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IPR matters on JVT

This is to inform JVT that the following letter has been sent by Philips to ITTF.

	Information Technology Task Force

International Organization for Standardization

Case Postale 56

Rue de Varembé 1

CH-1211 Genève 20 – Switserland

F.a.o. Mr. Keith Brannon
	Tel:

Fax:
	+31 40 27 43385

+31 40 27 43799

	
	E-mail: 

Huub.Beckers@Philips.com

	

	
	Ref:
	LT.007/HB/jn

	
	Date:
	2002-06-21

	

	Re:
	JVT


Dear Mr. Brannon,

In response to the RFTI made at the MPEG meeting May 6-10, 2002 we submit in the required JVT Patent Disclosure Form, a list of Philips’ patents which have been deemed necessary for the implementation of MPEG2 Video, and which we believe to be also necessary for the implementation of the JVT Baseline and/or Main Profiles.

Philips has made the listed patents available for implementation of the MPEG2 Video standard, in accordance with ISO IPR rules, on reasonable and non-discriminatory terms. To be consistent and to avoid discriminating against licensees under the MPEG2 Video standards, Philips is again prepared to make these patents available under reasonable and non-discriminatory terms for the JVT Baseline and Main Profiles. 

As complications with IPR issues on the JVT Baseline grow, Philips is becoming increasingly concerned that the JVT will not be in a position to take an informed decision on the feasibility of a royalty free Baseline Profile. The use of technical experts to review patents identified in the current RFTI will inevitably lead to uncertain and unreliable results, as the assessment of patent infringement and validity is the work of professionally qualified Patent Attorneys.  As no common protocol exists for reviewers to use when carrying out their separate tasks, comparison of results will be problematic, adding to the uncertainty. 

Furthermore it is unclear what consequences this review activity will have for members of JVT in relation to any, potential, future legal proceedings. Finally, it is unclear what reliance members and users of the standard will be able to place on the statement on the results of the RFTI, to be made by the JVT management at the next MPEG meeting.

Even more important, the above described process must, in our opinion, inevitably fail. Video compression technology has attracted wide interest in the electronics industry for quite some years. As a consequence many patents and patent applications exist in many countries of the world covering not only the basics of compression technology, but also many varieties within such compression schemes. To our mind it is an illusion to assume, that it would be possible to ensure a royalty free JVT Baseline Profile by the evaluation effort based on the patents now being submitted. First, there is very substantial risk that the submitted list of patents is not complete. Second, an effort, undertaken to avoid the use of patent rights that are not available under royalty-free conditions, could well result in the use of other not yet identified patent rights. Both issues place at the end the so defined JVT Standard in an even much worse position when patents of not-involved companies start playing a role.

The successful work of the JVT group should in our opinion not be jeopardised by unhelpful debates of IPR issues amongst technical experts, unqualified in IPR matters. Instead, we propose to create a group of IPR experts and JVT experts to examine the situation. This group, operating outside of JVT, but under a full brief from the JVT, should discuss the feasibility of a royalty free baseline. In addition, this group should come up with an appropriate IPR licensing approach for any profile defined by JVT, so that the standardisation activity of JVT can be successfully concluded.

In the interests of transparency Philips is copying this letter to members of the JVT group, many of whom are licensees under the MPEG 2 Video patents, in order to demonstrate Philips continued commitment to transparency and non-discrimination in the licensing 

of  IPR on standards.

Yours faithfully,

Huub Beckers

PHILIPS INTERNATIONAL B.V.

Intellectual Property & Standards


