It would create conflicting policies.
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There are significant problems with this approach. First, as noted, it is inconsistent with the approach taken in the IPR policies of leading open standards organizations worldwide which expressly acknowledge the right of patent holders to charge reasonable royalties, and to place reasonable restrictions - such as field-of-use restrictions, 14 reciprocity requirements, 15 and restrictions on sublicensing16 - on the licensing of their essential technology covering an open standard. For example, the IPR policies and/or the model patent licensing declaration forms of ITU,17 W3C,18 IETF,19 and the WiFi Alliance,20 among many others, make clear that such terms are acceptable RAND provisions.
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