This is true for a variety of leading SDOs.
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This proposed definition is squarely at odds with the approach taken by the world’s leading standards development organizations. For example, contrary to the IDA definition, the intellectual property rights (IPR) policies of ETSI, IEEE, IETF, ISO/IEC, ITU, OMA, ANSI, ECMA, and other leading standards organizations do not mandate royalty-free licensing or prohibit other “constraints on the re-use of the standard.” Rather, these organizations have policies that seek reasonable and non-discriminatory (RAND) licensing commitments, including the possibility of charging a reasonable royalty, as a basis for standards-related IP licensing for participants in the organization’s standards activities.5
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