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Abstract:  

The bill for "supporting knowledge-based firms and institutions, and commercialization of 

inventions and innovations" was approved by the government in November 2008. It took almost 

two years for the parliament to examine and approved the bill, which occurred in November 2010. 

It's considered as one of the key national programs to develop technology and innovation. During 

the parliamentary vetting period, the bill was investigated three times in the main session of the 

parliament. In January, 2008 the bill urgency was rejected. Second time, the content of the bill 

was discussed in August, 2010. Eventually, at the third time, to adjust the bill in order to meet 

Guardian Council comments, which took place in December 2010. Comparison of the approved 

law and the government's bill indicates major changes. These changes include, facilities and 

privileges, defining the Supreme Council for Science, Research, and Technology (SCSRT) as the 

responsible one for overseeing implementation, putting innovation and prosperity fund (IPF) 

under influence of SCSRT, and adding an article for privatizing public research institutes. Some of 

these changes are a result of policy learning in the process of examination and approval of the 

law. The reasons for these learning are due to the interaction of actors and previous related 

experiences. The results suggest six cases of changes on the basis of technical learning (change in 

policy instruments), two cases were on basis of conceptual learning (changing policy goals) and 

one case of political learning (protecting political legitimacy).  
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