
time limits under chapter I of Lthe tivnty
(article 22) must be observed.

Section 1. This seciion identifies the legis.
lation as the "Act to Authorize the United
States to Participate in Chepter 11 of the
Patent Cooperation Treaty.”

Section 2. This section amends section 351
of title 35, United States Code, by delcling
the phrases *, excluding chapter I¥ thereof™
in subsection (a) and “excluding part C
thereof” in subsection (b). These exclusions
were placed in the original legisiation,
Public Law 94-131, 89 Stat. 685, since chap-
ter 11 of the treaiy was not implemented
then. The exclusion of the articles and Reg-
uiations of the treaty reiating to chapter II
must be eliminated in existing iegislation to
permit the United States to participate in
chapter I1.

Subsection 351{g) is-amended to refer Lo
the “International Preliminary Examining
Authority” in association with the current

reference to the “International Searching

Authority” in anticipation of the Uniied
States Patent and Trademark Office becom-
ing an International Preliminary Exemining
Authority when that Office’s workload is
sufficiently current.

Sectian 3. This section amends the title of
section 362 of title 35, in the analysis follow-
ing the Chapter 36 iitle. to include refer-
ence to the International Preliminary Ex-
a.mmmg Authority, thus renecl.mg changes
in section 362.

‘Section 4. Currem section 362 of title 35
has been designated as subsection (a) and

- has been amended to permit the Patent. and

Trademark Office to act as an international
Preliminary Examining Authority. shouid it
desire to enter into an agreement with the
International Bureau and perform the re-
quired functions. At present, this section
only permits the Patent and Trademark
Office to act as an International Searching
Authoriiy.

Subsection (2) of amended section 362 spe-
cifically provides for the collection of han-
dling fees under article 31¢5) of the treaty
(and Rule 57 of the Regulations thercun-
der) and the transmittal thereof to the
Iniernational Bureau, for whose benefit
such fees are palid.

New subsections 362(b) gwes the Commis-
sioner authority to establish time periods,
within the limits of the treety and its Reguv-
lations, for the payment by applicants of
the handling fee under'Rule 57 of the Regu-
lations and the preliminary examination fee
under Rule 58 of the Regulations. The sup-
plement to the handling fee under Rule
57.1(b) of the Regulations is paid by the ap-
plicant directly to the Internationai Bureau
and need not be provided for in the legisia-
tion.

Section 5. This secuon amends subsection

. 364(a) of title 35 by referring to the “Inter-

national Preliminary Examining Authority*
along with current references to “Receiving
Office” and “International Searching Au-
thority”, in order to specify that all interna-
tional processing functions, when performed
by the Patent and Trademark Office. must
be in accordance with the treaty, its Regula-
tions. and title 35, United States Code.

Section 6. Subsection 368(c) of title 35 is
amended to prevent the unauthorized dis.
closure of the contents of international ap-
plications by the Patent and Trademark
Office when acting as an International Fre-
liminary Examining Authority:

Section 7. Section 371 of title 35 requires a
number of changes to faciliiate the pos:ibil-
ity of proceeding under chapter II of the
treaty. Subsection 371(a) of title 35 is
amended to suthorize the Commissioner to

.4
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rweuire the International Bureau o supgu
intsrnational preliminary exazmination re-
ports, Including annexes thercto. The an-
rexes consist of amendments to the claims,
description, or drawings ¢f the international
applicaticn made before the Iaternational
Preluninary Examining Authority. os indi-
cated In Rule 70.16 cf the Regulations. The
smended wording makes it possible for the
Comumissioner to require copies of all such
decuments or to exclude certain papers.
such as those filed m or issued by the
Patent and Trademark Office.

3ubsection JTHBL)Y of title 35 is '1mcnded to
refer Lo the later time periocd under article
I 1xn) of the trealy, at which an applicant
may enter the naticnal stage by virtue of
having elected the Patent and Trademark
Office under chapter II. As nored ahove,
this time limit has been changed by the As-
seuibly of the Intermational Patent Coop-
eration Union from” 25 months o 30
months, as of January 1. 1985.

Subsection 371(¢) of title 35 is amended hy
rdding 3 new paragraph (5) which requires
the applicant to file. in addifion to the re-
quirements of paragraphs (1)-(4), a transia-
tivn into the English language of any an-
nexes (o the international preliminary ex-
aminatien report. if such annexes are in a
tangusege other than English. Allthough the
Intermational Bureau is responsible under
articlte 368(3)a) of the treaty for commumnica-
tion to the Patent and Trademark Office of
copies of these annexes in their original lan-
guage, together with the international pre-
fiminary examination report. the applicant
is responsible under article 36(2)H) and
{3)b) of the treaty. to prepare a transiation
of the annexes {f neceSsary and to transmit
sach transiation to the Patent and Trade-
mark Offize.

Subsection 37Hd) of title 35 is amended to
mciude reference to the time period for sub-
mission of annexes to the international pre-
timinary examination report. The amend-
ment also provides the sanction of cancella.
tion of the amendments for noncompliance.

Subsection 371(e) of title 35 is amended to
ensure the right of the appticant to amend
the application during’ the national stage

‘before the elected Office, as prowded inar-

ticle 41 of the treaty.

Section 8. Subsection 376(a) of title 35 is
amended to include reference to the han-
diing fee to parallel the current reference to
the international fee. The amounts of these
{ees are indicated in Rule 96 of the Regula-
tions, which is titled “The Schedule of
Fres.”

A new paragraph (5) is- added to subsec-
tion 176(a) to allow the Patent and Trade-
mark Office to specify the amount of the
preliminary examination fee and any addi-
tional fees thereto. referred to in subsection
36N by,

Subsection 376(h) of title 35 is amended o
include reference to the fact that the
amount of the handling fee is not prescribed
by the Commissioner. Reference is also
made to the preliminary examination fee
and additional fees to the preliminary ex-
amination fee. as being refundakle to the
applicant where the Commissioner deter-
mines such a refund to be warranied.

Section 9. Section 9 specifies the effective
date of the Act to be that of the entry into
force of chapter II of the treaty with re-
spect to the United States. When the
United States rgtified the treaty In Novem-
ber 1975, it did so with a declaraiion under
article 64(13a) thereof, that it was not
bound by the provisions of chapter II.
Under article 84(83() of the treaty, this
declaration may be withdrawn at any time
by notification to the Director Generid of
the World Intellectual Property Organina-
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tion and takes effect three months alier the
day on which the notification was received.

The Act applies to all international appli-
cations pending before or after its effective
cate..-Accordingly, appticants whose nppiica-
tiorns have been pending less than 19
manths from their pricrity date at the time
chapier II becones effective for the United
States, will be atle to make a “demand” for
treatment under chapter I, thereby deiay-
ing the entry of the nstional stage in elect-
ed States to 30 months. Although there is
no time limit in the treaty for submitiing
the “demund”. its effects can only be gusr-
anteed if it is submitted before the exnir
tign of 19 monuis {rom the priority date of
the international application. Submission of
the “demand” after that date still entitles
the appiicant to receive an international
preliminary examnination report, but does
not toi! the appiicable time limit under arii-
cle 22 of the treaty.@

: By Mr. CHAFRE:

S. 3086. A bill to Jegquire the Nation-
al TInstitute of @hild Health and
Human Developmelt of the Naticnal
Institutes of Healfh to conduct re-
search on, and devejop. human contra-
ceptives: to the Cgnmiites on Labor
and Human Resourdes.

CONTRACEPTIJE KESEARCYH

& Mr. CHAFEE. r. President. the
disadvantages i nit in available
birth control methofis are the primary |
reazcn why many gillions of Ameri-
can couples have gifficuliy avoiding
unintended pregnangies. Eflectiveness,
convenience, and geedom f{rom ad-
verse health effectgare gll lacking in
contraceptives on ghe market today.
The result is un ted pregnancy.
and. all too frequen@y, abortion.

For example. thelmost serious side
effect atiributed th oral contracep-
tives—used by morg than 8 million
U.S. women—involvgs the cardiovascu-
lar system, specificglly thromboembo-
lism, stroke. and hedrt attack. Women
of a higher risk arefthose who smoke,
have diabetes or a {gmily history of it,
and high blood pregsure or hyperien-
sion. An estimated §.3 miilion women
in the United Statef use intrauterine
devices—IUDs. Riskfjof infection is the
most. serious drawbafk with IUD's, and

with each infection.Ja women's risk of

infertility increasesj A total of 116
million U.S. women have chosen steri-
lization as their mgans of birth con-
trol. This method if irreversible and,
therefore. not a reagbnable alternative
for Lthose most vulnegable to unwanted
pregnancies—21 milfon young women
between the ages of 16 and 19, more
than haif of whomfare estimated ‘to
have had sexual intefcourse.

The limitations of current contra-
ceptives cause 31 fpercent of the
women who are nol using birth con-
trol not to use it becjuse they are’con-

cerned about healthfrisks and side ef-_

fects. One obvious rd
in the number of
cies. Over 3 millio
nancies occur annuly, and 1 million
of these are amongfteenagers. Forty-
six percent of these. gregnancies end in
abocrtion, and apprdimately 29 per-
cent of the teenage fregnancies end in

sult is the growth
fwanted pregnan-

“lems of populaticn

unplanned preg-.

aberiion. The large n
ticns is one clear in
badly safe and effectiv
are needed. :

However, the U.S. G
largest singie sponsor
and contraceptive re
according to Aalcom
of Family Health Int
proximately “the cost
of McDoenaid's french
per year” on all aspec
tive research.

As recently as 30 ye
search was being don
tion. It was not until
Center for Populat
within the National
Health was created.
for the Center was £86
it was 385 miliion. Oniy
this actually goes tow)
tive development,
toward basic research
seiences. The $8.6 milli
larly insignificant sumpwhen one con-
siders that, according o Mr. Pous. it
can “cost up to 850 million and take

contraceptives
Cerniment—the
f reproductive
earch—spends,
ctts, president
rmational, ap-
a small order
ies per person
s_of reproduc-

rs ago, no re-
on coniraced-
1568 that the
on Research
Instituies of
1983 funding
rillion: in 1972

$6.6 miiliocn of
hrd coniracen-
remainger
N reproductive
n is a pargicu-

more than 10 years ¢ research”™ 10
bring a new contradgepiive to the
market. :

In the past, industryywas largely re-
sponsible for the reseqrch and devei-
opment of many of Jthe currently
available centraceptives. However,
dusiry is now [ar iess ejcited about ex-
vending the effort to gonduct new re-
search and developmept because the
cost and time involved ffrom initial de-
velopment to approval of marketing
by the Food and Drflig Administra-
tion—FDA—is a detefrent. Pharma-
ceutical companies wolild rather con-
centrate on developingd drugs to treat
disease than drugs andj devices to pre-
vent pregnancies gived the cost, and
the time. - .

Recently, the Ford Foundation and
the Carnadian Internajional Develop-
ment Research Coundjl, which made
major contributions tp contraceptive
research, have withdigwn their sup-
port in light of the dwjndling concern
about the relative impdrtance of prob-
growth. There
seems to be far more] concarn about
abortion than about pjevention of un-
wanted pregnancies. #t's irenic that
the abortion  cont nor 3
against contraceptive 3
of in its favor. j .

The future of contraffeptiv = research
is not bright, despite te need to make
it a priority. That is §hy I am today
introducing legislationf which requires
the National Institutgs of Health to
conduct research orf and deveiop
better means of contraffeption. Requir-
ing the National Instijute of Health's
Institute of Child Hegfjth and Human
Development—which } includes - the
Center for Populatigy Research—to
use at least 10 percelyt of its budget
for new research amd development
would spur the searchffor safe and ef-
fective means of birth control. The
Office of Technology fAssessment rec-

im.






