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1. Definitions

The following definitions are for terns used in the context of this
docunent. CQher terns, including "I ESG" "ISCC," "I AB," and "RFC
Editor," are defined in [ RFC2028].

a.

"IETF": In the context of this docunent, the | ETF includes al

i ndi vi dual s who participate in neetings, working groups, mailing
lists, functions and other activities which are organi zed or
initiated by 1SOC, the I ESG or the | AB under the genera
designation of the Internet Engi neering Task Force or |ETF, but
solely to the extent of such participation

"I ETF Standards Process”: the activities undertaken by the | ETF
any of the settings described in 1(c) bel ow.

"I ETF Contribution": any subnission to the | ETF i ntended by the

11
11
12
12
12
13
14
14
14
15
15
15
15
15
16

in

Contributor for publication as all or part of an Internet-Draft or
RFC (except for RFC Editor Contributions described bel ow) and any

statement made within the context of an I ETF activity. Such
statenents include oral statements in | ETF sessions, as well as
witten and el ectronic comunications nade at any tine or place,
whi ch are addressed to:

the |1 ETF pl enary session,

any | ETF working group or portion thereof,

the 1ESG or any nenber thereof on behalf of the | ESG
the 1 AB or any nenber thereof on behalf of the |IAB,

O O0OO0Oo
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o any IETF mailing list, including the IETF list itself, any
wor ki ng group or design teamlist, or any other I|ist
functioning under | ETF auspi ces,

0o the RFC Editor or the Internet-Drafts function (except for RFC
Edi tor Contributions described bel ow).

Statenents nade outside of an | ETF session, mailing |ist or other
function, that are clearly not intended to be input to an | ETF
activity, group or function, are not | ETF Contributions in the
context of this docunent.

d. "Internet-Draft": tenporary docunents used in the | ETF and RFC
Editor processes. Internet-Drafts are posted on the |IETF web site
by the | ETF Secretariat and have a nominal maximumlifetine in the
Secretariat’s public directory of 6 nonths, after which they are
renoved. Note that Internet-Drafts are archived nany pl aces on
the Internet, and not all of these places renove expired

Internet-Drafts. Internet-Drafts that are under active
consi deration by the ESG are not renoved fromthe Secretariat’s
public directory until that consideration is conplete. In

addition, the author of an Internet-Draft can request that the
lifetime in the Secretariat’s public directory be extended before
the expiration.

e. "RFC': the basic publication series for the |ETF. RFCs are
publ i shed by the RFC Editor and once published are never nodifi ed.
(See [RFC2026] Section 2.1)

f. "RFC Editor Contribution": An Internet-Draft intended by the
Contributor to be submitted to the RFC Editor for publication as
an Informational or Experinental RFC but not intended to be part
of the I ETF Standards Process.

g. "IETF Internet-Drafts": Internet-Drafts other than RFC Editor
Contributions. Note that under Section 3.3(a) the grant of rights
inregards to |ETF Internet-Drafts as specified in this docunment
is perpetual and irrevocable and thus survives the Secretariat’s
renoval of an Internet-Draft fromthe public directory, except as
limted by Section 3.3(a)(C). (See [RFC2026] Sections 2.2 and 8)

h. "I ETF Docunents": RFCs and Internet-Drafts except for Internet-
Drafts that are RFC Editor Contributions and the RFCs that are
publ i shed fromthem

i. "RFC Editor Documents”: RFCs and Internet-Drafts that are RFC
Editor Contributions and the RFCs that nay be published fromthem

j. "Contribution": |ETF Contributions or RFC Editor Contributions
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k. "Contributor": an individual submitting a Contribution

| . "Reasonably and personally known": neans sonething an individua
knows personally or, because of the job the individual holds,
woul d reasonably be expected to know. This wording is used to
i ndi cate that an organi zati on cannot purposely keep an individua
in the dark about patents or patent applications just to avoid the
di sclosure requirenment. But this requirement should not be
interpreted as requiring the I ETF Contributor or participant (or
his or her represented organization, if any) to performa patent
search to find applicable | PR

m "Il nplenmenting Technol ogy": means a technol ogy that inplenents an
| ETF specification or standard.

n. "Covers" or "Covered" nean that a valid claimof a patent or a
patent application in any jurisdiction or a protected claim or
any other Intellectual Property Right, would necessarily be
infringed by the exercise of a right (e.g., making, using,
selling, importing, distribution, copying, etc.) with respect to
an | npl erenting Technol ogy. For purposes of this definition,
"valid clainm neans a claimof any unexpired patent or patent
appl i cation which shall not have been withdrawn, cancelled or
di scl ai med, nor held invalid by a court of conpetent jurisdiction
i n an unappeal ed or unappeal abl e deci si on

0. "IPR" or "Intellectual Property Ri ghts": means patent, copyright,
utility nodel, invention registration, database and data rights
that may Cover an | nplenmenting Technol ogy, whether such rights
arise froma registration or renewal thereof, or an application
therefore, in each case anywhere in the world.

2. I nt roduction

In the years since RFC 2026 was published there have been a nunber of
ti mes when the exact intent of Section 10, the section which deals
with I PR di scl osures has been the subject of vigorous debate within
the I ETF conmunity. This is because it is becom ng increasingly
common for | ETF working groups to have to deal with cl ains of
Intellectual Property Rights (IPR), such as patent rights, with
regards to technol ogy under discussion in working groups. The ai m of
this docunent is to clarify various anbiguities in Section 10 of

[ RFC2026] that led to these debates and to anplify the policy in
order to clarify what the IETF is, or should be, doing.
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I PR di sclosures can conme at any point in the | ETF Standards Process,
e.g., before the first Internet-Draft has been submitted, prior to
RFC publication, or after an RFC has been published and the working
group has been cl osed down; they can cone from people subnmtting
technical proposals as Internet-Drafts, on mailing lists or at
meetings, from other people participating in the working group or
fromthird parties who find out that the work is going or has gone
on; and they can be based on granted patents or on patent
applications, and in some cases be disingenuous, i.e., made to affect
the | ETF Standards Process rather than to inform

RFC 2026, Section 10 established three basic principles regarding the
| ETF dealing with clainms of Intellectual Property R ghts:

(a) the 1ETF will make no determination about the validity of any
particular IPR claim

(b) the IETF follow ng normal processes can decide to use technol ogy
for which I PR disclosures have been made if it decides that such
a use is warranted

(c) in order for the working group and the rest of the | ETF to have
the informati on needed to nmake an inforned decisi on about the use
of a particular technology, all those contributing to the working
group’ s discussions mnmust disclose the existence of any IPR the
Contributor or other |ETF participant believes Covers or may
ultimately Cover the technol ogy under discussion. This applies
to both Contributors and ot her participants, and applies whet her
they contribute in person, via email or by other nmeans. The
requirenent applies to all IPR of the participant, the
participant’s enpl oyer, sponsor, or others represented by the
participants, that is reasonably and personally known to the
participant. No patent search is required

Section 1 defines the terns used in this docunent. Sections 3, 4 and
5 of this docunent address the intellectual property issues
previously addressed by Section 10 of RFC 2026. Sections 6 thru 12
then explain the rationale for these provisions, including sone of
the clarifications that have been made since the adoption of RFC
2026. The rules and procedures set out in this docunent are not
intended to nodify or alter the IETF s current policy toward PR in
the context of the IETF Standards Process. They are intended to
clarify and fill in procedural gaps

A conpani on docunent [ RFC3978] deals with rights (such as copyrights
and tradenmarks) in Contributions, including the right of IETF and its
participants to publish and create derivative works of those
Contributions. This docunent is not intended to address those

i ssues.
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Thi s docunent is not intended as | egal advice. Readers are advised
to consult their own | egal advisors if they would like a |l ega
interpretation of their rights or the rights of the IETF in any
Contri butions they nake.

3. Contributions to the I ETF
3.1. Ceneral Policy

In all matters of Intellectual Property Rights, the intent is to
benefit the Internet community and the public at large, while
respecting the legitimate rights of others.

3.2. Rights and Perm ssions
3.2.1. Al Contributions

By subnission of a Contribution, each person actually submtting the
Contribution, and each naned co-Contributor, is deenmed to agree to
the following terms and conditions, on his or her own behal f, and on
behal f of the organizations the Contributor represents or is
sponsored by (if any) when submitting the Contribution

A. The Contributor represents that he or she has made or will
pronptly make all disclosures required by Section 6.1.1 of this
docurnent .

B. The Contributor represents that there are no limts to the
Contributor’s ability to nake the grants, acknow edgnents and
agreenents herein that are reasonably and personally known to the
Contri but or.

C. If the Contribution is an Internet-Draft, this agreenment nust be
acknow edged, by including in the "Status of this Menp" section on
the first page of the Contribution, the appropriate notices
described in Section 5 of [RFC3978].

4. Actions for Docunents for which I PR Disclosure(s) Have Been Received

(A) When any Intellectual Property Right is disclosed before
publication as an RFC, with respect to any technol ogy or
specification, described in a Contribution in the nanner set
forth in Section 6 of this docunent, the RFC Editor shall ensure
that the docunent include a note indicating the existence of such
claimed Intellectual Property Rights in any RFC published from
the Contribution. (See Section 5 bel ow.)
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(B) The I ESG disclains any responsibility for identifying the
exi stence of or for evaluating the applicability of any |PR
di scl osed or otherw se, to any | ETF technol ogy, specification or
standard, and will take no position on the validity or scope of
any such I PR cl ai ns.

(C Where Intellectual Property R ghts have been disclosed for |ETF
Docunments as provided in Section 6 of this docunent, the | ETF
Executive Director shall request fromthe discloser of such |IPR
a witten assurance that upon approval by the |IESG for
publication as RFCs of the relevant | ETF specification(s), al
persons will be able to obtain the right to inplenent, use,

di stribute and exercise other rights with respect to |nplenenting
Technol ogy under one of the licensing options specified in
Section 6.5 bel ow unl ess such a statement has al ready been
submitted. The working group proposing the use of the technol ogy
with respect to which the Intellectual Property Rights are

di scl osed may assist the | ETF Executive Director in this effort.

The results of this procedure shall not, in thensel ves, block
publication of an | ETF Docunment or advancenent of an | ETF
Docurent al ong the standards track. A working group nmay take
into consideration the results of this procedure in evaluating
the technol ogy, and the | ESG nay defer approval when a del ay may

facilitate obtaining such assurances. The results will, however,
be recorded by the | ETF Executive Director, and be made avail abl e
onl i ne.

4.1. No Determ nation of Reasonable and Non-discrimnatory Terns

The 1ESG will not nake any explicit determ nation that the assurance
of reasonabl e and non-di scrimnatory terns or any other terms for the

use of an Inplenenting Technol ogy has been fulfilled in practice. It
will instead apply the normal requirenents for the advancenent of
Internet Standards. |If the two unrelated inplenentations of the

specification that are required to advance from Proposed Standard to
Draft Standard have been produced by different organizations or
individuals, or if the "significant inplenentation and successfu
operational experience" required to advance from Draft Standard to
St andard has been achieved, the IESGw Il presune that the terns are
reasonabl e and to sone degree non-discrimnatory. (See RFC 2026,
Section 4.1.3.) Note that this also applies to the case where

mul tiple inplementers have concluded that no licensing is required.
This presunption may be chall enged at any time, including during the
Last-Call period by sending email to the | ESG
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6

Notice to be Included in RFCs

The RFC Editor will ensure that the following notice is present in
all IETF RFCs and all other RFCs for which an I PR disclosure or
assertion has been received prior to publication.

Di sclainmer of validity:

"The | ETF takes no position regarding the validity or scope of any
Intellectual Property Rights or other rights that m ght be cl ai med
to pertain to the inplenmentation or use of the technol ogy
described in this docunent or the extent to which any |icense
under such rights might or might not be available; nor does it
represent that it has made any independent effort to identify any
such rights. Information on the procedures with respect to rights
in RFC docunents can be found in BCP 78 and BCP 79

Copi es of IPR disclosures made to the | ETF Secretariat and any
assurances of licenses to be nade available, or the result of an
attenpt made to obtain a general |icense or perm ssion for the use
of such proprietary rights by inplenenters or users of this
specification can be obtained fromthe IETF on-line I PR repository
at http://ww.ietf.org/ipr.

The IETF invites any interested party to bring to its attention
any copyrights, patents or patent applications, or other
proprietary rights that may cover technol ogy that may be required
to inplenent this standard. Pl ease address the information to the
|ETF at ietf-ipr@etf.org."

| PR Di scl osures

Thi s section discusses aspects of obligations associated with IPR
di scl osure.

Thi s docunent refers to the | ETF participant naking disclosures,
consistent with the general |ETF philosophy that participants in the
| ETF act as individuals. A participant’s obligation to make a
disclosure is also considered satisfied if the | PR owner or the
participant’s enployer or sponsor nakes an appropriate disclosure in
pl ace of the participant doing so.
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6.1. Who Must Make an | PR Di scl osure?
6.1.1. A Contributor’s IPRin his or her Contribution

Any Contributor who reasonably and personally knows of | PR neeting
the conditions of Section 6.6 which the Contributor believes Covers
or may ultimately Cover his or her Contribution, or which the

Contri butor reasonably and personally knows his or her enployer or
sponsor may assert agai nst |Inplenenting Technol ogi es based on such
Contribution, nmust nake a disclosure in accordance with this Section
6

This requirenment specifically includes Contributions that are nade by
any neans including electronic or spoken conmrents, unless the latter
are rejected from consi derati on before a disclosure could reasonably
be submitted. An IPR discloser is requested to withdraw a previ ous
disclosure if a revised Contribution negates the previous |IPR

di sclosure, or to anend a previous disclosure if a revised
Contribution substantially alters the previous disclosure.

Contributors must disclose |PR neeting the description in this
section; there are no exceptions to this rule.

6.1.2. An |ETF Participant’s IPRin Contributions by Qhers

Any individual participating in an | ETF di scussi on who reasonably and
personal Iy knows of I PR neeting the conditions of Section 6.6 which
the individual believes Covers or may ultinmately Cover a Contribution
made by another person, or which such | ETF partici pant reasonably and
personal Iy knows his or her enployer or sponsor may assert agai nst

I mpl ementi ng Technol ogi es based on such Contribution, nust make a

di sclosure in accordance with this Section 6.

6.1.3. [PR of Others

If a person has information about |IPR that may Cover |ETF
Contributions, but the participant is not required to disclose
because they do not neet the criteria in Section 6.6 (e.g., the IPR
is owned by sonme ot her conpany), such person is encouraged to notify
the I ETF by sending an enmail nessage to ietf-ipr@etf.org. Such a
noti ce should be sent as soon as reasonably possible after the person
realizes the connecti on.

6.2. The Timng of Providing Disclosure
Timely 1 PR disclosure is inportant because working groups need to

have as nuch information as they can while they are eval uating
alternative solutions
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6.2.1. Tinmng of Disclosure Under Section 6.1.1

The | PR disclosure required pursuant to section 6.1.1 nust be made as
soon as reasonably possible after the Contribution is published in an
Internet Draft unless the required disclosure is already on file.

For exanple, if the Contribution is an update to a Contribution for
whi ch an | PR discl osure has al ready been nmade and the applicability
of the disclosure is not changed by the new Contribution, then no new
disclosure is required. But if the Contribution is a new one, or is
one that changes an existing Contribution such that the revised
Contribution is no |onger Covered by the disclosed | PR or woul d be
Covered by new or different IPR then a disclosure nust be nade.

If a Contributor first learns of IPRin its Contribution that neets
the conditions of Section 6.6, for exanmple a new patent application
or the discovery of a relevant patent in a patent portfolio, after
the Contribution is published in an Internet-Draft, a disclosure nust
be nmade as soon as reasonably possible after the | PR becones
reasonably and personally known to the Contri butor

Participants who realize that a Contribution will be or has been
incorporated into a subm ssion to be published in an Internet Draft,
or is seriously being discussed in a working group, are strongly
encouraged to nake at |east a prelimnary disclosure. That

di scl osure shoul d be made as soon after coming to the realization as
reasonably possible, not waiting until the document is actually
posted or ready for posting.

6.2.2. Timng of Disclosure Under Section 6.1.2

The | PR disclosure required pursuant to section 6.1.2 nmust be made as
soon as reasonably possible after the Contribution is published in an
Internet Draft or RFC, unless the required disclosure is already on
file. Participants who realize that the IPRw Il be or has been
incorporated into a subnmission to be published in an Internet Draft,
or is seriously being discussed in a working group, are strongly
encouraged to nake at |east a prelimnary disclosure. That

di scl osure shoul d be made as soon after coming to the realization as
reasonably possible, not waiting until the document is actually
posted or ready for posting.

If a participant first learns of IPR that neets the conditions of
Section 6.6 in a Contribution by another party, for exanple a new
patent application or the discovery of a relevant patent in a patent
portfolio, after the Contribution was published in an Internet-Draft
or RFC, a disclosure must be made as soon as reasonably possible
after the | PR becones reasonably and personally known to the

partici pant.
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6.3. How Must a Disclosure be Made?

I PR di sclosures are made by followi ng the instructions at
http://ww. ietf.org/ipr-instructions.

6.4. \What Must be in a Disclosure?

6.4.1. The disclosure nust list the nunmbers of any issued patents or
publ i shed patent applications or indicate that the claimis based on
unpubl i shed patent applications. The disclosure nust also list the
specific | ETF or RFC Editor Docunent(s) or activity affected. |If the
| ETF Docunent is an Internet-Draft, it nust be referenced by specific
version number. In addition, if the | ETF Docunment includes multiple
parts and it is not reasonably apparent which part of such I ETF
Docurent is alleged to be Covered by the IPRin question, it is
hel pful if the discloser identifies the sections of the | ETF Docunent
that are alleged to be so Covered

6.4.2. |If a disclosure was nade on the basis of a patent application
(either published or unpublished), then, if requested to do so by the
| ESG or by a working group chair, the | ETF Executive Director can
request a new disclosure indicating whether any of the follow ng has
occurred: the publication of a previously unpublished patent
application, the abandonnment of the application and/or the issuance
of a patent thereon. |If the patent has issued, then the new
di scl osure nust include the patent number and, if the claims of the
granted patent differ fromthose of the application in manner
material to the relevant Contribution, it is helpful if such a
di scl osure describes any differences in applicability to the
Contribution. |If the patent applicati on was abandoned, then the new
di sclosure nust explicitly withdraw any earlier disclosures based on
the application.

New or revised disclosures may be nade voluntarily at any tine.

6.4.3. The requirenent for an I PR disclosure is not satisfied by the
submi ssi on of a bl anket statenment of possible |IPR on every
Contribution. This is the case because the aim of the disclosure
requirenment is to provide information about specific |IPR against
specific technol ogy under discussion in the |ETF. The requirenment is
al so not satisfied by a blanket statement of willingness to |icense
all potential IPR under fair and non-discrinmnatory terms for the
same reason. However, the requirenment for an |IPR disclosure is
satisfied by a blanket statement of the I PR discloser’s wllingness
to license all of its potential |IPR neeting the requirenents of
Section 6.6 (and either Section 6.1.1 or 6.1.2) to inplenenters of an
| ETF specification on a royalty-free basis as long as any other terns
and conditions are disclosed in the | PR disclosure statenent.
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6.5. What Licensing Information to Detail in a Disclosure

Since | PR disclosures will be used by | ETF working groups during
their evaluation of alternative technical solutions, it is helpful if
an | PR di sclosure includes information about |icensing of the IPRIin
case | nplenmenting Technol ogies require a license. Specifically, it
is helpful to indicate whether, upon approval by the | ESG for
publication as RFCs of the rel evant | ETF specification(s), all
persons will be able to obtain the right to inplenent, use,
distribute and exercise other rights with respect to an I npl enenting
Technol ogy a) under a royalty-free and ot herw se reasonabl e and non-
discrimnatory license, or b) under a |license that contains
reasonabl e and non-di scrinmnatory ternms and conditions, including a
reasonabl e royalty or other paynent, or c) without the need to obtain
a license fromthe I PR hol der.

The inclusion of licensing information in | PR disclosures is not
mandatory but it is encouraged so that the working groups will have
as much information as they can during their deliberations. |If the
inclusion of licensing information in an |IPR disclosure would
significantly delay its submssion it is quite reasonable to subnit a
di sclosure without licensing information and then submt a new

di scl osure when the licensing infornmati on becones avail abl e.

6.6. When is a Disclosure Required?

I PR di scl osures under Sections 6.1.1. and 6.1.2 are required with
respect to IPRthat is owed directly or indirectly, by the

i ndi vi dual or his/her enployer or sponsor (if any) or that such
persons ot herwi se have the right to Iicense or assert.

7. Failure to D scl ose

There are cases where individuals are not permtted by their

enpl oyers or by other factors to disclose the existence or substance
of patent applications or other PR  Since disclosure is required
for anyone subnitting docunments or participating in | ETF di scussions,
a person who does not disclose IPR for this reason, or any other
reason, must not contribute to or participate in |ETF activities with
respect to technol ogi es that he or she reasonably and personally
knows to be Covered by IPR which he or she will not disclose.
Contributing to or participating in | ETF di scussions about a
technol ogy wi thout nmaking required I PR disclosures is a violation of
| ETF process.
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8.

Eval uating Alternative Technol ogies in | ETF Wrking G oups

In general, |ETF working groups prefer technol ogies with no known |IPR
clains or, for technologies with clainms against them an offer of
royalty-free licensing. But |ETF working groups have the discretion
to adopt technology with a commtnment of fair and non-di scrimnatory
terms, or even with no licensing conmitnent, if they feel that this
technol ogy is superior enough to alternatives with fewer I PR clains
or free licensing to outweigh the potential cost of the |icenses.

Over the last few years the | ETF has adopted stricter requirenents
for sone security technologies. It has become comopn to have a
mandat ory-t o-i npl ement security technology in | ETF technol ogy
specifications. This is to ensure that there will be at |east one
common security technol ogy present in all inplenmentations of such a
specification that can be used in all cases. This does not linmt the
specification fromincluding other security technol ogies, the use of
whi ch coul d be negotiated between inplenentations. An | ETF consensus
has devel oped that no nmandatory-to-inpl enent security technol ogy can
be specified in an | ETF specification unless it has no known | PR
clains against it or a royalty-free license is available to

i mpl ementers of the specification unless there is a very good reason
to do so. This limtation does not extend to other security
technologies in the same specification if they are not |isted as
mandat ory-t o-i npl enent .

It should al so be noted that the absence of |IPR disclosures is not
the sane thing as the know edge that there will be no IPRclains in
the future. People or organizations not currently involved in the
| ETF or people or organizations that discover |PR they feel to be
relevant in their patent portfolios can make | PR di scl osures at any
tinme.

It should also be noted that the validity and enforceability of any
I PR may be challenged for legitimte reasons, and the nere existence
of an I PR disclosure should not automatically be taken to nean that
the disclosed IPRis valid or enforceable. Although the |IETF can
make no actual determ nation of validity, enforceability or
applicability of any particular IPRclaim it is reasonable that a
working group will take into account on their own opinions of the
validity, enforceability or applicability of Intellectual Property
Rights in their evaluation of alternative technol ogi es.
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9

10.

11.

Change Control for Technol ogi es

The | ETF nust have change control over the technol ogy described in
any standards track | ETF Docunents in order to fix problens that may
be di scovered or to produce other derivative works.

In sone cases the devel oper of patented or otherw se controlled
technol ogy nmay decide to hand over to the | ETF the right to evol ve
the technol ogy (a.k.a., "change control”). The inplenentation of an
agreenent between the | ETF and the devel oper of the technol ogy can be
conplex. (See [RFC1790] and [ RFC2339] for exanples.)

Note that there is no inherent prohibition against a standards track
| ETF Docunent making a normative reference to proprietary technol ogy.
For exanple, a nunber of |ETF Standards support proprietary

crypt ographi ¢ transforns.

Li censing Requirenments to Advance Standards Track | ETF Documents

RFC 2026 Section 4.1.2 states: "If patented or otherw se controlled
technology is required for inplenentation, the separate

i mpl ement ations nust al so have resulted from separate exercise of the
licensing process.” A key word in this text is "required." The nere
exi stence of disclosed | PR does not necessarily nean that |icenses
are actually required in order to inplement the technol ogy. Section
4.1 of this docunment should be taken to apply to the case where there
are nmultiple inplenmentati ons and none of the inplenenters have felt
that they needed to license the technol ogy and they have no pl ausible
i ndications that any IPR holder(s) will try to enforce their IPR

No | PR Di scl osures in | ETF Docunents

| ETF and RFC Editor Docunments nust not contain any nention of
specific IPR Al specific IPR disclosures nust be submtted as
described in Section 6. Specific |IPR disclosures nmust not be in the
af fected | ETF and RFC Editor Docunents because the reader could be
msled. The inclusion of a particular |IPR disclosure in a docunent
could be interpreted to nean that the I ETF, 1 ESG or RFC Editor has
fornmed an opinion on the validity, enforceability, or applicability
of the IPR  The reader could also be msled to think that the

i ncluded I PR di sclosures are the only I PR disclosures the | ETF has
recei ved concerning the | ETF docunent. Readers shoul d al ways refer
to the on-line web page to get a full list of |IPR disclosures

recei ved by the | ETF concerning any Contribution
(http://ww.ietf.orgl/ipr/)
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12.

13.

13.

13.

14.

Security Considerations

This meno relates to | ETF process, not any particul ar technol ogy.
There are security considerations when adopting any technol ogy,

whet her | PR-protected or not. A working group should take those
security considerations into account as one part of evaluating the
technol ogy, just as IPRis one part, but there are no known issues of
security with I PR procedures.

Ref er ences
1. Nornmtive References

[ RFC2026] Bradner, S., "The Internet Standards Process -- Revision
3", BCP 9, RFC 2026, Cctober 1996.

[ RFC2028] Hovey, R and S. Bradner, "The Organi zations Involved in
the | ETF Standards Process", BCP 11, RFC 2028, Cctober

1996.

[ RFC2418] Bradner, S., "IETF Wrking G oup Cuidelines and
Procedures", BCP 25, RFC 2418, Septenber 1998.

[ RFC3978] Bradner, S., Ed., "IETF Rights in Contributions", BCP 78,
RFC 3978, January 2005.

2. Informative References

[ RFC1790] Cerf, V., "An Agreenent between the Internet Society and
Sun M crosystens, Inc. in the Matter of ONC RPC and XDR
Protocol s", RFC 1790, April 1995.

[ RFC2339] The Internet Society and Sun M crosystens, "An Agreenent
Bet ween the Internet Society, the |IETF, and Sun
M crosystens, Inc. in the natter of NFS V.4 Protocols", RFC
2339, May 1998.

Acknowl edgenent s

The editor would |ike to acknow edge the hel p of the | ETF | PR Wor ki ng
Group and, in particular the help of Jorge Contreras of Hale and Dorr
for his careful legal reviews of this and other |ETF | PR-rel ated and
process docunents. The editor would also like to thank Valerie See
for her extensive coments and suggestions.

Br adner Best Current Practice [ Page 15]



RFC 3979 IP in | ETF Technol ogy March 2005

Editor’s Address

Scott Bradner
Harvard University
29 Oxford St.
Canbri dge MA, 02138

Phone: +1 617 495 3864
EMai | : sob@arvard. edu

Br adner Best Current Practice [ Page 16]



RFC 3979 IP in | ETF Technol ogy March 2005

Ful I Copyright Statenent
Copyright (C) The Internet Society (2005).

Thi s docunent is subject to the rights, licenses and restrictions
contained in BCP 78, and except as set forth therein, the authors
retain all their rights.

Thi s docunent and the information contained herein are provided on an
"AS | S" basis and THE CONTRI BUTOR, THE ORGANI ZATI ON HE/ SHE REPRESENTS
OR | S SPONSORED BY (I F ANY), THE | NTERNET SOCI ETY AND THE | NTERNET
ENG NEERI NG TASK FORCE DI SCLAI M ALL WARRANTI ES, EXPRESS OR | MPLI ED

I NCLUDI NG BUT NOT LI M TED TO ANY WARRANTY THAT THE USE CF THE

| NFORMATI ON HEREI N W LL NOT | NFRI NGE ANY RI GHTS OR ANY | MPLI ED
WARRANTI ES OF MERCHANTABI LI TY OR FI TNESS FOR A PARTI CULAR PURPCSE

Intellectual Property

The | ETF takes no position regarding the validity or scope of any
Intell ectual Property Rights or other rights that mght be clainmed to
pertain to the inplenentation or use of the technol ogy described in
this docunment or the extent to which any |license under such rights

m ght or might not be avail able; nor does it represent that it has
made any i ndependent effort to identify any such rights. [Information
on the procedures with respect to rights in RFC docunents can be
found in BCP 78 and BCP 79.

Copi es of I PR disclosures nmade to the | ETF Secretariat and any
assurances of licenses to be nade available, or the result of an
attenpt made to obtain a general |icense or permssion for the use of
such proprietary rights by inplenenters or users of this
specification can be obtained fromthe | ETF on-line | PR repository at
http://ww.ietf.org/ipr

The IETF invites any interested party to bring to its attention any
copyrights, patents or patent applications, or other proprietary
rights that nmay cover technology that nay be required to inpl enent
this standard. Please address the information to the IETF at ietf-
ipr@etf.org.
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