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By Mr. SPECTER (for himself and Mr.
BIDEN):

S. 1808. A bill to reauthorize and improve
the drug court grant program; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. JEFFORDS (for himself, Mr.
KENNEDY, Mr. HARKIN, Mr. FRIST, Ms.
COLLINS, Mr. WELLSTONE, Mr. REED,
Mr. DODD, and Mrs. MURRAY):

S. 1809. A bill to improve service systems
for individuals with developmental disabil-
ities, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and
Pensions.

By Mrs. MURRAY (for herself, Mr. JEF-
FORDS, Mr. CONRAD, Mr. KERREY, Mr.
DORGAN, Mr. BINGAMAN, and Mr. SAR-
BANES):

S. 1810. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to clarify and improve veterans’
claims and appellate procedures; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs.

By Mr. LEVIN:

S. 1811. A bill for the relief of Sophia
Shiklivsky and her husband Vasili
Chidlivski; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

By Mr. WARNER:

S. 1812. A bill to establish a commission on
a nuclear testing treaty, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions.

By Mr. KENNEDY (for himself, Mr.
FRIST, Mr. JEFFORDS, Ms. MIKULSKI,
Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. DURBIN, and Mr.
COCHRAN):

S. 1813. A bill to amend the Public Health
Service Act to provide additional support for
and to expand clinical research programs,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions.

By Mr. SMITH of Oregon (for himself,
Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. CRAIG, Mr.
CLELAND, Mr. MCCONNELL, Mr.
COVERDELL, Mr. MACK, Mr. COCHRAN,
Mr. HELMS, Mr. GRAMS, Mr. CRAPO,
Mr. BUNNING, and Mr. VOINOVICH):

S. 1814. A bill to establish a system of reg-
istries of temporary agricultural workers to
provide for a sufficient supply of such work-
ers and to amend the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act to streamline procedures for
the admission and extension of stay of non-
immigrant agricultural workers, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

By Mr. GRAHAM (for himself and Mr.
SMITH of Oregon):

S. 1815. A bill to provide for the adjustment
of status of certain aliens who previously
performed agricultural work in the United
States to that of aliens who are lawfully ad-
mitted to the United States to perform that
work; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

———

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND
SENATE RESOLUTIONS

The following concurrent resolutions
and Senate resolutions were read, and
referred (or acted upon), as indicated:

By Mr. BAUCUS (for himself and Mr.
GRASSLEY):

S. Res. 207. A resolution expressing the
sense of the Senate regarding fair access to
Japanese telecommunications facilities and
services; to the Committee on Finance.

By Mr. SCHUMER (for himself and Mr.
MOYNIHAN):

S. Con. Res. 62. A concurrent resolution
recognizing and honoring the heroic efforts
of the Air National Guard’s 109th Airlift
Wing and its rescue of Dr. Jerri Nielsen from
the South Pole; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS

By Mr. HATCH (for himself and
Mr. LEAHY):

S. 1798. A bill to amend title 35,
United States Code, to provide en-
hanced protection for investors and
innovators, protect patent terms, re-
duce patent litigation, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

THE AMERICAN INVENTORS PROTECTION ACT OF

1999

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I am
pleased to rise today, along with the
Ranking Member on the Judiciary
Committee, Senator LEAHY, to intro-
duce the American Inventors Protec-
tion Act of 1999. Simply put, this legis-
lation reflects several years of discus-
sions and consensus-building efforts in
the Senate and the House, and rep-
resents the most important and most
comprehensive reforms to our nation’s
patent system in nearly half a century.
As we prepare to enter a new millen-
nium built on high-tech growth, the
Internet, and electronic commerce, in
which American competitiveness will
depend on the strength of the patent
system and the protections it affords,
this legislation could not be more
timely.

The last time the Patent Act under-
went a significant update was in 1952.
Since then, our Nation has experienced
an unprecedented explosion of tech-
nology growth and a tremendous ex-
pansion of the global market for the
fruits of American ingenuity. Yet our
patent laws have remained largely un-
changed in the face of the new demands
engendered by these developments.
This legislation—which many of my
colleagues will recognize as a com-
promise version of the Omnibus Patent
Act passed by the Judiciary Committee
with near unanimity more than 2 years
ago—will effect targeted changes to the
patent code to equip the patent system
to meet the challenges of new tech-
nology and new markets as we ap-
proach the new millennium, while at
the same time promoting American
competitiveness and ensuring adequate
protection for American innovators,
both at home and abroad.

As many of my colleagues know, this
legislation is the product of several
years of discussion and extensive ef-
forts to reach agreement on a respon-
sible package of patent reforms. The
Senate made significant progress to-
ward consensus during the last Con-
gress when several key compromises
were reached in the Judiciary Com-
mittee to strengthen the bill’s protec-
tions for small businesses and inde-
pendent inventors and to preserve
America’s competitive edge in the face
of increasing global competition. I was
pleased this year to see those efforts
continued in the House, where the sup-
porters and former opponents of the
bill agreed to sit down and work
through their differences to produce a
constructive patent reform bill. The re-
sult is H.r. 1907, which has 59 cospon-
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sors in the House—including the most
ardent opponents of prior reform meas-
ures—and was passed in the House by a
37643 vote.

In many ways, the House-passed
“American Inventors Protection Act”
builds upon the compromises reached
in the Senate during the last Congress.
For example, the widespread agree-
ment on 18-month publication of pat-
ent applicants is centered around the
Senate compromise that allowed inven-
tors to avoid disclosure of their appli-
cations by not filing their application
abroad, where 18-month publication is
now the rule. Similarly, estoppel provi-
sions similar to those agreed to in the
Senate form a key component on the
broad-based agreement on patent reex-
amination reform. I am pleased to see
these compromises preserved and to see
that the House has built upon them to
reach the sort of broad consensus on
patent reform that I have long advo-
cated.

The bill Senator LEAHY and I are in-
troducing today in the Senate pre-
serves these important compromises
and adds to them a number of impor-
tant provisions. For example, our bill
includes a title not in the House bill to
reduce patent fees for only the second
time in history (the first time fees
were reduced was last year in a bill
Senator LEAHY and I ushered through
the Senate), to ensure that trademark
fees are spent only for trademark-re-
lated operations, and to require a study
of alternative fee structures to encour-
age maximum participation by the
American inventor community. Our
bill also adds important provisions to
enhance protections for our national
security by preventing disclosure of
sensitive and strategic patent-related
information and by helping to identify
national security positions at the Pat-
ent and Trademark Office (PTO) and
obtain appropriate security clearances
for PTO employees. The bill also pro-
hibits the Commissioner of Patents and
Trademarks from entering into an
agreement to exchange U.S. patent
data with certain foreign countries
without explicit authorization from
the Secretary of Commerce. Also in our
bill is a requirement that GAO conduct
a study on patents issued for methods
of doing or conducting business, which
have been the subject of a 75 percent
increase in applications at the PTO/

Like the House bill, our legislation
will achieve a number of important
substantive patent reforms, consistent
with the principles of protecting Amer-
ican inventors, our national competi-
tiveness, and the integrity of our pat-
ent system.

First, the bill provides inventors
with enhanced protections against in-
vention promotion scams by creating a
private right of action for inventors
harmed by deceptive and fraudulent
practices and by requiring invention
promoters to disclose certain informa-
tion in writing prior to entering into a
contract for invention promotion serv-
ices. An inventor who is harmed by any
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