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Abstract

From late October to late November 2003, the AUP@BAducted a survey of its
members that examined the support services thatwibeld like to see provided for

intellectual property issues. Ninety individualsrgaeted the survey.

The responses received to the survey suggest tetgraduate students at the
University of Adelaide require a range of pringa&lonic and consultation services to
better inform and assist them in dealing with IBues. The AUPGSA is preparing a
number of new services, including a handbook atetaetive web site. However, the
AUPGSA is not in a position to provide independemifessional legal advice, should
the need arise. The survey respondents are ggneadlbrepared contribute towards
the cost of providing such a service. It is recomdssl that the University provide
funding for a regular service, which the AUPGSA Wwbadminister, with an IP
lawyer, for which postgraduate and honours studeartsbook a timeslot to have their
gueries addressed. It is also recommended thatSthdent Project Participation
Agreement be redrafted by a legal expert with natre@t with the University, so that
the contract can become more student-orientatedc@vel more possible issues than

the current version does currently.
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1. Introduction

This report summarises the responses received fostgraduate and honours
students at the University of Adelaide to the AdkdaUniversity Postgraduate
Students’ Association’s (AUPGSA) intellectual praggIP) support survey that was
placed on the AUPGSA’s web site from 27 October2io November 2003. The
survey was advertised in the AUPGSA’s email bulletihat were sent to all enrolled
postgraduate and honours students during the swlats. A copy of the survey is
appended as Appendix A to this report.

The survey was designed in response to the inogasimbers of requests that the
AUPGSA has received in 2003 for information abouellectual property issues. In
addition, the survey that the AUPGSA conductedhae first half of 2003 about
intellectual property issues revealed that over gmater of survey respondents had
encountered issues that had affected their stualyl that the vast majority of
respondents had poor knowledge of intellectual @mypissues concerning their
study? In seeking to better assist postgraduate students, necessary for the
AUPGSA to better understand the type of assisttmatds required.

The survey was aimed at all levels of AUPGSA memiigr although it was

expected that the majority of survey respondentsildvdoe enrolled in research
programs, especially PhDs. To encourage the ratesgonse, all individuals who
provided contact details were placed in a draw ito av$50 UniBooks voucher. The
contact details were separated from the surveyresgs upon receiving them. Ninety
people responded to the survey.

The survey consisted of four questions, plus aimector providing additional
guestions, as well as questions about non-idengfyletails about the respondents’
enrolment details. The four questions used chedakband menus to select answers,
so that responses could be standardised and cahwpiiekly. The comment section
provided respondents with an opportunity to provéalyy comments or information

that they felt was relevant to the survey.

! AUPGSA, 2003 Intellectual Property Survey (Adelaide: AUPGSA, 2003). 9.
2 |bid, 23.
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This report provides only a quantitative summargt analysis of the data; qualitative
data is annexed as Appendix B, with any commerds ¢buld identify individual
respondents removed and replaced with “***'. Thisport is divided into three
sections. The first describes the sample of stsd@hb responded to the survey, and
who are part of approximately 4300 postgraduatehenmburs students enrolled at the
University of Adelaide. The second section is asemgation of the survey's
guantitative results. The first two sections’ rasges have been compiled according
to the Faculty of enrolment of the respondents. thire section provides a discussion

of the survey’s results, and incorporates commertgéided in Appendix B.
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2. Analysis of survey respondents

2.1 School and Course Enrolment

Table 1: Level of enrolment, sorted by School of enrolment

Total

Grad Masters Masters Grand| Number
School Honours Cert|Grad Dip |(Coursewk) | (Research) PhD Total|in School
IAgriculture & Wine 3 8 11
|IAdelaide Grad.
School of Business 1] 4 5 1193
IApplied Mathematics 1] 1
Chemical
Engineering 4 4
Chemistry & Physics 3 3
Civil & Environmental
Engineering 3 3
Computer Science 1 2| 3
Earth &
Environmental
Science 9 9
ECIC 2| 2
Economics 1 1 2
Education 1 1 2
Electrical and
Electronic
Engineering 3 3
History & Politics 1 1 1] 2 5
Humanities 1 1] 2 4
Law 1 1]
Mechanical
Engineering 1 1
Medicine 1] 5 1] 6) 13| 1052
Molecular &
Biomedical Sciences 4 1] 3 8
Pure Mathematics 1] 1]
School of Petroleum 1] 1]
Social Sciences 1 1 1] 3 6|
Not identified 1 1] 2| N/A
Grand Total 5082’

i i d

Of the 90 students, who completed the survey, 88tifled the School in which they
are enrolled. Responses that named a disciplirrenitite new School-based structure
of the Faculties have been changed to the Schoaltse.

% Total number of honours and postgraduate studerte University of Adelaide in 2003. Source:
“2003 Student Enrolment (Full year) pivot tableyadable at
<http://www.adelaide.edu.au/opd/stats/student/emeat_pivot2003FullYearweb.xls>. Note: Schools
from which no responses were received are notdeclun the table, although their students conteibut
to the total number of students enrolled in postgase and honours programs.
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Table 1 shows that the majority of respondents @05%) are enrolled in research
programs, and nearly a quarter (21, 23.3%) in ewosk degrees. A further 10
(11.1%) are enrolled in honours courses. The highescentage of responses was
from students enrolled in Masters by Research progr(10, 3.9%), followed by PhD
program students (49, 3.5%). The average resp@atsef honours and postgraduate

students was 1.8%.

The most responses (13, 14.4%) were from studemtslled in the School of
Medicine, with a slightly lower number of respondgesm students enrolled in the
School of Agriculture and Wine (11, 12.2%). TheHagt percentage of responses was
from students enrolled in the Education Centrdriaovation and Commercialisation
(2, 40%), Chemical Engineering (4, 11.8%) and Pdahematics (1, 6.7%). No
responses were received from students enrollethenSchool of Architecture, the
School of Commerce, the Centre for Australian Iedimgus Research and Studies, the

Elder School of Music or the Dental School.

The rate of response from each School is lower thas for the August 2003
AUPGSA IP survey; however, the University’s numbé&honours and postgraduate
students, as listed in the official statistics #0003, has increased by nearly 700
individuals since the first survey results were pded.
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2.2 Faculty and Course Enrolment

Table 2: Course of enrolment, sorted by Faculty of enrolment

Honour| Grad Grad|Masters

Masters

%age of
responden

Faculty s| Cert Dip| (Cswk)| (Res.)
Engineering,

Mathematical &

Computer Science 1 1

Health Sciences 1] 1]
Humanities & Social

Sciences 2| 2 3
Professions 2 1 1

Sciences

%age
response

Table 2 shows that the largest group of surveyamdents (31, 34.4%) is enrolled in
the Faculty of the Sciences, followed by the Facolt Engineering, Mathematical

and Computer Science (21, 23.3%). The lowest numbeespondents was from
students enrolled in the Faculty of the Profess{a0s 11.1%).

The highest rate of response from an individualukgcwas from Engineering,

Computer and Mathematical Sciences (4.1%, 514 hsnand postgraduate students

in total), and the Faculty of the Sciences (3.6%2)8The lowest rate or response was

received from the Faculty of the Professions (0.6%35). Again, the University’s

higher official student enrolment figures have citmited to a lower percentage when
compared to the AUPGSA August 2003 survey.

4 Note: Students enrolled in areas outside of thel@mic faculties (total: 11) are included in thiafto

figure, hence the difference in total between ttal$ of each faculty and the total figure.
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2.3 Faculty and Type of Program

Table 3: Type of program, sorted by Faculty of enrolment

Faculty Honours Coursework Research
Engineering, Mathematical & Computer
Science

Health Sciences

Humanities & Social Sciences
Professions

Sciences

o |Ww oo

S ININ P [

The majority of survey respondents (59, 65.5%) emeolled in higher degree by
research (HDR) programs. Nearly one quarter (213%3 are enrolled in higher
degree by coursework (HDC) programs, and the remeaim honours courses (10,
11.1%).

Almost half (27, 45.8%) of survey respondents dadoin HDR programs are in the
Faculty of the Sciences, with a similar percentafyronours students enrolled in the
same Faculty (4, 40%). The largest group of HDGetts is enrolled in the Faculty
of the Professions (8, 38.1%).
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3. Analysis of survey responses

3.1 Question 1: | feel that there is a need for a service that provides postgraduate

and honours students with advice relating to intellectual property issues.

Table 4: Responses to question 1, sorted by Faculty of enrolment

Strongly Neutral/ Strongly

Faculty Agree Agree Unsure| Disagree| Disagree| Grand Total
Engineering, Computer and

Mathematical Sciences 16 5 21
Health Sciences 9 4 13|
Humanities & Social Sciences 7 8 15|
Professions 6) 3 1] 10
Sciences 18] 11| 1] 1] 31
Grand Total 56| 31 2 1 90|

The majority of survey respondents (56, 62.2%)estdhat they strongly agreed that
there is a need for a service that provides irdellE property support. A significant
number (31, 34.4%) agreed with the statement. @mty respondents (2.2%) were
unsure or had no feelings about the need for susdnace, and a single respondent

disagreed with the need.

3.2 Question 2: About which issues would you require advice?

Table 5: Responses to question 2, sorted by Faculty of enrolment

IP Group [Commercia Number of
Faculty Agreements Projects lisation Patents Other| Won't Use | respondents
Engineering, Computer and
Mathematical Sciences 13 7] 9 9 4 21
Health Sciences 11| 4 12| 12 1] 1 13
Humanities & Social
Sciences 5 2 4 4 2 6] 15
Professions 6 5 4 4 1 3 10
Sciences 25 12 16| 16| 1] 5 31
Grand Total 60 30 45| 45| 5 19 90
Percentage of
respondents 66.7 33.3] 50.0] 50.0] 5.6| 21.1

Two thirds of survey respondents (60) indicated thay would use an IP service for
advice about IP agreements. One third (30) statat they would require advice
about group projects, and half (45) of survey resieots indicated that they would
seek advice about commercialisation and patentessskive respondents (5.6%)
provided other issues about which they would selica. These are:

PGSA Intellectual Property Support Survey 2003 9



Copyright;

Confidential data;
Non-disclosure agreements;
IP Licenses;

Publications and ownership of IP.

IP agreement advice was highest in the Facultiddeaiith Science (11, 84.6%) and
the Sciences (25, 80.6%). Nineteen respondentd%®1did not feel that they would
need to use a service that provided informatiorualbdellectual property. Of these
respondents stated that they strongly agreed eedgwith the statement made in the
first question.

3.3 Question 3: What type of service(s) would you like to see provided by the
AUPGSA?

Table 6: Responses to question 3, sorted by Faculty of enrolment

Email Email In person

Web| Discussion |Consultation |Consu Itation Other| Number of
Faculty Handbook | Pamphlets | Resources List Service Service Service | respondents
Engineering, Computer
and Mathematical
Sciences 14 8 17| 3 14 13| 21
Health Sciences 12 5 10 3 9 8 1] 13|
Humanities & Social
Sciences 10 4 10 2 8 10 15|
Professions 7 4 6) 3 5 7] 1 10
Sciences 21 13 17 3 13 21 2 31
Grand Total 64 34 60| 14 49 59 4 90|
Percentage of
respondents 71.1 37.8 66.7 15.6 54.4 65.6] 4.4

The service most requested by survey responderashendbook about intellectual
property issues (64, 71.1%). A similar percentagauovey thought that the AUPGSA
should provide web-based information resources @®,/%) and an in person
consultation service (59, 65.6%). The fourth sexwiicat a majority of respondents
supported is an email consultation service (4% %3. Pamphlets (34, 37.8%) and an
email discussion list (14, 15.6%) are considerecbdothe least useful to survey
respondents. Four respondents (4.4%) suggested e#reices: three suggested

seminars, and the fourth respondent stated tha¢rice should be provided.
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Table 7: Responses to question 3 from individuals who stated that they would use an

IP advice service for information about IP agreements

Faculty Handbook | Pamphlets Web Discussion Email In person
Engineering, Computer and

Mathematical Sciences 10| 6) 11 3 9 8
Health Sciences 11 5 3 7| 7|
Humanities & Social Sciences 2 1 4 3
Professions 4 2 3 4
Sciences 18| 11] 14 3 13| 20

Numberofrespondents | 6o 60 60 6l 6l 60

Of the respondents expressing interest in advicautal® agreements, over three
quarters (47, 78.3%) stated that they would berested in seeing an IP handbook
provided. The majority of respondents interesteddrmice about IP agreements also
indicated that in person consultations (42, 70%p wesources (40, 66.7%) and

email-based consultations (36, 60%) would be ussnlices to provide.

Table 8: Responses to question 3 from individuals who stated that they would use an

IP advice service for information about group projects

Faculty Handbook | Pamphlets Web |Discussion Email In perso n
Engineering, Computer and

Mathematical Sciences 4 2 7| 1] 6) 5
Health Sciences 4 2 4 1] 2 2
Humanities & Social Sciences 1 1] 2 1]
Professions 5 4 4 2 2 3
Sciences 10| 3 9 1] 5 9

d i |
Number of respondents
1 1 |

Of the respondents expressing interest in adviaautalgroup projects, the most
popular form of service in which they would be netgted is web-based resources (25,
83.3%). An IP handbook (23, 76.7%), in person ctiasans (20, 66.7%) and email-
based consultations (17, 56.7%) were also of istete the majority of survey

respondents.
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Table 9: Responses to question 3 from individuals who stated that they would use an

IP advice service for information about commercialisation of |P

Faculty Handbook | Pamphlets Web Discussion Email In person

Engineering, Computer and

Mathematical Sciences 7| 2 7| 2 7| 8
Health Sciences 12| 5 9 3 8 7
Humanities & Social Sciences 3 1] 3 2 3
Professions 4 3 4 2 2 1]
Sciences 11] 8 9 2 8 11

i i |
Number of respondents I D B - B B

The provision of an IP handbook is favoured mostrégpondents interested in
information about the commercialisation of IP (B2.2%). Web resources (32,
71.1%), in person consultations (30, 66.7%) andildmaged consultations (27, 60%)
were also of interest to the majority of surveyp@sdents interested in advice about

commercialising IP.

Table 10: Responses to question 3 from individuals who stated that they would use an

IP advice service for information about patents

>

Faculty Handbook | Pamphlets Web Discussion Email In perso

Engineering, Computer and
Mathematical Sciences

Health Sciences

Humanities & Social Sciences
Professions

Sciences

NN (D [On

[ Bl M1 \SHIo>NId)]
~N = NI N
NP IN|O (o
o IN N O[O

10

Number of respondents

In person consultations and email-based consuliwtiovere services, which
respondents interested in advice about patentsestayt) (23, 51.1%). Just under one
half of survey respondents interesting in adviceualpatents were interested in the
production of an IP handbook (22, 48.9%) and wedetlaesources (21, 46.7%).
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3.4 Question 4: The AUPGSA seeks to establish a service that is free to AUPGSA
members. However, if it were not possible to fully fund a consultation service, how
much would you be willing to contribute for professional advice from a legal
practitioner?

Table 11: Responses to question 4, sorted by Faculty of enrolment

Grand
Faculty Nothing | $1-$10 | $11-$20 | $21-$30 $31-$40,  $41-$50 >$51 Total
Engineering, Computer and
Mathematical Sciences 10 3 4 2 2 21
Health Sciences 3 4 2 13
Humanities & Social Sciences 9 1 4 1] 15
Professions 7] 2 1 10
Sciences 12 8 8 2 1 31
Grand Total 41 16 22 7| 2 2 90
Percentage of respondents 45.5 17.7 24 .4 7.7 2.2 2.2 100

Almost half (41, 45.6%) of survey respondents stdbat they would not be prepared
to contribute any money for professional advicerfra legal practitioner. Around one
quarter (22, 24.4%) stated that they would be mgllio contribute between $11 and
$20 to help fund the service, with smaller numbefsrespondents willing to
contribute between $1 and $10 (16, 17.8%), and &&1 $30 (7, 7.8%). A small
number of students were prepared to contribute dmtvwb41 and $50 (2, 2.2%) and

the same number willing to contribute over $51 tovirling professional legal advice.
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4. Discussion

4.1 Summary

90 individuals (approximately 2.1% of the AUPGSAdtal membership) completed
the survey. As expected, due to the nature of uineey, the highest rate of response
and the most responses were from the FacultiesnginEering, Mathematical and
Computer Science and the Sciences. Somewhat sogpnvgas the low rate of
response from students enrolled in the Faculty edith Science. It was expected that
the majority of survey respondents would be endolle HDR programs, which is
confirmed by the survey responses. Whilst a higaer of response would have been
desirable, the response rate was neverthelessisagienough to suggest trends and

to draw conclusions.

Almost all survey respondents (87, 96.6%) suppattedhotion that there is a need to
provide postgraduate and honours students withvicedhat provides IP advice. This

finding comes as no surprise. The majority of resjgmts (56, 62.2%) strongly

supported the proposal.

The most common area about which respondents dtaedhey would seek advice
involves IP agreements, with the highest rate sfpoase from respondents enrolled in
the Faculties of Health Sciences (11, 84.6%) ared Shiences (25, 80.6%). This
confirms the finding of the earlier 2003 IP surne®nducted by the AUPGSA, namely
that students in the Health Sciences and the Szsegre more likely to have signed an
IP agreement in the course of their studi@éslvice about group projects is of most
interest to respondents from the Sciences (12%8B8and Engineering, Computer and
Mathematical Science (7, 33.3%). Commercialisa#iod patent issues were stated by
most respondents enrolled in the Health Scienc2s9@.3%) as being an issue about

which they would seek advice, and lower percentages other Faculties.

5 AUPGSA, 2003 Intellectual Property Survey. 14.
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In terms of the type of service that survey resjgomsl would like to see provided, the
most popular suggestion was the provision of amdRdbook. This is particularly
apparent in the responses from individuals, whaoesged interest in receiving advice
about IP agreements and the commercialisation.oiVéb-based resources were most
popular with individuals expressing interest in i@dvabout group projects, although
the suggestion of an IP handbook also ranked higFthg possibility to discuss IP
issues is also favoured by survey respondents,iwiplerson consultations generally a
more popular suggestion than email-based consuitati

The percentage of respondents interested in adsimit IP agreements, group
projects and IP commercialisation expressed fanger support for the provision of
IP support services than those interested in acdboeit patents. The issue of patents,
despite the fact that half of survey respondentzressed interest in advice about
them, are of less relevance to postgraduate stsidiming their enrolment than the

other issues, not least because of the costs assbevith patent applications.

During 2003, the AUPGSA has been contacted by abewuraf students, who have
required independent legal advice about issuegetklto their study. A primary
concern of these students was the costs assow@techdependent legal advice. One
student was advised by his supervisor that he cosgdsome of his research grant to
fund legal advice, whereas the other students viaeed to either pay the costs
themselves or to not seek advice. It is therefarsurprise that nearly half of survey
respondents (41, 45.5%) stated that they wouldoaowilling to pay for professional
independent legal advice, with a similar proport{88, 42.2%) willing to pay for to
$20 for a consultation. As most students pay amuanstudent service fee (SSF), and
in the case of postgraduate coursework and intematstudents large fees, it is not
surprising that most students are not willing -am in a position — to pay significant
amounts of money for legal advice related to theidy.
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4.2 Suggested action

The surveys about IP that the AUPGSA has conduditieitig 2003 suggest that there
is a need for postgraduate students to be prowdddinformation and advice about

intellectual property issues that may affect tisirdy. Support needs to be provided
to postgraduate and honours students that is bnoaakure, yet detailed enough to be

of assistance. To achieve these aims, the follopmgosals are suggested:

1. Information resources. In order to educate better postgraduate stuckmist IP
issues, a range of resources needs to be provithedAUPGSA is working towards
the establishment of such a service, with whichdpes to work closely with the
University. The current survey suggests that thspecific services should be
provided:
IP handbook. The AUPGSA is producing a handbook that aimsddress all
common questions relating to IP. It is plannedawenthe handbook ready for the
Semester 1, 2004, HDR inductions at the end ofuzekr
Web resources. The AUPGSA will be establishing a new sectionitsrweb site
to complement the IP handbook. Whilst there willdmne overlap with the IP
handbook, which will also be available for downlway the web site will also
include an interactive section, in which postgradustudents are able to post
guestions for answering. These questions and assmiirthen be posted on the
web site in their own section. The IP section & kJPGSA web site will be
available during Semester 1, 2004.
Consultation services. The AUPGSA currently provides non-legal advicewb
IP issues to postgraduate students, who contaddtiRGSA for assistance. This

advice is provided by email, telephone or in person

2. Professional legal services. The AUPGSA is neither in a position to provideent
legal advice for postgraduate students about Bregsor able to fund such a service.
The University and ARI are not in a position to\ade independent legal advice to
students because of the inherent conflict of irstetfeat arises when the issue involves
the University/ARI on one side and the student lom other. As the most frequent
guery that the AUPGSA receives about IP issues eroscthe Student Project

Participation Agreement (SPPA), this problem is infiequent. However, due to the
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costs associated with independent legal advicis, host likely not feasible for the
University to provide funds for independent legalviae for every student who
requests it. However, in most cases, the provisibtomprehensive information

services should alleviate the need for student®tsider seeking legal advice.

The Adelaide University Union offers a free legaingce for all students at the
University, which provides limited advice on a rangf topics, including intellectual
property. However, due to the high demands placethe service, an appointment
can be hard to get. In order to provide extra supfow postgraduate students, the
University should consider providing a regular sms$or postgraduate students with
an IP lawyer, so that they can seek informationualtbeir concerns. The service
would be administered by the AUPGSA. Students wdudk a timeslot (20-30
minutes) with the AUPGSA, during which they can édveir issues addressed. In the
first instance, the AUPGSA would refer studentstsoinformation resources; if the
resources are not specific enough or do not addhnesspecific issue that the student
has raised, a time with the IP lawyer would be lBabk

Recommendation 1. That the University of Adelaide provide funding for a
regular session for postgraduate and honours students to ask an IP lawyer with
no contract with the University for advice.

The AUPGSA has had discussions with an Adelaide fiaw. In discussions, the
suggestion was raised that the SPPA could be tedr&d give it a broader scope and
to make it more student-orientated. By broadenihg scope of it to include
possibilities such as IP that the student has deeel before the commencement of
study at the University, it would minimise the netm modify the contract as
frequently. As the standard SPPA currently is fdated, many students do not feel
comfortable in signing it; by commissioning an adeslegal expert to redraft it, the
aim of providing a document that it more studen¢imiated may be achieved. The
AUPGSA is currently waiting to receive a proposatluding costs) for the project,

which it shall forward to the University upon regel

Recommendation 2. That the Student Project Participation Agreement be

redrafted by a legal expert with no contract with the University.
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Appendix A: Copy of Survey

The University of Adelaide Home |Departments | Search

I:lPGSA Home

I:lAbout the PGSA

D News

D Postgraduate Rights

I:lAcademic Services

I:|Welfare Services

I:|PGSA Publications

I:|PGSA Council

I:lPGSA Events

[]PG Coursework Quality

List

I:lLinks

|:|Contact us

O

Site Map

[

PGSA
Level 1 George Murray

Intellectual Property Support Survey

The AUPGSA is compiling a submission to the University
about the need to provide postgraduate and honours students
with independent legal advice and support regarding
intellectual property issues. If the possibility of such a service
is of interest to you, the AUPGSA would appreciate your
taking the time to complete this short survey.

Intellectual property is concerned with protecting applications
of ideas, information and creative output that are of
commercial value. It includes copyright, trade marks, industrial
designs, patents, layout designs of integrated circuits, and
trade secrets. Copyright is broadly defined as original
authorship of written material or software, music or artwork. It
is the form of intellectual property of most relevance to
postgraduate and honours students. For example, you own
the copyright in your thesis. Other activities that may lead to
the generation of copyright include the composition of a piece
of music, writing computer programs, and designing a
questionnaire. As the owner of a copyright work you have the
right to bring an action against a person who infringes or
breaches your copyright. Other forms of IP are generally the
result of inventions or scientific discoveries and are more
commonly protected through patents or trademarks.

As an incentive, the PGSA is offering the chance to enter a
draw for a $50 UniBooks voucher for people who fill in the
survey. If you do not wish to enter the draw, there is no need
to provide your name. Your identity will be used ONLY for the
prize draw, and all survey responses will be separated from
this section to preserve anonymity.

Please remember that if you DO experience problems with
intellectual property ownership, you should contact the PGSA
for assistance and advice. This can take the form of an
informal chat through to representation and direct advocacy.

Your name (optional): I
Your email address (optional):
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SA 5005 I

AUSTRALIA
Email

Telephone: +61 8 8303 4114 (required for entry to prize draw - all responses will be kept
or 8303 5898 anonymous. If you do not wish to enter, leave the spaces
Facsimile: b|ank)

+61 8 8303 3507

(Note: all categories from this point on must be completed to
submit the form)

School (Department): I

Faculty:

| [

Course (Phd, MA, etc.): I

w
Research or Coursework degree? I J

1. | feel that there is a need for a service that provides
postgraduate and honours students with advice relating to
intellectual property issues.

| [

2. About which issues would you require advice (please
indicate all types)?

r IP Agreements (Student Project Participation
Agreements)

r Group projects

& Commercialisation of IP

& Patents

r Other (please state) I

r | don't believe that | would need to use the proposed
service

3. What type of service(s) would you like to see provided by
the AUPGSA (please indicate all services that you consider
appropriate)?

-
-

Pampbhlets about IP issues
=

IP Handbook
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Discussion list for IP issues
Email-based consultation service

In person consultation service

I I I -

Other (please state) I

4. 4. The AUPGSA seeks to establish a service that is free to
AUPGSA members. However, if it were not possible to fully
fund a consultation service, how much would you be willing to
contribute for professional advice from a legal practitioner?

[

5. Please add any comments you would like to make in the
box below:

Enter your comments here (if you have nothing to add, leave this text il
here).

4

K1 i

Clear Form | Click here to continue

(Note: confirmation of the form's submission is presented as a
list of values - you will not receive email notification)

We thank you for taking the time to filling out this survey.
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Appendix B: Comments of Survey Respondents

As noted previously, all identifying information$een removed from the responses
listed below, and obvious grammatical and typogiGathave been corrected.

Couldn't pay that type of fees even if we want to.

| am prepared to pay for in depth legal adviceatessary, however think the
initial contact should be free, to help determinmore in depth advice is needed

or if it can be solved fairly easily.

The graduate centre put on a series of seminars year on IP and
commercialisation, having only just begun my Phiadin't given the matter much
thought, | found the seminar to be really benefidlom the seminar we got
given ideas on who to ask if we want more informatigood websites to go to
and the sort of information we should be looking fbhe graduate centre would
still have some of the gear I'm sure if you wantedhave a look. otherwise,

thanks for the services you do provide now.

| think the service should be free because it shtel part of doing one's course
for which we already pay fees.

| query the rights of journals to which | submitieles for publication, stating

that, if accepted, they then hold the copyrighhtat article.

It would be helpful to know just how binding is theubsequent ‘copyright’ i.e. if
the author can use certain sections from it forsiims publications submitted
elsewhere. With the current push by universit@srésearch candidates to be
published in various refereed journals, this issane that confronts some of us.

| find that the information provided at the momeatSPPA is insufficient to make

a decision about whether to sign one or not.



| had to sign an agreement, which means that ngigheill be embargoed, but
nothing has been done to commercialise the equipimam using. As there will

be no information in my thesis, which isn't alreanlyhe public domain, | feel this
is rather unfair! Also, | was given no choice absigning the agreement, else |

would have had to change my whole project, whialas well into at that stage.

This is crucial. People don't even know where tdag@dvice.

| can't see so early on in my project why | wouddjuire such a service but it
would be very reassuring to know this service exist any issues did emerge -

my knowledge in IP is rather non-existent!

| would be willing to pay for consultation, but ameally unable to give a
prediction of how much I'm willing to pay unleskriow what I'm paying for. | do
think that the ability to seek independent legalie&l on IP issues is extremely

important, and encourage the AUPGSA to continuekimgron this issue.

IP issues differ from discipline to discipline, $siwe information and services

would need to be tailored towards disciplines.

Having attended the recent pilot conference ondm@ercialisation, | know that

help in the areas mentioned above is limited ters@ IP - and | don't mean
Social Science. Try as they will, presenters faltkbon examples and premises
that relate only to science produce. This is deetonede the lucrative scene in
academe. All else is neglected - just as CourseBtskents were until the recent

conference organised by the PGSA of AU.

| would pay a small amount for a small group semihat allowed questions.

This service is probably most needed when studemés under industry

grants/stipends, such as CRC, who require their l®wagreements.
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Both ECIC and ARI offer services to students red&pyright, patents etc. It is
worth considering the scope of these existing sesviranging from pamphlets
and web info, to seminars and consultations) wharternplating beginning an
AUPGSA initiative in a similar area.

A web site in conjunction with an overview in persfecture - seminar) would

best inform students of their rights & responsilaé regarding IP.

The University and PGSA already provide some usgduleral information on IP
issues. So, if further services are deemed to dreawted - for example, on the
grounds that the advice is independent of the Usitye- they should be involve

legal and/or technical experts.

As it is accepted that we become a smart countlytizat this university is involve
in research at postgraduate studies and that studengs could make a living out
of the commercialisation of their research, whetivedical, biological or
engineering for example and that they are on kedge financially, | think that
they should be entitled to all types of professi@uvise whether it be concerned

with protection or commercialisation of their inesltual property.

Better communication from ARI about IP and relatsiies is vital. They seem to
where the suit and lawyers hat and do not relatstidents, come across as
intimidating and bureaucratic. They should appradhahgs in an informal, helpful

manner as a service to research students, noteahite which is often the case.

The current university system is oppressive, irdating and dubious in an ethical
sense. Students are threatened by letter that efy thave IP that is

commercialisable and they do not fill out the SPB¥en their enrolment will be

cancelled. Should they challenge this processARElawyer gets pretty heavy.
One colleague in my department just signed awayrigbts when provoked by
the letter. Her supervisor was quite upset, bwais too late. The AUPGSA could
offer advice that students should seek advice alheuagreement prior to signing.
| would be prepared to be available for email aeh\gsbould it be required. The

current process needs to be changed.
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Fee |1 would be prepared to pay depends on the exipbf the advice required

and the time invested by the lawyer

When | first transferred to Adel Uni from *** | hadlready signed an IP
agreement with the previous university and | ravgygone that | could think of to
try to get legal advice about my IP agreement. él@w, there appeared to be no
one that could help me at Adel Uni and | was adlitsego and pay for a lawyer
outside of the university. Frankly | can't affora do this and have found it
frustrating that 6 months on I'm still being pushedsign the IP agreement with
this university although no one can tell me whetmgrold IP agreement is still
valid or not. On top of this | know that *** I'be in trouble for not completely
filling in my Core Component form as | can't urtisort out the issue of IP. |
firmly believe that an independent legal servicaildde invaluable to students so
that they fully know their rights. | briefly spoke the IP lawyers at a seminar run
by the university however got the distinct feelthgt they just wanted me to sign
the IP over, with the underlying notion of 'jusgsiit, don't worry about it, it'll be
fine'. At my previous university we were encouragedeek legal advice prior to
signing the IP agreement, which is how | belieteshould be. If you get this
service up and running | would be highly interested and believe that it would

be a good thing for postgrad students to haveySbis is so long.

| would assume most of the students, especiallygpaduate already very much
familiar with this issues (international might nm-due to differences in cultural
behaviours). However, there should be a short, $knough remainder &
students wanting to know more should seek furthdvise from a legal
practitioner. As an underpaid full-time worker &student with a mortgage, |
would like to seek service for free. That is whipve uni, students can get good
advise, be pointed into the right direction oresdt be advised on where one can
find things without costing them (me) an arm & g.l¥ery important to a lot of
students, that have no or limited cash flow & ddwve other means of getting

support (ie rich parents, allowances, well-paidsjtib
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| have encountered Honours students dealing wiisd&es, and they don't appear
to have much access to information like postgrafieey should be included in

this as well.

Before starting my honours, | was unaware that yould not get IP or
commercialise if the work (or parts of it) had alg been published at
conferences etc. | did not know this. | believesithe supervisor's responsibility
to inform the student that if a potential IP coatime out of their work, they must
be careful in what they publish, does this alsohagp results/information

presented by the student at seminars too?

| recently signed a SPPA without knowing that theoeild be an embargo on my
thesis at the end of it. There was no mention oémbargo before | signed the

agreement.

In today’s sophisticated employment and legal emrirent, the AUPGSA and
Adelaide, a public University, need to provide adg student coverage for legal

issues, especially the very broad and complicatea af 1P.

It is difficult to consider the question of fee feervice etc, as how much would
one pay for how much of what type of advice etcfh®egs initial consultations etc
should be free with further consultation / adviavihg some form of fee. This
way students can have an initial discussion tordete the scope of support
required and identify some initial costs and besefirior to committing to

anything more substantial.
| think that people should not worry at all aboBtdnd just do research for the

"good of science". People should spend their tiead work and not worry about

making money.
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The experience | have had in my project is thatdsgelating to IP are not quite
worked out (complicated by the fact that | am gieot of a CRC) e.g. When
discussing potentially commercially viable outconfiesn my work, the people
we were discussing this information with didn't Basccess to my student
participation agreement (i.e. things were disorgeahj, and had no idea about how
IP issues related to the CRC, resulting in frustgatlengthy discussions.
Furthermore, during discussions they were only eomed about how the IP was
divided up between the uni, CRC, researcherswithout addressing what | was
more interested in (ie. gaining advice on discleggublishing my work) so | can
continue to make progress in my project) and theyeweffectively representing
myself AND the university simultaneously (so indegence is an important
issue). (As it turns out, my work is probably natmumercially viable, which 1
consider a good thing considering the time andesssimvolved). Information
relating to these issues should perhaps be cleakmprovided upfront, and an

independent source of advice would be good.
I'd like to see some coursework developed thatvedi skills in identifying,
managing and commercialising IP as well as an wwtaeding of the legal

implications.

| think the initiative to provide independent legalvice is an excellent one!
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