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1
DECISION/ACTION REQUESTED

ETSI proposes that GSC-11 discusses the following definition of “Open Standard” with the objective of obtaining a commonly accepted GSC definition as one of the GSC-11 output Resolutions
2
Background

In the recent past, the issues raised by various and incompatible definitions of “open standard” triggered heated debates amongst ICT market players. In an effort to ensure all parties involved would be consulted and elaborate jointly a way forward despite the diverging viewpoints, ETSI initiated the “SOS Interop” initiative. 

ETSI also input the results of SOS Interop into GSC#10 in order to broaden the support for our initiative and ensure major standards bodies worldwide were in line with our work and the criteria we proposed for a definition of “open standards”.

Having progressed on this consensus building, ETSI proposes a definition of what an open standard is. 

The objective is of having such a definition is twofold:

· Have a reference definition that can be communicated to the outside world, in particular to policy makers and legislators;

· Allow to develop cooperation with organizations who wouldn’t have the same views on open standards, in particular with regards to their intellectual property attributes.

3
Clarifications stemming from SOS Interops and GSC 

In order to elaborate the proposed definition, ETSI took into account the following elements:

First and foremost, and as discussed with players and other SDOs, openness refers to the process by which standards are elaborated and not to the attributes of the standards itself. Rules allowing for the implication of any interested party at any stage of the process are key to ensure that a standard is based on market demand, not on the interest of a few.

In the same vein, the basis on which the intellectual property within a standard is rewarded should not be taken into account to qualify whether a standard is open or not. There are many examples of “free” standards that cannot be considered “open”, whilst many standards based on a RAND or FRAND IP policy are recognized as open by the market at large (including policy makers).

We believe openness shouldn’t be context dependent. In complex ICT systems, telecommunications and IT stacks (from networks to applications and services) are highly dependent on one another. Allowing different meanings of “openness” to coexist can only be detrimental to achieving interoperability and to a smooth and efficient cooperation between all players in the value chain (value networks).

Last but not least, we believe the definition of “open standards” should unite, not divide. 

All standards initiatives address legitimate concerns and aim ultimately at ensuring interoperability. The goal is to try and capitalize on commonalities rather than emphasizing specificities.  

4
Proposed definition of "Open Standard" (Draft GSC-11 Resolution)

The 11th Global Standards Collaboration meeting (Chicago, 2006)

Recognizing that

· ICT market players agree that standards make the industry work commercially and technically and that open standards are essential for interoperability, fair trade and fair competition, user and consumer confidence as well as government acceptance. Yet, none of the definitions put forward as of today by various players and organizations has reached consensus on a global scale. 

· The issue of reaching a consensus on a definition of “open standards” is gaining importance on a global scale. The reasons for this may differ regionally and are linked to a combination of factors including, but not limited to, policy considerations, legal implications, business strategies and the dynamics of the Information and Communication Technology (ICT) market;

Considering that

· In line with a number of regional and global standards organizations, ETSI believes it is essential to work towards a definition of “open standards”, so that standards can play their role of facilitators of ICT markets development. 
· In the scope of the SOS Interop initiative and the GSC#10, ETSI has been consulting with a wide spectrum of ICT market players to agree on the terms of a definition.

Resolves that
An open standard is developed, approved, and maintained, by a collaborative, transparent and consensus-based process, open to all materially affected and interested parties.

The standard is subject to FRAND Intellectual Property Right (IPR) policies which do not mandate, but may permit, at the option of the IPR holder, licensing essential intellectual property without compensation.
The standard is published and made available to the general public under reasonable terms (including for reasonable fee or for free).





- 2 -


