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Ref: 

· Document ICTSB33(05)15: CEN/ISSS on Open Standards;

· Action 33/08: Mr. Ketchell to draft a document on IDABC definition for open standards for a discussion by correspondence.

John Ketchell provided the attached document in form of a letter.

The letter will be sent if no fundamental disagreement is expressed by 13 May 2005.

Encl.

Mr Bernhard Schnittger

Acting Head of Unit, IDABC

DG Enterprise and Industry

European Commission

B-1049 BRUSSELS

16 May 2005

Our ref.: KD/jk/2005050


Dear Mr Schnittger 

IDABC and open standards

I am writing as Chairman of the ICT Standards Board (www.ictsb.org), which is a collaborative committee amongst the three European Standards Organizations (ESOs) and specification providing organizations (currently 16) with a European presence.

As you will be aware, some interesting and controversial discussions have been generated by the European Interoperability Framework definition of “open standards”.  At last month’s ICTSB meeting, we discussed the matter and came to the conclusion that there is no single, simple definition of “open standards”. 

This term has become commonly used in recent years, but there is little consensus on what it actually means.  Indeed, there seems to be such a wide divergence of views that its use can generate confusion, and IDABC’s approach, however laudable it may seem,  might not bring  the desired clarity.  In particular, whilst there are exceptions (notably W3C), most formal standards bodies and consortia do not require Intellectual Property contained in standards to be licensed royalty-free.  

Our last ICTSB meeting finalized a discussion document entitled “Critical Issues in ICT standardization”, and this contains some debate on the matter.  If the term “open standard” must be used, we have listed a number of characteristics it should follow:

“An open standard…should be:

· developed and/or affirmed in a transparent process open to all relevant players, including industry, consumers and regulatory authorities…;

· either free of IPR concerns, or licensable on a (fair), reasonable and nondiscriminatory ((F)RAND) basis
,
;
· driven by stakeholders, and user requirements must be fully reflected;

· publicly available (but not necessarily free-of-charge);

· maintained”.

You can access the full discussion document at http://www.ictsb.org/publications.htm.

I hope this letter will help IDABC form its future policies.  If you would like the further advice of the standards community concerning any relevant issues, then ICTSB and its members would be pleased to help.  

You can contact me further using the details below.  

Yours sincerely

Keith Dickerson

Chairman, ICTSB

Head of Standards
BT Group Chief Technology Office
____________________________ 
Mobile: +44 7718 801571
Office : +44 1473 348428
Email: keith.dickerson@bt.com 

British Telecommunications plc Registered office: 81 Newgate Street London EC1A 7AJ. Registered in England no. 1800000
�	“FRAND” and “RAND” are often used inter-changeably.


�	  W3C will not normally issue a Web standard if it is aware that Essential Claims exist which are not available on Royalty-Free terms.   Refer to the W3C Patent Policy at � HYPERLINK "http://w3.org/Consortium/Patent-Policy/"��http://w3.org/Consortium/Patent-Policy/�





