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ABSTRACT

The paper has identified the rationale and modusrapdi for writing of text
book, copyright, and patenting by university leetgrwith some prescriptions for
improving the returns from such investment e.g.iding the fallacy of misplaced
concreteness, forensic auditing of the creationsdefs in print. As a descriptive
research design, it makes use of some indicatarsmieasuring the returns on
university lecturers’ investment in print in NigariData were collected through the
use of a validated self-developed guestionnairgyedg Returns on Investment on
Intellectual Property Questionnaire (RIIPQ), withrgiability coefficient of r = 0.71.
The study covered three Federal and three Stateetsities in South West Nigeria
selected through stratification. The participantg ecross 300 academic staff of the
sampled universities. Data were analyzed througlscdetive and inferential
statistics tools to test the research hypothesesh® study. The result reveals that
there is a significant difference between monetang non-monetary returns on
University Lecturers’ Investment in Intellectual dperty in Print and that the
copyright acts do not adequately protect the ietglial property of university
lecturers in Nigeria. A cull from the findings dée® some recommendations such as
strengthening the copy right act to assist in thieims from investment in writing and
that appropriate sanctions against erring individslaand institutions drastic
reduction of waste and graft adherence to due m®aen intellectual display and
finally the need for moral and ethical rebirth fal and sundry the education
industry
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Introduction

Human capital theorists all over the world havevesgent views
that investments in human beings are productivestments in human
skills, knowledge, and capabilities which yield raéf@cant benefits to the
individual and the society at large. The acquisitiof education and
university education in particular, is a form of@stment in human capital
which provides and increases the much needed humsources to
accelerate the growth and development of the ecgrsamce knowledge is
valued as a major determinant of economic growthdevelopment.

The protagonists of human capital were of the vibat ability to
think in a logical way and putting it down in foroh writing, modeling, or
production denotes the surrender value of a feresehbtain. The Federal
Government of Nigeria (2004) in its National Polmy Education spelt the
objectives of higher education that it is expededontribute to national
development through training of high level relevargnpower; inculcating
proper values for survival, promoting and encourggscholarship and
community service. The strategies by which thesgablbes are to be
achieved is teaching, research and developmeiit siaff development,
generation and dissemination of knowledge, and aetya mode of
programmes.

Conceptual View of Intellectual Properties

The World Intellectual Property Organization (201defined
Intellectual properties as the creations of thedminventions, literary and
artistic works and symbols, names, and images usedommerce.
According to Oxford Advance learner’'s dictionaryO(3), intellectual
property is an idea or a design created and theatlatv prevents other
people from copying. Modern usage of intellectualgerty goes back to at
least as far back as 1888 with the establishmetiteoBern of the Swiss
Federal Office for Intellectual Property. The mergé Paris Convention
and Berne Convention in 1893 gave birth to the @thitnternational
Bureaux for the Protection of Intellectual Propevihich subsequently
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relocated to Geneva in 1960 and was succeeded &7 i€@th the
establishment of the World Intellectual Propertg&nization (WIPO).

Intellectual property is divided into two categarielndustrial
Property which includes patents for inventions,déraark, industrial
designs and geographical indications. Copyrighis ihcludes literary
works such as novels, poems and plays, films, rausiorks, artistic
work. Intellectual property rights like any othemoperty rights allow the
creator, or owner, of a patent, trademark, or agbyrto benefit from his
or her own work or investment. Orji in Review oktNigerian System of
Intellectual Property (2009) reports that in Nigerintellectual property
can be traced back to the colonial era when theligngrademark
Ordinance was introduced into the colonies eveonrkethe amalgamation
of the then British Northern Nigeria and Southergévia Protectorates.

The system of trade Trademark registration is gweerby the
Trademarks Act 1965 found in Cap 436 Laws of théefration of Nigeria
1990. Patents and designs registration on the oited are governed by
the Patent and Design Act 1970, to be found in G4, Laws of the
Federation of Nigeria 1990. The Trademarks, PatmisDesigns laws are
currently administered by the commercial Law Deparit of the Federal
Ministry of Commerce and Industry. Copyright on théher hand is
protected in Nigeria by the Copyright Act and théyddia Copyright
Commission (NCC), an agency under the supervisibrthe Federal
Ministry of Justice. (Review of the Nigerian Systeof Intellectual
Property, 2009).

The Nigerian Copyright Commission introduced thep@amht
Notification Scheme, which allows authors of copiti works to notify
the Commission of the creation and or existencevarks and all other
information relating to the work. This is a stratep guide against the
return to investment of a copyright owner. The utfioate byline is the
low patronage of the scheme by authors and copyoighers.

Literary works ranked the highest patronage of B%4ollowed by
sound recordings, cinematograph, artistic workandfer of rights with
21.01%, 11.56%, 2.01%, .80% respectively while walsworks ranked
the least with 20%.
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Table 1: Application Received by Nigerian Copyrigiammission
Between 2005 and June 2008

Type of Copyright No of Application Percentage

Literary Works 641 64.42
Sound Recordings 209 21.01
Cinematograph Film 115 11.56
Artistic Works 20 2.01
Musical Works 2 0.20
Transfer of Rights 8 0.80
Total 995 100

Source: Review of the Nigerian Systenmtéllectual Property (2009:10)

Figure 1 depict a curve showing the percentagengtinein the
application received by Nigerian copyright comnussion intellectual

property.

Figure 1: A Graph Showing the Application for Coigyt Protection by
Inventors of Intellectual Property in Nigeria be®ve2005 and June 2008
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The low patronage of operations of the NCC by awsthand
copyright owners is a cause for serious concernafoy well meaning
Nigerian in the education industry because the fayare of 995 of
received applications does not reflect the capaifithe creative industries
today in Nigeria. This low patronage corroboratege®Wale (2006)
submission that Nigerian universities generated esgkarch institutes
generated some inventions but few of the inventiosnge been patented
due to the fact that patent education is poor igeNan institutions and
researchers are not sufficiently motivated.

Nigerian University Lecturers and Intellectual Properties

Through various capacity building programmes andif- se
development, several achievements have been recordée intellectual
display of human resources globally (Oyetakin aryéy@mi, 2011). The
individuals that have consumed more of universityaation and engaged
in teaching and research work have invested heahigh has direct and
indirect costs implications. These humongous costshe investments in
writing and research reflect commitment and impuréa attached to
education compared to other investment prioritiesictv are usually
determined by the choice of an individual (Oyetakid11).

The author of a book is the person who writes liier€fore, it is safe
to describe an author as the writer of a book. 8d4oft Encarta Dictionary
(2009) describes an author as “somebody who waiteeok or other text
such as a literary work or a report”. This positisra bit restrictive as we
have observed that most contemporary writers Hagie tain occupations
aside writing. The Nigerian society is replete witriters who are
professionals in fields other than writing. Exangplare Late Cyprian
Ekwensi, who was a Pharmacist, Wale Okediran, aidaédoctor, Aluko,
T.M., an Economist and a host of others too nuneetole mentioned.

However, many universities scholars in Nigeria, hsutas Wole
Soyinka, Chinua Achebe, Babatunde Fafunwa etc. hewkivated
intellectual ideas in their various fields of s@i@ation. Writing involves
making recourse into the recesses of the mind amdibg out what
otherwise may remain hidden or dormant there. e is required to
write he does not instantly pick up a pen and begimwrite. Rather, he
takes some time to reflect on the topic and bringideas, release words
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and expressions which he must have stored in hignscious mind over
the years.

The position of the lecturer as an instructor obwledge confers on
him a leverage of authority. He is a custodianaldiest facts, which may
be called truths, about his area of expertise dietefore reverse an
unquestionable action to document such facts. bhdélee university
lecturer owns the prerogative of questioning otweters’ claim on the
area of his own expertise having been interacte¢d thie syllabus and the
challenges of imparting such to the students. Gihenlecturers’ vantage
position, he is considered as a writer who docunoaits of instructions
from an insider point of view. He enjoys the honotiauthority that could
equate that of an oracle because of his lengthxpéreence in his subject
area. He is accustomed with the principle guidirsgpnofession as well as
conversant with the rudiments of field practice.isléherefore an authority
in his area of specialization.

However, in Nigeria today, lecturers/teachers am availing
themselves of the opportunity and honour that dteetecturer-author due
to lack of motivation by the government and undetyaon the returns to
investment in writing a book.

It is necessary to note that the task of writinghmis at the mercies
of interest and returns to monetary and non-mop@t&estments.

Statement of the Problem

Intellectual property as a concept is complex, thius study focused
on the returns to investment on university scholaesations in print ideas.
The challenge of low patronage by authors to cgbyrand patenting and
the monetary and non-monetary commitment on thasigeit forward by
Nigerian scholars and the returns from such investrdemands a critical
appraisal by the researcher for the purpose ofidgaaonclusion.

The main purpose of this study therefore, is toestigate the
monetary and non-monetary returns of universityulers’ investment in
print and non-print materials and its impacts oalifqy services.

The importance of this study cannot be over empkdstonsidering
the fact that little research has been documentedomprehensive study
conducted on intellectual property returns amongvélsity lecturers in
Nigeria to date.
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Research Questions

The study therefore is concerned with answering ftii®owing
guestions:

1. Is there any difference in the monetary and noneteny
returns to investment in intellectual property byikérsity
lecturers in Nigeria?

2. Does the copyright Acts adequately protect intéliacproperty
of University lecturers work in Nigeria?

Hypotheses

For the purpose of the study, the following nullpbtheses were
generated and tested.

H.ol: There is no significant difference in the ratary and non-
monetary returns to investment in intellectual groyp by University
lecturers in Nigeria?

H.02: Copyright Acts do not adequately protectllattual property
of University lecturers work in Nigeria?

Methodology
Design

This study is designed to develop an indicator tmiversity
lecturers’ returns on intellectual property in Nige It specifically adopted
the survey method of descriptive research design.

The population of this study comprised of all the Federal
Universities and 6 States in South West Nigeriatd011.

Sample and Sampling Techniques

Nigeria is made up of six geo-political zones namélorth-West,
North-East, North-Central, South-South, South-Eastd South-West.
Thus, a purposive simple random sampling method adapted. South-
West geo-political zone was selected out of whitired Federal
universities (University of Ibadan, University oagos, Federal University
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of Technology, Akure) and three State universitidlsagos State
University, Adekunle Ajasin University, and LadoR&intola University).
50 participants were randomly selected to fill igtrument in each of the
universities, in all a total of 300 academic staéfsponded to the research
instrument.

Instrumentation

The instrument for data collection was a self depetl questionnaire
titled: Returns to Investment on Intellectual PmbpeQuestionnaire
(RIIPQ), which consisted of 21-items based on likerale format of
Strongly Agree (SA) =4 points, Agree (A)=3 poinfBisagree (D)= 2
points, and Strongly Agree (SA)= 1 point. The gisestaire was subjected
to face and content validity by colleagues, and-retest reliability
method. The reliability value was r = 0.71 whichdisated that the
instrument is reliable before administration.

The researcher with the assistance of four gradsttelents
administered the questionnaire to the respond@uisipleted copies of the
guestionnaire were retrieved immediately.

The statistical tool used to analyze the data caeg@rof simple
descriptive statistics such as mean and standandtibs, t-test and chi-
square at a level of 0.05.

Results

H.ol: There is no significant difference in the ratary and non-
monetary returns to investment in intellectual grdyp by University
lecturers in Nigeria?

Table 2: Summary of Mean Difference in Monetary Biot-monetary
Returns on University Lecturers’ Investment in lletual Property in
Print

Source N Mean SD SEM df t-cal ttab  Sig.

Monetary 300 476.25 31295 78.24 299 212 196 P>.05

Non- 300 475.0 276.33 69.08
Monetary

NS = Not Significant
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In testing this hypothesis, respondents views a@ir treturns after
adopting the cost-benefit analysis mechanism wdsgested to t-test
statistics.

Table 2 shows that from the t-test analysis on steevealed that
there is a significant differencbetween monetary and non-monetary
returns on University Lecturers’ Investment in Ifgetual Property in
Print in Nigeria(t (299) = 2.12 ; p> .05)Thus, the hypothesis is rejected.

H.o 2. Copyright Acts do not adequately protectliettual property
of University lecturers work in Nigeria?

Table 3: Summary of the Mean Difference in the Adey of Copyright
Acts in the Protection of Intellectual Propertyldiversity lecturers work

in Nigeria
Source of Sum of Mean F- F- .
- Decision
variations Squares Square cal tab
Between Groups 778 5 9.64
263 .610 P>.05
Within Groups 15938.2 276 7.68

Total 16016.0

NS = Not Significant

The One way ANOVA performed indicates that the caght acts do
not adequately protect the intellectual propertyuniversity lecturers in
Nigeria. Df = (5, 276) = .263 < F-tab .610; P>.06us, the null hypothesis
is upheld.

Discussion

The finding from this study reveals that there issignificant
difference between the monetary and non-monetavgnas on intellectual
properties in writing by University Scholars. Thdassical economic
perspective on investments is that it uses cunmgmits which generate
higher level of output in the future. Donors andhdlers in Edwards and
Todaro (1974) submitted that investment in educakiave received their
share of blame to have been charged with indifis@eno unjust
distribution of educational opportunities by theeogiors. Unlike the
demand for education, which is essentially privagtermined, and the
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supply of employment opportunities in the moderctag which is partly
privately determined, the supply of educational apmities is almost
universally a government responsibility, an impottgolitical variable,
and a natural focus of government policy, often tbe neglect of
educational demand and employment considerations.

According to World Bank (2002), investment in higheducation
especially university education is believed to gates external benefits
that are crucial for knowledge driven economic aodial development.
The viability of any investment according to Ogymand Alani (1998),
emphasis the importance of determining the vigbilit any investment
before it is made. The situation necessitatesdaheréturns on intellectual
properties by University lecturers in Nigeria. Beck(2002) notes that
intellectual works has its initial costs which mgsherate desired returns.

It is however necessary to note that some criticsntellectual
property, such as those in the free culture movénpaint at intellectual
monopolies as harming health, preventing progress] benefiting
concentrated interests to the detriment of the esas®id argue that the
public investment in education could be harmed kngreexpansive
monopolies in the form of copyright extensions,twafe patents and
business method patents

Conclusion and Recommendations

Conclusively, the monetary returns on investmentviiting have
been eroded by modern technology and this demamats University
scholars should be more creative and proactiveeiwreldping ultimately,
unique ideas that could propel a great monetaryam@wocally and
internationally.

To sum it up, there is a big boom in university @tion in our time
which necessitates the following recommendations:

[1] Government should strengthen the copy right Acdgsist in the
returns from investment in writing by Scholars.

[2] There should be effective and appropriate sanctagainst
erring individuals and institutions drastic redoatiof waste and
graft adherence to due process on intellectualaiisp

[3] There is the need for moral and ethical rebirthalband sundry
the education industry.
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[4] The use of ICT should be rebranded to give roomlidoal
examples expected to be addressed by Nigerianrsirite
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Ekonomski prinos na investicije u intelektualnu
svojinu univerzitetskih profesora u Nigeriji

APSTRAKT

Danas, ulaganje u intelektualnu svojinu je postaliko skupo da je potrebno
obezbediti da cilj opravdava sredstva. U radu seniffikuju razlozi istrazivéa za
sprovaienje istraZivanja, kao i modus operandi za pisamgbenika, autorska prava
i patentiranje od strane univerzitetskih predéxauz preporuke za poboljSanje
povra‘aja takve investicije. Kao opisni istraZika projekt, studjia koristi neke od
indikatora za merenje powvfaja ulaganja univerzitetskih predase vezano za
Stampu u Nigeriji. Podaci su prikupljeni kroz ka@e#je validnih sopstveno
razradenih upitnika, ,Povr&aji ulaganja u intelektualnu svojinu* (UPUIS), sa
koeficijentom pouzdanosti r=0.71.

Studija pokriva tri saveznih i tri drzavnih univiéeta iz jugozapadnoj Nigeriji,
izabranih putem stratifikacije. &snici su tri stotine akademskog osoblja iz
ispitivanih univerziteta. Kako bi se proverile &tiva’ke hipoteze studije, podaci su
bili analizirani putem deskriptivnih i inferentnstatistickih alata. Rezultat pokazuje
da postoji zndajna razlika izméu monetarnih i nemonetarnih poviga investicija
od strane univerzitetskih predaizakoje se odnose na intelektualnu svojinu u pisanoj
formi i da zakoni o autorskim pravima ne Stite waloj meri intelektualnu svojinu
univerzitetskih profesora u Nigeriji. SrZ istrazija daje neke preporuke zacanje
zaStite autorskih prava sa ciliem poboljSanja u nagaju ulaganja u intelektualnu
svojinu

KLJU CNE RECI: ljudski kapital, izgradnja kapaciteta, intelektualnideje,
knjizevna dela, patentiranje, povig ulaganja
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