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Seourity Review of Patent Applications

-

Anmy~ﬂavy‘Patent Advisory Board

¢/t Cffice of Judge Advocate Gencral of the Army
Patents Division

Washiington 26, D. . _

ATTENTICH: HMaje H. E. Gulleher, Jr., Seoretary

partrment Mewmber of the Board, was alsc present.
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At this mesting, the following conclusions were reached:

Patents to get his views on this matiter.

Calonal

be During the sauws moeting wiih the Commissicner of
Gardes would discuss the possinility that the Army wonld sponsor

a new statute whilch would provide for the nctual excision of the classified
portions of a patent application whers such portions wers
to the completsness of the disclosure,
by approprlate sefsguards, such ag consent of the Commiasioner of

TYESY

Uol. George t. Gardes, Judge Advocate G
hapartmant ‘Hember of the Moard, held a mesting in his 00fice nt wthch
Cosgrove, Altemnte Ordnance Department Hember, and Iir. Lawrence
Glassman, £iznal Corps Momber of the Board, raised certain questions
nrising from the dpparent discontinuance
cedure for submitting to the Armod Forces for review patent applications
including subjoct-matter coming within cute
Quogtions werg wlse raiscd ag o ihe posaibility of the Army's sponsoring

a statute desipned to fasilituie security protection of patunt appllcxtions,
‘and &8s to improvement in security procedures st the Patent Office. .
H. E, Galleher, Jr., Secrotary und Alternate Judge Advocate Gensral ﬂe-

by the Patent Uffice oi the pro-

zories considered clagsii'ied.

tolonel Gerdes stated that APAB would write to each
of the Army, any‘apé Alr Torce representsd on that Beard, and request

the views of such branch us to the reinstatement by ths Patent 0fflce of
the procedure of submitting to the Armed Forces for security review, ap-
plications coming within certain categor y
ligt of These categories in the gvont that
procedurs should be reinstated,

ieg, and would also request u
the branch thoupl:t that the
If, as would almtst certainly prove to
ASPAB decided that the procedure should be reinstated,
Gardes would arrane for a mesting with the Commissioner of

not esnoitial
( ¥ o N -
itis excision wounld be arCUmyanled
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and of the owner of the applicaticn; esnd would be dene only at the request
of the Armed FPorces. It was conlemplated also that vhe sictute would pro-
vide for complote deatruction (again with appropriate sefejzuards) of a
patent upplication which gontained very highly classified inlaimation so
much distributed throuvghout the e;plication that it wars most uniikely
that the mpplication would ever be permitted to issus ar a petent. Such
e statute would make it possible to remove soms applicatious from secrecy
more Quickly, and to destroy references tc classified information.
_ Ce C(onlenel tGardes aleo stated that he would dircuss sither with
the Comaissioner of Patents or Assistunt Commissicner of Patents Mr.
Thomas F. Burphy, the question of the adequacy of the security protection
given by the Fatent Qffice to classified pate:nt applicatlions aad, if
possible, wonld make a survey of the type of preoilection ulferded in some
o

of the Patent Oilice divisiocns heving a considerable numbsr of such
applications. '

2. Mo reguast has yat bsen received by the 5ignal Corps from A-AR
for a list of the cutegories of patent applicutions which thoe Tignsl Corps
would lite to have the Patent Office submit for security review., $ince
the Hignal Corps is strongly interssted, on its own bshal: aud that of
the Army Security Agency, in having this revisw procedures reinstaited as
quickly a8 possible, the Signal Cerps lilst ¢f categories is given below:

a. Nevices and systems usaed in or having any cenmecticea with
sgcret signaling or secre: commmnication ¥y any means of iransmission.

bs klectromagnetic wave remote control devices and systens
wiich are applicable to gulded missilaes,

c. Ilectronic devices aml systems applicable to military
csuntermensures. (Thiy includes deceptive devices, intentional signel-
jasming generators;/systems and technigues Tor obinining & desired sipgnal
in the presence of-intentienal jasming. It dows not inciude ordinary
noigs pgenzrators for laboratory test vurposses or techniques for chbtain-
ing a desired signal through natural interierence.) :

de. - "Death ray"” devices und systems in which electrical particlas
or wave radimnvicns are claimed to cause deletorious effects on human be-
ings or machines. '

- 6. HRadiclegical detection end measuring instrnments.

3. ‘fhe Signal Corps will forward Lo the Army Hecurity Agency for
roview, theose applications ianvolving subjoct-matter of special interest
to that Agency.
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, 4. If the category listed in Par. 2e above is being reviewed by
~ the Atomic Energy Commission, it will not be necessary to have a Sipgnal
Corps ruview of cases in this calegery.

5. It would be appreciated il acticn could be taken promptly by
your Board to reinstate this security review procedure, at least as far
us the categories listed in Fur. 2 above are concerned.

LAVRENCE GLASSHAR
fignal Corps Hewmber,
Army-Kavy Patent Advisory Board




