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TECHNOLOGY BASED
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needs and capabilities in the
priority areas, ) -
4. Formation of a Com-
mittee for - Review of Techno-
logical needs and capabilities.

The Committeé will be loca-
ted in the Sciencé and Techoo-
"logy Division. The main
function of this Committee will-
be to recommead appropriate
policy instruments after review-
- 1ng existing technology related
policies.

| 5. -Creation .of a Perma-
neat Ce-ordination . Cel} in
. Science and Tenhnnlogy\Divi‘-
_ sion. The main functions envi-
- saged for this unit are :
a) Publication of a Tech-
nology Schedule. .. ¢

b) Preparation of an in~
ventory of technologists in the
- gountry

. ¢) Preparation of an ine
ventory of techanologies deve.

loped by various R&D organi-
satioas of the country,

6. Creation of a Techno-
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7. Allocation of 1.1% of
GDP for R&D activities
The President had declared
early this year that allocation
for Reseatch and Development
,activities will be raised from
the current level of about 0.2
to 1.1 percent. of the
GDP _over the next five years.
The modalities are being work-
ed out by a Task Force. '

8. Separation of Establish-
ment from Research Budget. -
decision given by the
ECNCST has been partially
tmplemented. It is expected

. that  from 199091 all R&D .

-institutions will have separate
budget for reséarch - and deve-
lopmeant activities.

PROBLEMS OF TRANSFER
- OF TECHNOLOGY

Problems faced by develop-
ing countries with regard to
transfer of techaology are more
or less simifar, Some of these
.problems are :

a) Unwillingness on the
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" enthusiasm "of the developed

. "
o o e iy
part of developed countries to
transfer high technologies re-
quired by developing coun- |
tries to solve emerging pro-
blems.

b) The technologies are not
given on favourable terms.
More often the recipient gov- .
ernment is oot in a position to
choose as the source of finan-
cing is tied assistance.

¢} Allocation to UNDP
for development of Science and
Technology in developing coun-
tries is inadequate, .

d) The conditions for trans-
fer of technology are attimes

¢) The Internationa! Code
of Conduct on the Transfer of -
Technology ‘has not yet been
finalised mainly due to lack of

countries.

HOPE FOR THE FUTURE

Since ‘the adoption of the
Vienna Programme of Actioa -
in 1979 there has been percep-
tible change in the -developing
couatries who have accepted
technology based planning as a ¢
strategic variable for social -
change. Techoology aced no
longer remain a dream for the®
poor. It is time that the deve.
lopiag countries-have aecess to
the Master Key for develop-
ment. -Teghnology. -
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