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INTRODUCTION 

The paper is the result of R mission to technology transfer registries 

in Peru, VenezueJa, MtAico an1 Spain. 

The mission was intended ~o assess the s+,atus of national efforts 

to computerize technology transfer registries in 'ormation systems, ·co 

determine tl:.e flow of information in each :.·egililtry visited and evaluate 

the information exch·mge feasibility throug'.-:. TIES on magnP.tic tapes. 

The first part o~ the paper presents an account of the discussion 

and describes computer facilities visited. This part of the paper is 

called "Inventory" and enclosed information flow diagra.mmes drawn fo:· 

each registry illustrate the discussed subject. It is followed by 

"Collllllon Features" paragraph and two sets of recommendations - first 

for programme of c~mputerized TIES co-operation, and second for 

computerization of national registries. 

The paper is supplemented by the questionnaire prepared by· {JND.;.) 

Secntariat with the surnmar~· information of the nati~nE>l tE:cluioJog:r 

traLsfer registries visited. 
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I. INVENTORY (FINDINGS OF THE MISSION) 

1. PERU 

The scope of Peruvian Registry Approval Authority covers all collaboration 

t.'fPelD (see questionnaire) but "equipment repair" and "maintainance agreements". 

There are guidelines for internal contract evaluation, but there are no guide­

lir.2s for contract negotiations. 

Contrac~ submission is accompanied by an application form (see informati0~ 

fl~# diegramme for Peruvian Registry). Peruvian Registry does not perform 

technological evaluation. if necessary, on the individual deci~ion of the 

General Secretarj, technological evaluations are performed by specialized 

brar..ches of the appropriate ministries (e.g. ITINTEC - for industry, :ThlARRE -

for fishing, etc.). 

Peruvian Registry has two main outputs: 

(a) To the Andea~ Te~hnology Information SystEm (SAIT); 

(b) As a monthly bulle~in for public use, governmental 

press included. 

Sev~ral quantitative values conceining the Registry have been established: 

Approximately 120 contracts/year on input; 

Two veeks del~y for economic evaluation and 

an0ther two weeks for legislative evaluation; 

Approxlinately 12 staff; 

A three Months answering "'viine. 

The Peruvian Registry co-operaGes with SAIT which consis~s of four 

informatical networks: 

A. Foreign Investment 

B. International Prices 

C. Technological Transfer 

D. Indust~ial Property 

end several sectoral projects (e.g. food). Each network has fvcal roints of 

national character in each country of the Andean Group. In Peru, the national 
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focal points for SAIT are respectively: 

A. CONITE 

B. Ministry of Econoi::y, Finance and Commerce 

C. CONITE 

D. ININTEC 

The input for all four systems is cover~d by questionnaires. Output is 

created by rewriting the contents of the questionnaires on another form in a 

more compact way. These forms are disseminated to Andean member countries. 

For TIES, the Sy~tem III of SAIT is relevant (technology transfer). The 

input form of the system has been studied in detail and compared with the TIES 

coding form. There !I.re elements: "Annual sales", "annual production volume", 

"annual production capacity" requested by TIES and not available in SAIT III, 

th11s to co-operate with TIES the information in SAIT is not sufficient and 

the n~tional focal point must be asked for additional data. 

The computer centL is located in the Board of the Cartagena Agreement 

(JUNAC) building where, in future, the SAIT systems are to be run. It is a 

small configuration IBM 4331 (1 MB internal memorJ, 3 drives up to 175 MB), 

one year old. 

2. VENEZt.:ELA 

The Venezuelan Registry Approv3.l Authority cov€::-:i all types of collaboration 

except "pre-investment consulting" and turnkey". The Registry has the guide­

lines on contract negotiation, but guid~lines for contract ev~luation do not 

exist in written form. Contract submission Is acco'!lpanied by ~n application 

form. 

ThP Venez~elan Reuistry has output to TIES and SAIT. Besides these, the 

S!Jecial confirmation fo·.·m is issued a.fter contract accept&.nce. (S.:::e the 

information flow diagramme for Venezuelan Registry.} 

As &. result of reorganization, one application form used up to 1983 was 

su~stituted by an application fonr. for trademarks only, and a general form 

for all types of contracts except trademarks. It ~s possible that in future 

other e.pplication forms will b~ introduced. 
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The contra~t is e·,..lluated simult~eously in the Tech.'lology and Economics 

Department (8 a~alys~s, 1 month time a~ter full co~pletion of the application 

form data) ~'3. the Legal Depar·.,ment {6 lawyeis, 2 assistants and 3 weeks time). 

As a reSt.lt ~f evaluation, in 98 pe~ cent of the cases, t!J.e contract is 

sent back to the e.pplyine; parties to introduce th~ Registry's at..ggestions 

(1 per cent accepted without l'Jly amendments, 1 per cant rejected). When tbe 

::-,rocedm·e is cOillpleted, the following set of documents goes to the Registry: 

Ct':1tract, A.pplication form, technological and economics.l evaluation repori , 

le;al evaluation re~rt, copies of ~11 letters exchanged with the epplying 

ps.rt1~ and the special co~firniation form. 

The average den~ity of the informe.ti~n stream is 210 contractr,/year, ~nd 

an analys:i i3 should complete the evaluation of a. ~ontract in five wot:"l~ing da.ys. 

In the Registry, tre~c is a 2~~cial kind cf monitoring the recipient'~ 

request for the Ci;ne t1hen the reciri ents .s'"'e going to vj,_y royalties. After 

presentEtion cf c\lrrent contract stc-c;us da·".;r'.., if sat.isfic~--::iry, pSjlllcnt of 

royalties is authorized by the iiegh't:ry. 

There is a computer 1mit (two persons), operating since t_.he end :)f 1981. 

The system is based on eight Bit '.'-licrocomput.c"'." 808) v.ith 208 K Ra.:n, two floppy 

discs, one Winchester .:lisc of 29 MF, one nonitor (Hazeltine 1420) and "'.llCsa.ic 

printer ( Cen~ronics 704), all ror rc"1F;r'.ly T5S$ 25, 000 - local price. There 

were complain~s that ~niy one pe~son ~an work vith the system at a time. 

After contacting th-:! suppli.,r com!:any, Infodata C .A. wasi explained ·chat 

using intenial memory i.!l pe.rtiti ons up to four userz could be ~onnecte~. to th<:: 

system. For the l.lys te1n •~r.i i:its dBaiie II { rela' ... 1onal) soft'W'hre under >."hi.!h the 

data base cculj be e.;tabJ.ishea. Md !''..'.~1. 

The dBase Il l&n(;'J.age :i.R A kind of data base mana.ge!'\ent syst.em {DBMS J, 

and it could be utilized for computerization of the Re~istry in spite of all 

the l:.mitations resulting front th1: rtlutively :;ir~.miti·fe h.riguage of requests 

(reports) and the small configuration of the system. 

Independently, having in mind unification of software for registries 

in different countries, inquiries about the SIEX pos~ibilitie~ to process 

data on IBM were u~dertaken. It was establishe~ that in the Minjstry of 

Finance, the supervising organization of SIEX, the IBM 370/1 1~8 is used, and 

in principle the utilization of the IBM for Registry purposes ~g posaibl~. 

1 

\ 
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The Mexican ReE!,1stry Approval /.uth:::irity covers: !Jiow--h0v agreemem;s • 

trademark licence, rs.tent ljcence, -~'.lrnkey, basic and det1iled engineering 

cr.ntracts, !;.greements for management and administrativ~ SU:fiervision, franchise 

agreements and liiupply of com~uter software. Neither evaluation nor negotiation 

guidel1nes exist. 

Contract submL>sion is accompanied by an applica.ticn for::; ( 3 coi;.:es of 

each); eight different a )plication forms are in use. The special Contract 

Rec~eption Unit (11 employees) varifies the completeness of thP. submitte,: 

docurr~er.ts and, if necessary, with the delay of one d~y, sends the documents 

tack (by mail) to the interested recipient company. It expects to receive 

them the second time in 15 days. (See the information flow dia.gra.mme for 

Mexi~s.n Registry). 

When completeness is warranted, the contract is passed independently 

to the TcchnoJogical Evaluation Unit (15 3.nalysts), the Economical Evaluation 

Unit ( 8 analysts). and the Legal Evaluation Unit (10 lawyers). All evaluations 

are expected. to t•e completed vi thin L 5 days. The technological and econo • .1ical 

evaluation ~-eportoi are se~t to the Legal Unit where a deci10ion is reached. 

If Mexican companies only are involved in the technology transfer, the 

eval.11ati0ns a1·~ limited tc the legaJ_ one 0:1ly. 

i}suR.lly, the applications ar.~ either rejected (ur to 25 per cent) or 

sent back to the applying c0mpanies for introiluctfon of the Registry's 

suggestions. 1'he Registry sends back the contracts by !i1ail and expects to 

have them in the final form within 15 days. If unsatisfactory, the procedure 

could be repeated several times, and the personal contact of the Regis~ry 

employee~ with the interested company is possible. 

The accepted contract has a file in which the contract, applicat:on form, 

three evaluation reports dnd confirmation forms a.re included. The copy of the 

contract with confirmation form is sent back to the applying company. 

The ave~·age flow of c:ontracts is 2000 per year, a.nd after introducinp; 

the new law increased by 20 - 25 per cent a year. 

Fur~her contacts with the applying com-pany could be (including mor.'toring) 

of three different types: 
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Once a year, the recipient company is obliged to 

present to t~e Register the statement of the 

co:itract's progress. If the stat~eut is 

not presentec', a reminder may be sent, but 

a]so in this case, the Registry bas the 

po;.rer to declare the contract invalid. 

On the Registry as ;.rell as on the company 

initiative, inquiries on all conditions 

of tte contr~ct could be performed. They 

are performed ty Registry employees and the 

report presented. 

The company coula request from the Registry 

technical and/or economical assistance in 

the form of consultancy. The consultRncy 

is offered by the special unit of the 

department and is based not only on 

information collected in this department 

but mostly on experts' kno;.rledge and experience. 

4. SPAIN 

1'he Spanish Registry Approval Authority covers all types of collaboration. 

The Registry does not apply any particular guidelines. It uses dire~tly terms 

of law re~lations. A contract submission is accompanied by an application 

form. (Se<~ the information flow diagramme for Spanish Registry). 

The Spanish Registry performs the evaluation in the transfer s1.4bjects 

;.rhich conce-n technology, but in subjects concerr>ing e.g. agric 1..llture, defense, 

tourism, the decision of transfer approval is reached in the relevant ministried, 

and the Registry performs only office duties. Even in case~ concerning 

industrial subject:::, the Registry asks opini.ons of relevant industrial minist·ries, 

but in thi5 scope the decision is its own. 

The Spanish RegiRtry has several outputs: 

In monthly published bulletin "Economia Industd al", the 

pages c&lled "datos registrales" infcrmin3 of the 

new contracts ard naming both side companies; 

TIES; 
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National research info::-mation system; 

Videotext as a public means of infonnation. 

Several quantitat~ve values concerning the Registry has been established: 

Approximately 800 contracts/year; 

Up to three months delay in the inside 

registry evaluations; 

Approximately 15 people as staff (2 lawyers, 

2 e~onomists, 1 engineer). 

Sryecial monitoring is used on tfie reques~ of the interested Spanish 

recipient, in a case of the transfer technology acceptance prolongation. 

The rtef;istry a~ceptance is limited in time (usually twc or three years; 

maximum five years). After this t~me, in case of the recipient CO!llpany's 

willingness to prolong the contract, the renewed Registry acceptance is 

needei. The company supplies to the Registry the same (as in a new case) 

application forms amended by on special sheet comparine the pl'lllned and 

achieved ~esults. Only after consideration cf application by the Registry, 

the ~xtcnsion of the approval may be granted. 

The Registry has on-line access from screen-key monitor as a terminal 

through dedicated line to ~BER 2000 computer. This computer is in use since 

J~ne 1982, and through the terminal acpproximately 600 documents ~ere 

introduced. However, on magnetic tapes there are approximately 5000 

documents from the period 19~3 - 1979, and approxima~ely 2500 documents 

from 1979 - 1982. The data introduced in each of these three periods differs. 

As the older formats include the new one it is possible to standardize and 

transfer data to the new forn:at. The CTanagement of the Regi~trv reachPd the 

decision to follow this line but it is not clear w!'lcn it will be performed. 

Che~king the compatibility of the new format with the TIES format, it 

was stated that in the Registry format there were no: 

~oreign holding (at least explicit); 

Recipient type (as above); 

Currency code, as all data are in pesetas; 

Currency multiplier; 

Production unit; 

Minimum !·oyalty fee; 

Annual production rapa('ity 
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and the collaboration ty-r: is in different code. The computer is located in 

the CDTI (Centro para el Desarrollo Tecnologico Industrial). It is the 

IBER 2000, microcomputer system S1inish language adapted. It has 128 K BYTE 

intern~l memory (expandable), hard disc 6~ M. BYTE fixed and 13 M BYTE 

exchangeable, one magne:ic tape station, one line printer 300 Jines/min. 

five terminals - one (in the ReBistry) connected by MOD":M and four local, 

four TV for vid~otext. The type of work is time-sharing vith priorities 

and that is the main reason for the long response time obser· .. ed at the 

Registry terminal, as the priorities are not vith the outside terminal 

processes. As so~ware, theze are Basic and DFMS. The cost of the system 

is approximately US$ 80,000 (paid locally in pesetas). 

II. COMMON FEATliRES 

In spite o: the fact that the tasks performed by visited Registries are 

similar and the organizational structurt~ are alike, the detailed informational 

contents of the registries differ substantially. 

The set of forms constituti~g the input of the system consi~ts of: 

1. Contract; 

2. Applicatiov form or forms; 

3. In DUny cases responGe forms for registry monitoring activity. 

The bases i'nr TIES (and also the most important input for the own 

Re~istry computerizatiofi) is application forms. Its contents is related 

to «.he iacope or Registry approval authority (see the questionnaire) and 

differ r;i.;.bstandally f'"om one Registry to ac!other. The "cornL1on denominator" 

which could be found is; limit~d t,o basic information (names of companies, 

Jubject of tr'insfer etc.) ~nd UIR'.al:i.y is not sufficiellt even for supplying 

the f~ll inforruation needed in th~ now-in-use TIES form. 

Informa.tio~al output from the Beg:istri.es is extremely limited, but it 

should be realized that it follows from the init,;.a~ main goal for which the 

Registriea were esta.blished i.e. approval fune:tions. 'I'hus, they have been 

ple..nned rath~r to collect and. store information than to disseminate it. 

l 
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With the exception of the Spanist Registry all others are not computerized, 

but the Venezuelan Registry created already its own technical basis for future 

comrut~rization while two others have computerization in their development plans. 

In all cases, considering the number of contracts already stored and the density 

of contract admission, as well as the complexity of internal (comparison purposes) 

and external (information for outside policy-makers) requests, the computerization 

of the Registries is sensible. 

The existing situation has also its advantages. All of visited Registr~es 

are more or less r..ow adjusting the ~ontents and forms of stored inlormation to 

the actual needs, reorganizing the structure (Venezuela) introduces new application 

forms (:'lexico) or rewiting the existing files on magnetic tapes (Si:Jain). There 

may be still time to establish from UN.IDO si1e methodological a~sistance aimed at 

unilication of forms, as partly standardized input form containing all tnformation 

elements is needed for international co-operation. Once computerized any change 

in input is extremely ti~e and manpower consuming. 

The followin~ reconnnendations ar;: 

1. TIES (internationally) oriented; 

2. REGISTRY (lo~ally) oriented. 

III. RECOMMENDATIONS FOR TIES CO-OPERATION 

Compu-~erization of TIES does not necessarily commence on time when all 

Registries have their computers or ~tilize ones. It should be rather under­

stood as a programme in which each member state Registry could participate 

increasing its involvement according to its needs and available funds. Thus 

the programme should be a general frame of co-operation aimed at final computeri­

zation. Taking into account the cost effectiveness trend of comp~terized 

information systems the computerization of Registries seems inevitable. However, 

in the initial phase of the programme the basis for information exchange must be 

established. 

Initial Phase 

The aim of the initial phase of the programme should solve two problems: 

1. What minimum set of data must be (even manually) 

collected in I!lember state Registries, (e.g. it ~ould 

be a set of data forseen in TIES II A); 

2. What will be computer format of the data (not 

nece.ssary for today, hut for future use) . 
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The forum vn which th«:;se tvo strategic decisions should be reached is 

international. It shoulci l::e prepared as the result of ''legal" expert group 

recommendations (concerning the first problem i.e. the mi~1Ul'.llil set of ci.ata). 

TJ,e second expert group recommendations (informtltion and computer specialist 

group) should propose the solution for the second problem (i.e. format). The 

work of the second group should be based on the legal expert group results and 

ta.ke into consideration ISO standards. It should be roted that the rec;"'rr:mendations 

of the legtll expert ~roup do not limit in any sense the scope of infc~mation 

collected in each national registry. as only the minimum set is d~termined. 

Any above !!iinimum data t;:ould be collected by each Registry for i.ts internal 

(or regional) use. 

The second group recommendations howev~r should be prepared in a way 

which would allow the extension of data structure 1bove the minimum level 

(i.e. tJ create pcssibilit~es to computerize all inforrnai ion collected in 

each country). 

Phase One 

Phase one could start with one operating central computer service answering 

the registries requests and disseminating infonnation according to the registry 

established profiles. It should be noted that the minimum set of data need 

not necessarily be introduced to the comr~ter- Actual~y introduce~ data could be 

limited to names of co~nanies, subject of t~chnology transfer and other data 

enabling the further con't1:i.cts of interested pa,rties (e.g. address, telex and 

telephone numbers) - all which is called address information. It should be 

noted that the minimum set concerns the data is only collected in all regictries 

and not necessarily constitute the input for computer system. The minimum set 

(not necessarily computerized) is collected for: 

1. t.nswering the detailed requests generated internationally 

by computerized address information. The requests for 

factographical information, generated by ~omputerized 

address information would be sent to registrie..> by 

mail from the interested users of the address information; 

2. For future use on higher phases; 

3. For the internal use in the country. 

r 
i 

I 
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Pr..a.se Two 

Phase two begins when besides the central computer there are other 

C,j1Uputers in Registries (at least one other) but without on-line links 

between them. It should be noted, that all Registries without computer, 

perform activities aa in phase one. (They are in phase one). In phase 

two, at least the minimum set of data is introduced in all computers. 

Information sen~ to central computer from Registries being on phase two 

is recorded on magnetic tape and contains the minimum set. 

The: requested profile information originated from computerized registry 

and available from central computer for all participants of system (also 

being in phase one) is not only the address information but consists of 

mi~imum set previously delivered to the central computer in the form of 

recorded t&pes or discett-~. It is sent from central computer by mail in 

the form of ~omputer print0uts. 

Phase Three 

In phase three are all Regi~tries which have computers connected on line 

to the central computer. As a result for the Registr~_es in phase thre~ no 

mailing is needed and both files of central and regist~y computers could be 

searched and exchanged. One way (i.e. from a registry to the central 

computer) effect of the phase three could be obtained also with the on line 

teTillina.ls located in Registries. 

It should be noted that other Registries could a.ct at the sa~e time i 

phase two or one. 

Further possibilities, when all registries have their :iwn computers 

connected on line (network without central computer) are net discussed as 

too remote. 

IV. RECOMMENDATIONS FOR NATIONAL REGISTRIES COMPUTERIZATION 

"omputeri~ation of national Registry i:o the last step in the process of 

orderinr, the flow of registry information. Before even the <leten11inaLon of 

information flow the structural orgR.nhation of th~ Registry should be finally 

established. The organizational structure res.:uH,s frc1n functions of the 

Rep;istry e,nd the existinp; constraint.a (e.p;. manpower). How!'Ver, in the 

-1 

~· 
I 
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~tructure should be foreseen, vhether a regiEtry is computerized or not, a< 

organizational Lnit dealing with storage and retrieval of stored :nforma.tion. 

The unit coul'l be called "informatior. uni..;" and the word "infor111&tion" refers 

to the i:;tored registry information i.e. the unit is not p•::rforming any sub­

stantial task (e.g. evaluation) but only receives from other substantive units 

documents in previously established form. The task of the informc.tion unit is 

to classify, store and retrieve the Registry information. Without a computer 

the unit staff does the nece~sary processing themselves. With a computer the 

staff takes care of input and output information, while the processing is per­

formed by a computer. Without a computer the traditional mai.:.ual files a.re 

used; with computer infonnation stored in the computer memory. In both cases 

the staff is responsible for proper storing of information, such, that any 

performea infcrmation search gives relevant (only that which is needed) ruid 

full (all that which is needed) information. 

Before the computer is in~roduced it is recommer.ded to split the staff 

responsibilities into: 

(a) Input activity; 

(b) Output ac~ivity. 

In the simplest (two' staff members) case it means that one staff member 

performed all activities relating to preparing the information for storing 

(e.g. proper classification) a.nd storing it properly (keeping files in order) 

while another, dealing with the already stored information prepares answers 

and reports to incoming requests. 

Later, when the computer has been introduced, the input activity ends 

on preparation computer readable meuia, while output activit::.es begin with 

comp•.1ter printouts. It should be underlined tbat proper organization of 

these activities ia even more impo~ant than computer processing itself. 

Input activities must be connected in efficient ways to activities of other 

registry units wh~'.le output activities are the implementation of reg:.stry 

co-operation witb information users as well as internal (the Registry) and 

external (e.g. Ministries, Companies, TIRS). 

Introducing computer proce~sing usually one of two options shculd be 

choseon: 

l. Terminal processing, using processing facilities 

of a computer (usually big one) outside the Registry; 

\. 

I 
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2. Sta..TJ.d alone computer (usually mini or micro) 

which is located in the Registry. 

':'he first solution could be recommended wben computer facilities are 

alr';ady available in the organization to which the Registry belongs. In 

t'iis solution no cost of purchase of equipnent and employn.~nt of progr8I:llllers 

a.re borne. However, the quality of computer services available may be of low 

grade (as it is now the case of the Spanish Registr;;). Also the confidentiality 

of data, usual"_y the imponant factor may be endangered. Taking into account 

the above and the reasonable price of small computer systemb (approx. US$ 50,000) 

usually sufficient for processing e.11 Registry's data, stand alone co~puter 

is rather more recommended solution. It involves however the employment of a 

programmer unless in small Registry the staff, which takes care of input as 

well as of output, runs the computer operations themselves respectively. 

Before purchasing of a comp11ter system, a ci.etailed study should oe under­

taken to determine its configuration and software requir·.:ments. The deciding 

factors for the choice of configuration e ... .,: 

Number of documents already stored; 

Information structur' of t~e documents; 

FJrseeable density of incoming documents in 

the futur~ (number '..>f documents per year); 

fy:'e and comple~ity of information reque!:'ts; 

Fxpee: -t:c1 r.~~~,:.;.nse time; 

Media on w!·,ich output information is to be :;../ ~ 'ented. 

The l:i s·~ is not ct·'li";:>let<: and gives only the out lire of factors "'hich 

sh0uld be consider~ . 

'.olith the ubserved diversity o~ ftmctions in viaited Reg:i.striP.s, e:1ch ca12e 

should be considered individually to fir.d the best comput~r system fulfilling 

the Registry informational ne.eds. Thur: the more detailed compute::- d1oice 

recommendations are hl\rdly re.J.l:lOnabl~. Hov~v~r, the p::t ocedure tu :int! educe 

computer facilities i~ common to all Regi~tries and could be summed up as 

follows: 
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1. Determining the structural organization or Registry 

for computerization; 

2. After discussion with all involved parties 

(including UNIDO's representative) establishing 

the set of Registry data to be introduced into 

the computer system; 

3. Checking rhether minimum data set are included 

into the Registry data to be computerized; 

4. Preparbg the input pre-computer forms of all 

data being introduced (including len~ht of 

records and type of contents - alfa.numerical, 

ntll!lerical, logical). 

Having checked these and practically verified the computer could be 

selected, installed, the data base structure generated and, after verification, 

filled up with data to be used in everyday Registry information activity. 
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Questior.naire on Technclogy Transfer Registries Informatinn Systet'\s 

I. ~roval 
. 1/ Auth0rity - p Peru 

v Ver.ezuela. 

a. Country: M Mexico 

s Spain 

b. Authority: 

c. Address: 

d. Scope of Approval Authority in Terms of Collaboration Type: 

Leasjng Agreements 

K~ow-hcw Agreements 

Trademark Licence 

Patent Licence 

Preinvestment consulting 

Turn-key 

Construction or set-up 

Basic Engine2ring Contracts 

Detailed Engineering Contracts 

Contracts for Management of 
Construction Set-up 

Contracts for Start-up Supervision 

Contracts for Production Supervision 

Equipment Repair and Maintenance 
Agreements 

Yes No 

1-,V,S M 

P,V,S,M 

P,V ,S,M 

P,S,M v 

P,S V,M 

P,V,S,M 

P,V,S, M 

P,V,S,M 

P ,V ,S,M 

P,V,S M 

P,V,S M 

P,V,S M 

v,s P,M 

~/ Authority or Eecretariat of approval authority for technology 
transfer contracts, i.e. Foreign Investment Institute. 

Technology Transfer Board, etc. 

r 
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Agree!il.ent s for Ma...1a.gement and 
Admini strati-re Supervision 

Marketing Agreements 

Trainijg Agreements 

Franchise Agreements 

Supply of Computer So~twa.re 

Consultancy Agreements 

Others (please enumerate) 

Sector ISIC 

Agriculture, Hunting, Fore~try 
and Fishing 

MiniP-g and Quarrying 

Manufacturing 

Electricity, Gas and Water 

Construction 

Wholesale and Retail Trade 
and Restaurants and Hotels 

Transport, Storage and Communication 

Financing, Insurance, Real Estate 
and Business Services 

Community, Social and Personal 
Services 

Activities not Adequately defined 

only wholesale and retail 

II. Legislation/Administration Order 

a. Technology Transfer Regulation 
Law in Force 

(V) 

v-- 'lT-.......... .. ~ 
P,V,S,M 

P,V,S M 

P,V,S, M 

P,V,S,M 

P,V,S,M 

P,V,S, M 

Distribution Agr~ements 

Yes No 

V,S,M p 

P,V,S,M 

P,V,S,M 

P,V,S,M 

P,V ,S M 

P,V*,S,M 

V,S,M p 

P,V,S M 

V,S P,M 

P,V,S M 

Law: P: Dec. 24° 
V: Dec. 24,84 
S: Dec. 2343/73 

Decree: P: 18900 V: 2442 
Leg. 71 746,1176 

S: Order ~.12.73 ~ 20.7.81 

1 

' 
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Does legislation in fore~ rerer 
to eonfidentiality vith respect 
to activities of approval 
authority. If yes, quote 
concerned para of legislation 
an~ explain scope of 
conffd~I•~iality. 

In addition to legislation, do 
there exist administrative 
orders ccncerning confident­
iality of approval authorities 
activities. If yes, please 
quote number and date of order. 

Yes 

P,V ,S,M 

Yes 

v,s 

No 

No 

P,M 

Note: Please attach full text of legislation and administrative orders 
referred to under a, ~and c. 

III. Contract Evaluation 

a. 

b. 

Do there exist written 
guidelines for intern~l 
contract evaluation? 

Do there exiot written 
guidelines for contract 
negotiations? 

Yes 

p 

Yes 

v 

No 

V,S,M 

?lo 

P,S,M 
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If III (a) answered (yes) 
do guideljnes include: Yes 

Checklist on patent agreemP-nts P 

Checklist on trademark agreenents P 

Checklist c~ wnow-how clauses P 

Check.list for evaluatioP 

Payment remuneration provisions 

Checkli&t for technological 
evaluation 

Checklist for compatibility 
with national legislation 

others (please specify) 

p 

p 

No 

p 

Note: Please attach set of guidelines/checklists. 

IV. Are the following items abstracted for the purpose of in'l;ernal 

information frcm the contract? 

a. ObJe~t and type of contract: P: yes V: for statistics, TAIS, 

SAIT; M: yes 

-----------------

b. Parties involved: P: yea, V:only for internal 

monitoring; M: yes 

., 
I 
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1 
Yes No 

c. Territory: Production P,V,S,M 

Sale P,V ,S,M 

Use V,S,M 

d. Payments: Royalty P,V,M s 

Lump::;um P,V,M s 

other 

e. Duration: P ,V ,S,M ~ 
! 

l.'. Restrictions: Tie-in P,S,M 

Tie-out :t>,S,M 

Fsckage/licensing V,S,M p 

Post exp..i.:ration V,S,M p 

royalties 

Price fixing P,V ,S,M 
restrictions 

Quantity or volume P,V,S,M 
restrictions 

other M: Art 15,16 

g. Guarenty and waranty provisions: P: yes, V: some comments, 

M: Art 15,16 

-------------· 
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Governing Law 

Arbitration 

Others _(please specify) M: Art 

Ia contract submission ~ccompanied by 
subnission/application form. 
If yes, does appli~ation fonn incl~de: 

a. supplier/recipient company: 

- capital structure supplier coIDpa.ny 

- overseas subsidiaries of 
supplier company 

- equity 1 ink.age (or any other 
supplier/recipient 

- capital structure recipient 

- productive sector(s) of recipient 
company 

- contracts previously concluded with 
same technology suppliers 

- contract previously concluded 
with other technology suppliers 

- number of employees of the recipient 
compa.r.y 

- resel'\rch facilities of the recipient 
company 

- others (please specify) 

-1 
Yes No 

P,V,S,M 

P,V,S M 

70 15 and 16 

Yes No 

P,V,S,M 

P,V,S,M 

P,V,S,M 

S,M p 

P,V,S,M 

P,V,S,M 

P,V,S M 

s P,M 

P,V,S,M 

s,v P,M 
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b. Informatjon requested on: 

c. 

- patent registration 

- trademark regi.stratic..n 

- history of ownership 
of technology a~quired 

- other (please spe~ify) 

Payments 

- yearly expected pa.1llents 
over duration of co:1tract 
(by contract) 

- payments forecasts 

- oher(s) (pleas£ specify) 

d. Economic aspects 

- pro~ect financing 

- employment generation 

- com;>eti tion 

- production estimate 

- estimated net sales value 

- estimated export~tion of product 
produced as percentage of total sales 

- estimated cost of production 

- estimated profits before tax 

- other (please specify) 

P,V,S,M 

P,V,S,M 

P,V S,M 

Yes No 

P,V,S,M 

v P,S,M 

P,V,S,M 

P,V,M s 

P,V,M s 

P,V,S,M 

P,V,S,M 

P,V S,M 

P,V,M s 
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~010..El, Ye~ 

alterr!ative ccnsidered technologies 
and rei.son fer selection 

certification of cap::i.bili ty 
of techno>>gy supplier 

- d.escription of technolo~ acquired 
in relation with production process 

- origiri and cost 

a.cC'ompanying in.p1)rtati'J:i of: 

- ma.ch i.nery 

- :-a~ material 

q11al i ty control specification..c:; 

- cost ,if rGsearch .~ntl development 
recipient. company 

- annual 

- expected 

P,'l,M s 

P,V,S M 

M P,V,S 

P,V S,M 

P,V S,M 

P,V S,M 

P,S 

v' ~!. P,S 

v: r~ature of _pro6.ucts 

VI. Please describe i.11 det:1.i 1 other .,iources of infonr.u.tion l 1ke nat.'..onal 
economic statistics, t. :::hnology info:rn1ation b..1.Thz-s, international Dource:; 
used for the ev«ltntion of teclrnol0gy t e::i.nr~fer con":racts. 

P: only SA I'l' V: SAIT o..lso Mexic.o, Brazil, Argentina 

M: o~her Ministries 

-------

----------------.. ·---------------------------

------------ ---~---

l 
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VII. Monitoring 

a. Does the registry require a periodic 
report from the recipient 

b. If VII (a) is positive, please 
describe major elements of 
monitoring report 

VIII. 

Does the registry produce inf0rmc.1.tion 
on/or h:i.s access tc: 

a. average royalties by sector 

national 

international 

b. foreign holdirgs by sector 

national 

international 

c. supplier country by sector 

national 

internc?.tional 

d. rupplier ccmpanies by sector 

national 

inte1·national 

e. collaboration types by sector 

national 

international 

1 
Yes No 

Yes Ne 

Ptv,s M 

v S,M 

P,V,S M 

v 3,.\i 

P,V,S M 

v 3i r.:r 

P,V,S M 

v s,M 

P,V,S M 

v S:M 
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f. duration by sector 

national 

international 

g. total payments o.uthorized by sector 

nation~l 

international 

h. average lice~sor ~r.are of expe~t?u profit 
(LSEP) by uector 

national 

international 

i. alternative bcfi.nd.oe:;y .. suppliers 

int e rna:!; inti.al 

j. loca1 i:<:.d1~1olog.r snpplif.'r~ 

k. other ( p-1 ee:;rn d<!!S(Wi b~) 

Yes No 

P,V,S 

v s, ff, 

P,V,S M 

v S,M 

P,:3,~ 

S,:M 

'I P,S,~ 

'IT S,M 

v 3,P,:M 

-""""-~-

---------~~--~---·-----------.--._.._..._, __ 
,-------~~---~- .. ---.-----

--------------------·------~-·~--~ -~~---~ 

-----ft-------~-------~~-------------.,.._.-~----~· 

IX. Kindly indicate which 9et of informati<.; .. , p101ucad ~.1der v:i:II is fo1· 
·internal evalua.tio;i purnose, for TIES 0r eite:--11al c··-!1.er ti-1.:i.n TIES using 
the following .sa.e.pli:: ta,ble. 

-~--.---...-~-.,..--u=-·--- _...__ ___________ _ 
------------· -----·---· ·-------- ~--- --------
..... .....-...--~----- _... ,-...........-----

--~----·-- ·----~-----

l 
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a. 

b. 

c. 

a. .. 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

i. 

J .. 
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average roy~lties by sect~r 

f~reign holding by sectc~ 

supplier country by secto1· 

o.1pplier companies by sector 

~ollaboration types by sentJr 

duraticn hy se~tor 

total payments authorized by sector 

average licensor shara of expected profi~ 
(LSE?) by s~~t,ryr 

.<r.] te.·nat::..ve ttKhnology aupplie:::·& 

lr.>cal ·t.;chno.togy s::.tppliers 

k. other (;;lease describe} 

-----~-----~ .. ------~-------~ 

Manage­
men"t 

s 

s 

s 

----------------------·-------

Evalua­
T.1on 

vs 

PV 

PVS 

PV 

ATS 

PV 

Mori­
toring 

v 

v 

PV 

v 

TIES 

v 

v 

SV 

s 

v 

~--~--~~--~~·~~~--~------~----------

x. Preuent status cf information flow in the approved authority 
(brief description to be attached) 

Yes No 

m3.nual P,V,S M 

mechanized S,M 

computerized s V,M 

Attach input/output of infonnation system and infonnation as to the type 
of computer used. 

' - - .. -
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