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The DPL 

• Distributed standardized patent license (GPL/CC 

style) 

• Royalty-free, perpetual, irrevocable (unless breach) 

• Available to anyone who commits to the following: 

• Will not sue any other DPL member offensively 

• Will bind any subsequent owner of  patent to obligations 

• Offers all of  their own patents under same DPL conditions 

• Can still enforce against non-DPL members at will 

• 6 mo. notice to leave; issued licenses remain active 



The DPL 

• Benefits to Network Members: 

• Freedom To Operate 

• Troll-proofed patents 

• Benefits to everyone: 

• Preempts proprietary patent filings 

• Undermines “need for patents” rhetoric 

• Forces PTO to confront over-patenting and quality issues 

• Plays nicely with other solutions (Twitter IPA, Patent 

Reform) 
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t2 

A takes a DPL license to 

B’s portfolio 

B offers its portfolio under 

the DPL and takes DPL 

licenses to A’s and C’s 

portfolios  
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DPL 

t3 

A takes a DPL 

license to D’s 

portfolio 

C takes a DPL 

license to D’s 

portfolio 

D begins offering its 

portfolio under the 

DPL, and takes DPL 

licenses from A and C 
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t4 

A takes a DPL 

license to C’s 

portfolio during 

the C’s six-

month notice 

period 

C decides to 

stop using the 

DPL; gives 

six-month 

notice 

B enters into a 

traditional deal 

with E, who is not 

using the DPL 
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A revokes its 

DPL license to C; 

C’s DPL license 

to A remains in 

effect 

Six months after 

giving notice, C  

stops using the 

DPL 

B revokes its DPL 

license to C; C’s 

DPL license to B 

remains in effect 

X 

X 

D leaves its DPL to 

C in effect 
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t6 

 C’s DPL license to 

A’s portfolio at 

time t5 

  remains in effect 

Any new patents 

granted to C are not 

offered under the 

DPL 

C’s DPL license to B 

at time t5 

  remains in effect 

D leaves its DPL to 

C in effect; it can 

revoke at any time 

t5 
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