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Are patents beneficial to patient care? There is ample evidence that
patents with an “I”—where the “I” indicates investors—benefit patients by
making diagnostic assays and therapeutic products available to the public
through commercialization. In particular, since the landmark U.S. Supreme
Court decision that opened the portals to the wonders of biotechnology,'
and the passage of the Bayh-Dole Act enacted on December 12, 1980,
which allowed commercialization by the private sector of patented
inventions arising from federally funded research, biotechnology patents
have been the foundation of hundreds new therapeutic products, vaccines
and diagnostic assays.” Living testimonials to the success of modern
medicine are cancer survivors, notably those cured of childhood leukemia,
transplant recipients, and those at cardiovascular risk who are populating
the streets instead of graveyards. ‘

The correlation between beneficial scientific advances and development
of patent systems is demonstrated internationally. The Bayh-Dole Act has
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