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1. My name is June Ann Munford. I am over the age of 18, have personal
knowledge of the facts set forth herein, and am competent to testify to the

same.

2. I earned a Master of Library and Information Science (MLIS) from the
University of Wisconsin-Milwaukee in 2009. I have over ten years of
experience in the library/information science field. Beginning in 2004, I
have served in various positions in the public library sector including
Assistant Librarian, Youth Services Librarian and Library Director. I have

attached my Curriculum Vitae as Appendix CV.

3. During my career in the library profession, I have been responsible for
materials acquisition for multiple libraries. In that position, I have cataloged,
purchased and processed incoming library works. That includes purchasing
materials directly from vendors, recording publishing data from the material
in question, creating detailed material records for library catalogs and
physically preparing that material for circulation. In addition to my
experience in acquisitions, I was also responsible for analyzing large

collections of library materials, tailoring library records for optimal catalog



search performance and creating lending agreements between libraries

during my time as a Library Director.

. I am familiar with the Internet Archive, a digital library accessible to the
general public. Among other services that the Internet Archive makes
available to the general public is the Wayback Machine, an online archive of
the web. The Internet Archive’s Wayback Machine service archives
webpages as of a certain capture date to track changes in the web over time.
The Internet Archive has been in operation as a nonprofit library since 1996
and has hosted the Wayback Machine service since its inception in 2001.
During my time as a librarian, I frequently used the Internet Archive’s
Wayback Machine for research and instruction purposes. This includes
teaching instructional classes on using the Wayback Machine to library
patrons and using the Wayback Machine to research reference inquiries that
require hard-to-find online resources. I consider the Internet Archive’s
recordskeeping to be as rigorous and detailed as other formal library
recordskeeping practices such as MARC records, OCLC records and Dublin

Core.

. I'have reviewed Exhibit LG-1043 a document entitled Tag Image File

Format (TIFF) - image/tiff MIME Sub-type Registration.



6. Attached hereto as Appendix IETFO1 is a screen capture of the Internet
Archive Wayback Machine entry for
http://www.ietf.org:80/html.charters/fax-charter.html. I secured these screen
captures myself from
https://web.archive.org/web/19990117030105/http://www.ietf.org:80/html.c

harters/fax-charter.html. This record was captured as of January 17, 1999.

7. Appendix IETFO1 is an Internet Archive capture of a web page entitled
Internet Fax (fax) as hosted on the IETF.org website. This page describes the
IETF members associated with the Fax working group, the group’s
milestones, Internet-Drafts versions of IETF Fax documents and Request-
For-Comments versions of [IETF Fax documents. Page 3 of Appendix
IETFO1 contains a link entitled “Tag Image File Format (TIFF) - image/tiff
MIME Sub-type Registration (2302)” which presents a text-only version of
Tag Image File Format (TIFF) - image/tiff MIME Sub-type Registration
when clicked. This link indicates the IETF was distributing copies of Tag
Image File Format (TIFF) - image/tiff MIME Sub-type Registration to any
member of the public capable of traversing the IETF website as of January

17, 1999.



8. Attached hereto as Appendix IETF02 is a screen capture of the Internet
Archive Wayback Machine entry for
http://www.ietf.org:80/html.charters/fax-charter.html. I secured these screen
captures myself from
https://web.archive.org/web/19990117030105/http://www.ietf.org:80/html.c

harters/fax-charter.html. This record was captured as of May 23, 2000.

9. Appendix IETFO02 is an Internet Archive capture of a web page entitled Tag
Image File Format (TIFF) - image/tiff MIME Sub-type Registration as
hosted on the IETF.org website. This page is a true and correct text-only
edition of Tag Image File Format (TIFF) - image/tiff MIME Sub-type
Registration. In comparing Appendix IETF02 to Exhibit LG-1043 it is my
determination that Exhibit LG-1043 is a true and correct copy of Tag Image

File Format (TIFF) - image/tifft MIME Sub-type Registration.

10.1 have reviewed Exhibit LG-1044 a document entitled Tag Image File

Format (TIFF) — F Profile for Facsimile.

11.Page 3 of Appendix IETFO1 also contains a link entitled “Tag Image File
Format (TIFF) — F Profile for Facsimile (RFC 2306)” which presents a text-

only version of Tag Image File Format (TIFF) — F Profile for Facsimile



when clicked. This link indicates the IETF was distributing copies of Tag
Image File Format (TIFF) — F Profile for Facsimile to any member of the

public capable of traversing the IETF website as of January 17, 1999.

12. Attached hereto as Appendix IETFO03 is a screen capture of the Internet
Archive Wayback Machine entry for http://www.ietf.org/rfc/rfc2306.txt. |
secured these screen captures myself from
https://web.archive.org/web/20000815061310/http://www.ietf.org/rfc/rfc230

6.txt. This record was captured as of August 15, 2000.

13.Appendix IETFO3 is an Internet Archive capture of a web page entitled Tag
Image File Format (TIFF) - F Profile for Facsimile as hosted on the
IETF.org website. This page is a true and correct text-only edition of Tag
Image File Format (TIFF) - F Profile for Facsimile. In comparing Appendix
IETFO3 to Exhibit LG-1044 it is my determination that Exhibit LG-1044 is a
true and correct copy of Tag Image File Format (TIFF) - F Profile for

Facsimile.

14.1 have been retained on behalf of the Petitioner to provide assistance in the
above-illustrated matter in establishing the authenticity and public

availability of the documents discussed in this declaration. [ am being



compensated for my services in this matter at the rate of $200.00 per hour
plus reasonable expenses. My statements are objective, and my

compensation does not depend on the outcome of this matter.

15.1 declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. I
hereby declare that all statements made herein of my own knowledge are
true and that all statements made on information and belief are believed to
be true; and further that these statements were made the knowledge that
willful false statements and the like so made are punishable by fine or
imprisonment, or both, under Section 1001 of Title 18 of the United States

Code.

Dated: 1/20/2025

P =
Lyl -

June Ann Munford
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June A. Munford
Curriculum Vitae

Education

University of Wisconsin-Milwaukee - MS, Library & Information Science, 2009
Milwaukee, WI

e Coursework included cataloging, metadata, data analysis, library systems,
management strategies and collection development.
e Specialized in library advocacy, cataloging and public administration.

Grand Valley State University - BA, English Language & Literature, 2008
Allendale, MI

e Coursework included linguistics, documentation and literary analysis.
e Minor in political science with a focus in local-level economics and
government.

Professional Experience

Researcher / Expert Witness, October 2017 — present
Freelance e Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania & Grand Rapids, Michigan

e Material authentication and public accessibility determination.
Declarations of authenticity and/or public accessibility provided upon
research completion. Experienced with appeals and deposition process.

e Research provided on topics of public library operations, material
publication history, digital database services and legacy web resources.

e Past clients include Alston & Bird, Arnold & Porter, Baker Botts, Fish &
Richardson, Erise 1P, Irell & Manella, O'Melveny & Myers, Perkins-Coie,
Pillsbury Winthrop Shaw Pittman and Slayden Grubert Beard.

Library Director, February 2013 - March 2015
Dowagiac District Library @ Dowagiac, Michigan

e Executive administrator of the Dowagiac District Library. Located in



Southwest Michigan, this library has a service area of 13,000, an annual
operating budget of over $400,000 and total assets of approximately
$1,300,000.

e Developed careful budgeting guidelines to produce a 15% surplus during
the 2013-2014 & 2014-2015 fiscal years while being audited.

e Using this budget surplus, oversaw significant library investments
including the purchase of property for a future building site, demolition of
existing buildings and building renovation projects on the current facility.

e [ ed the organization and digitization of the library's archival records.

e Served as the public representative for the library, developing business
relationships with local school, museum and tribal government entities.

e Developed an objective-based analysis system for measuring library
services - including a full collection analysis of the library's 50,000+
circulating items and their records.

November 2010 - January 2013
Librarian & Branch Manager, Anchorage Public Library @ Anchorage, Alaska

e Headed the 2013 Anchorage Reads community reading campaign
including event planning, staging public performances and creating
marketing materials for mass distribution.

® Co-led the social media department of the library's marketing team,
drafting social media guidelines, creating original content and instituting
long-term planning via content calendars.

e Developed business relationships with The Boys & Girls Club, Anchorage
School District and the US Army to establish summer reading programs for
children.

June 2004 - September 2005, September 2006 - October 2013

Library Assistant, Hart Area Public Library

Hart, MI

e Responsible for verifying imported MARC records and original MARC

10



cataloging for the local-level collection as well as the Michigan Electronic
Library.

e Handled OCLC Worldcat interlibrary loan requests & fulfillment via
ongoing communication with lending libraries.

Professional Involvement

Alaska Library Association - Anchorage Chapter
e Treasurer, 2012

Library Of Michigan
e [ evel VII Certification, 2008
e Lecvel II Certification, 2013

Michigan Library Association Annual Conference 2014
e New Directors Conference Panel Member

Southwest Michigan Library Cooperative
e Represented the Dowagiac District Library, 2013-2015

Professional Development

Library Of Michigan Beginning Workshop, May 2008

Petoskey, MI
e Received training in cataloging, local history, collection management,
children’s literacy and reference service.

Public Library Association Intensive Library Management Training, October 2011
Nashville, TN
e Attended a five-day workshop focused on strategic planning, staff
management, statistical analysis, collections and cataloging theory.

Alaska Library Association Annual Conference 2012 - Fairbanks, February 2012
Fairbanks, AK
e Attended seminars on EBSCO advanced search methods, budgeting,
cataloging, database usage and marketing.
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Depositions

2019 e Fish & Richardson

Apple v. Qualcomm (IPR2018-001281, 39521-004211P, [PR2018-01282
and 39521-004211P2)

2019 e Erise IP
Implicit, LLC v. Netscout Systems, Inc (Civil Action No. 2:18-cv-53-JRG)

2019 e Perkins-Coie

Adobe Inc. v. RAH Color Technologies LLC (Cases IPR2019-00627,
[PR2019-00628, IPR2019-00629 and IPR2019-00646)

2020 e O’Melveny & Myers
Maxell, Ltd. v. Apple Inc. (Case No. 5:19-cv-00036-RWS)

2021 e Pillsbury Winthrop Shaw Pittman LLP
Intel v. SRC (IPR2020-1449)

2022 e Perkins-Coie
Realtek v. Future Link (IPR2021-01182)

2023 e Fish & Richardson
Neuroderm Ltd. v. Abbvie, Inc (Case No. PGR2022-00040)

2023 e Fish & Richardson
Nearmap US Inc. v. Pictometry International Corp. (IPR2022-00735)

2023 e Fish & Richardson
Samsung Electronics v. MemoryWeb LLC (Case No. 39843-0136PS1)
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2023 e Pillsbury Winthrop Shaw Whitman LLP

Gravel Rating Systems v. Costco Wholesale Corp. (Civil Action No.
4:21-cv-149-ALM)

2024 e Willkie-Farr
Netflix, Inc. v. VideoLabs. Inc. (IPR2023-00628)

Limited Case and Clientele History

Alston & Bird
e Ericsson

v. Collision Communications (IPR2022-01233)

e Nokia
v. Neptune Subsea, Xtera (Case No. 1:17-cv-01876)

e Universal Electronics Inc

v. Roku Inc (IPR2022-00818)

Arnold & Porter
e [vantis

v. Glaukos (Case No. 8:18-cv-00620)

e Samsung

v. Jawbone (Case No. 2:21-cv-00186)
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Benesch Friedlander Coplan & Aronoff
e Voyis
v. Cathx (Case No. 5:21-cv-00077-RWS)

Deschert LLP
e Smaxtec Animal Care

v. ST Reproductive Technologies, LLC (IPR2024-00885)

Erise I.P.
e Apple

v. Ericsson Inc. (IPR2022-00715)

v. Future Link Systems (IPRs 6317804, 6622108, 6807505, and
7917680)

v. INVT (Case No. 20-1881)
v. Navblazer LLC (IPR2020-01253)

v. Qualcomm (IPR2018-001281, 39521-004211P, IPR2018-01282,
39521-004211P2)

v. Quest Nettech Corp (Case No. 2:19-cv-00118-JRG)
v. Telefonaktiebolaget LM Ericsson (IPR2022-00275)
v. Theta IP, LLC (IPR2024-00818)

e Fanduel

v. CGT (Case No. 19-1393)

e Garmin

v. Phillips North America LLC (Case No. 2:19-cv-6301-AB-KS)
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e Netscout
v. Longhorn HD LLC (Case No. 2:20-cv-00349)
v. Implicit, LLC (Civil Action No. 2:18-cv-53-JRG)

e Sony Interactive Entertainment LLC
v. Bot M8 LLC (IPR2020-01288)
v. Infernal Technology LLC (Case No. 2:19-CV-00248-JRG)

e Unified Patents

v. GE Video Compression (Civil Action No. 2:19-cv-248)

Fish & Richardson
e Apple
v. AliveCor (3:21-cv-03958)
v. LBS Innovations (Case No. 2:19-cv-00119-JRG-RSP)
v. Koss Corporation (IPR2021-00305)

v. Masimo (IPR 50095-0012IP1, 50095-00121P2, 50095-00131P1,
50095-00131P2, 50095-0006IP1, 50095-01351P1)

v. Neonode (Case No. 21-cv-08872-EMC)

v. Qualcomm (IPR2018-001281, 39521-004211P, IPR2018-01282,
39521-004211P2)

e Dell
v. Neo Wireless (IPR2022-00616)

e Dish Network
v. Entropic Communications, LLC (Case No. 2:2023-CV-01043)

15



v. Realtime Adaptive Streaming (Case No. 1:17-CV-02097-RBJ)
v. TQ Delta LLC (Case No. 18-1798)

e Evapco Dry Cooling
v. SPG Dry Cooling (IPR2021-00688)

e (Genetec

v. Sensormatic Electronics (Case No. 1:20-CV-00760)

e Huawei

v. Bell Northern Research LLC (IPR2019-01174)

e Kianxis

v. Blue Yonder (Case No. 3:20-cv-03636)

e .G Electronics

v. Bell Northern Research LLC (Case No. 3:18-cv-2864-CAB-BLM)

e Metaswitch

v. Sonus Networks (IPR2018-01719)

e Microsoft

v. Throughputer Inc (IPR2022-00757)

e Mom Enterprises

v. Ddrops Company (Case No. 1:22-cv-00332)

e MLC Intellectual Property
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v. MicronTech (Case No. 3:14-cv-03657-SI)

e Nearmap Inc

v. EagleView Technologies (IPR2022-01009)

e Neuroderm Ltd.

v. Abbvie, Inc (Case No. PGR2022-00040)

e Realtek Semiconductor

v. Future Link (IPR2021-01182)

® Quectel

v. Koninklijke Philips (Case No. 1:20-cv-01710)

e Samsung
v. Aire Technology (IPR2022-00877)
v. Bell Northern Research (Case No. 2:19-cv-00286-JRG)
v. Communication Technologies Inc (IPR2022-01221)
v. Jawbone Innovations (IPR2022-00865)
v. MemoryWeb LLC (IPR2022-00885)
v. Dodots Licensing Solutions (IPR2023-00701)
v. Telefonaktiebolaget LM Ericsson (IPR2021-00615)

e Texas Instruments

v. Vantage Micro LLC (IPR2020-01261)

e Xilinx

v. Sentient Sensors LCC (Case No. 1:22-cv-00173)
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Groombridge Wu
e Nearmap

v. Eagle View Technologies Inc. and Pictometry International Corp.
(Case No. 2:21-cv-00283-TS-DAO)

Irell & Manella

e Curium

O’Melveny & Myers
e Apple
v. Maxell (Case No. 5:19-cv-00036-RWS)

e Disney Media & Entertainment Distribution LLC
v. Digital Media Technology Holdings, LLC (Case No. 2:22-
cv-01642)

e Micron Technology Inc.

v. Besang Inc (IPR2023-00900)

e Samsung

v. Daedalus Prime LLC (1335 Investigation)

Perkins-Coie
® Amazon

v. Nokia (IPR2024-00847 and IPR2024-00848)
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e Heru Industries

v. The UAB Research Foundation (IPR2022-01148)

e Intel Corporation
v. BeSang Inc. (IPR2023-00991)
v. BitMICRO (Case No. 5:23-cv-00625)
v. Telefonaktiebolaget L M Ericsson (IPR2024-00610)

e Realtek Semiconductor

v. Future Link (IPR2021-01182)

e Twitter Inc

v. VOIP-Pal.com (Case No. 3:20-cv-02397-JD)

o TCL Industries

v. Koninklijke Philips NV (IPR2021-00495, IPR2021-00496
and IPR2021-00497)

Pillsbury Winthrop Shaw Pittman

e Intel

v. FG SRC LLC (Case No. 6:20-cv-00315)

e (Gravel Rating Systems

v. Costco (Case No. 4:21-cv-149)

v. Lowe’s Home Centers (Case No. 4:21-cv-150)
v. T-Mobile USA (Case No. 4:21-cv-152)

v. Kohl’s Inc. (Case No. 4:21-cv-258)

v. Under Armor (Case No. 4:21-cv-356)
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Quinn Emanuel
e ServiceNow, Inc.
v. InQuisient, Inc. (Case No. 22-900-CJB)
e Wolfspeed
v. The Trustees of Purdue University (Case No. 1:2021-cv-00840)

Sheppard, Mullin, Richter & Hampton LLP
e Cadence Design Systems Inc.

v. Semiconductor Design Technologies (Case No. 3:23-cv-01001)

Stern, Kessler, Goldstein & Fox

e Preliminary Research

Willkie, Farr & Gallagher LLP
e Neurent
v. The Foundry, LLC (IPR2024-00669)
e Netflix, Inc.
v. VideoLabs, Inc. (IPR2023-00628)
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https://web.archive.org/web/19990401000000*/http://www.ietf.org/html.charters/fax-charter.html January 14, 2025
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ABO BLOG PROJECTS HELP DONATE CONTACT JOBS VOLUNTEER PEOPLE

INTERNET ARCHIVE

i Explore more than 916 billion web pages saved over time
NATE n“ |"g

http://www.ietf.org/html.charters/fax-charter.html

- Collections - Changes - Summary - Site Map - URLs

Saved 136 times between May 16, 1997 and May 18, 2024.

1996 1997 1998 TR 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 20
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26 27 28 29 30 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 28 29 30 26 27 28 29 30 31
31

Note

This calendar view maps the number of times http://www.ietf.org/html.charters/fax-charter.html
was crawled by the Wayback Machine, not how many times the site was actually updated. More info in the
FAQ.

FAQ | Contact Us | Terms of Service (Dec 31, 2014)

b

The Wayback Machine is an initiative of the Internet Archive, a 501(c)(3) non-profit,

building a digital library of Internet sites and othe

cultural artifacts in digital form.

Other projects include Open Library & archive-

Your use of the Wayback Machine is subject to the Internet Archive's Terms of Use.
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https://web.archive.org/web/19990117030105/http://www.ietf.org:80/html.charters/fax-charter.html

January 14, 2025

INTERNET ARCHIVE lhttp://wwwAiethorg/htmI.charters/fax-charter.html

mﬂuﬂan“mﬂﬂ"l"ﬂ 136 captures

16 May 1997 - 18 May 2024 [

«~&U7»+ nome | working groups | meetings | proceedings | I-Dindex | RFCs

Internet Fax (fax)

In addition to this official charter maintained by the IETF Secretariat, there is additional information about this working group on the Web at:

Additional FAX WG Page

Last Modified: 25-Nov-98
Chair(s):

James Rafferty <jrafferty@worldnet.att.net>

Applications Area Director(s):

Keith Moore <moore@gs.utk.edu>
Patrik Faltstrom <paf@swip.net>

Applications Area Advisor:

Keith Moore <moore@cs.utk.edu>
Mailing Lists:

General Discussion:ietf-fax@imc.org
To Subscribe: ietf-fax-request@imec.org

In Body: In Body: subscribe
Archive: http://www.imc.org/ietf-fax/

Description of Working Group:

Facsimile (fax) serves as a reliable, inexpensive global communications service. As the Internet becomes pervasive, integrating fax and Internet services is appealing in terms of cost savings and
opportunities for functional enhancements. This working group will pursue a review and specification for enabling standardized messaging-based fax over the Internet. It will also develop informal
requirements for fax<->Internet gateways as a first step toward devising standards for session-based fax over the Internet. The messaging-based (via e-mail) service will be specified first, since it
should produce useful results for the least additional technical effort.

Facsimile/Internet integration can be considered in terms of two user service models, in order of increasing technical difficulty:

0 Messaging (as with electronic mail) having high latency o Session-based, for observed delivery, with or without capabilities negotiation

Within these models, a real-time (telephone network replacement) based service is considered to be a subset of the session-based model.

For interconnecting fax services over the dial-up telephone network and carriage of facsimile message data over the Internet, two types of interface systems are required:

o Internet/Dial-up Fax gateway, moving data from the Internet to classic or Internet-aware dial-up fax products and services

o Dial-up/Internet Fax gateway, moving data from classic or Internet-aware dial-up fax products and services to the Internet

The dominant fax communications mode in use today is a session-based connection operating in real-timeover the dial up telephone network; hence an Internet-based direct replacement service
would potentially save significant long- distance telephone charges. However, it is believed that from a technical standpoint this service is the most difficult task to produce over the Internet,
whereas an messaging-based service is likely to be the simplest. In addition, it is anticipated that the two services will ultimately utilize at least some common technical components. Therefore, this
working group will initially review and specificy messaging-based fax over the Internet, using as much existing practice as possible.

The working group will take the following steps to specify a core fax-related messaging service over the Internet:

Terminology: Develop a shared set of terminology and definitions, to ensure a common framework for participants having differing backgrounds in Internet protocols and facsimile
telecommunication.

Data Representations: Review existing facsimile- related Internet data specifications and accept, modify, replace or augment them, with particular attention to their encapsulation, such as via
MIME.

Addressing and transport: Specify the mechanisms for addressing and receipt notification for facsimile data carried via Internet mail.
For session-oriented operation, the following specification will be created, as a basis for further work:

Operational constraints: Detail the operational constraints for achieving session-oriented use of messaging, tailored for timely delivery with the sender waiting for delivery confirmation. Existing
protocols and data specifications will be used as much as possible.

The working group will take note of quality of service issues.

The working group will coordinate its activities with other facsimile- related standards bodies.

Goals and Milestones:

Jan 97 Submit Internet-Draft of data specifications
Jan 97 Submit Internet-Draft of terminology document
Feb 97 Submit Internet-Draft of messaging-related specification

23

Feb 97 Submit Internet-Draft of operational constraints document


https://web.archive.org/web/19990117030105/http://www.ietf.org:80/html.charters/fax-charter.html

Apr97 Submit terminology document to IESG for publication

Apr 97 Submit data specifications to IESG for consideration as a standards track document
Jun 97 Submit messaging-related specification to IESG for consideration as a standards track document
Jun 97 Submit operational constraints document to IESG for publication as an Informational document

Internet-Drafts:

SMTP Service Extension for Immediate Delivery (33338 bytes)

GSTN address element extensions in e-mail services (26459 bytes)

Terminology and Goals for Internet Fax (40887 bytes)

Using Message Disposition Notifications to Indicate Supported Features (13518 bytes)
Extended Facsimile Using Internet Mail (22979 bytes)

Scenarios for Internet fax message confirmation (34221 bytes)

Extended MDN for Internet Fax Full Mode (33086 bytes)

Scenarios for Internet fax capability exchange (31748 bytes)

Facsimile Applications for Internet Fax Full Mode (19798 bytes)

Extensions to Message Disposition Notifications for Reporting on Multipart/Alternative Messages (15266 bytes)
Indicating Supported Media Features Using Extensions to DSN and MDN (7900 bytes)
Expressing Fax Capabilities in Internet Protocols (13744 bytes)

MIME content-type for Internet Fax Full Mode (36955 bytes)

Content feature schema for Internet fax (89717 bytes)

Internet fax T.30 Feature Mapping (36583 bytes)

Request For Comments:

File Format for Internet Fax (RFC 2301) (200525 bytes)

Tag Image File Format (TIFF)_ - image/tiff MIME Sub-type Registration (REC 2302) (14375 bytes)
Minimal PSTN address format in Internet Mail (REC 2303) (14623 bytes)

Minimal FAX address format in Internet Mail (REC 2304) (13236 bytes)

Tag Image File Format (TIFF) - F Profile for Facsimile (REC 2306) (59358 bytes)

IETF Secretariat - Please send questions, comments, and/or suggestions to ietf-web@ietf.org.
l#. Return to working group directory.

. . Return to IETF home page.
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https://web.archive.org/web/20001101000000*/http://www.ietf.org/rfc/rfc2302.txt January 14, 2025
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i Explore more than 916 billion web pages saved over time
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Saved 75 times between May 23, 2000 and September 8, 2024.
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Tag Image File Format (TIFF) - image/tiff
MIME Sub-type Registration

Status of this Memo

This document specifies an Internet standards track protocol for the
Internet community, and requests discussion and suggestions for
improvements. Please refer to the current edition of the "Internet
Official Protocol Standards” (STD 1) for the standardization state
and status of this protocol. Distribution of this memo is unlimited.

Copyright Notice
Copyright (C) The Internet Society (1998). All Rights Reserved.
Overview

This document describes the registration of the MIME sub-type
image/tiff. The baseline encoding is defined by [TIFF].

Internet Fax Working Group

This document is a product of the IETF Internet Fax Working Group.
All comments on this document should be forwarded to the email
distribution list at <ietf-fax@imc.org>.

1. Abstract

This document describes the registration of the MIME sub-type
image/tiff. The baseline encoding is defined by [TIFF]. This
document refines an earlier sub-type registration in RFC 1528
[TPC.INT].

2. TIFF Definition

TIFF (Tag Image File Format) Revision 6.0 is defined in detail by
Adobe in [TIFF]. The documentation can be obtained from Adobe at:
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Adobe Developers Association
Adobe Systems Incorporated
345 Park Avenue

San Jose, CA 95110-2704

Phone: +1-408-536-6000
Fax: +1-408-537-6000

A copy of this specification can also be found in:
ftp://ftp.adobe.com/pub/adobe/devrelations/devtechnotes/pdffiles/
tiff6.pdf

While a brief scope and feature description is provided in this
section as background information, the reader is directed to the
original TIFF specification [TIFF] to obtain complete feature and
technical details.

N

.1 TIFF Scope

TIFF describes image data that typically comes from scanners, frame
grabbers, and paint- and photo-retouching programs. TIFF is not a
printer language or page description language. The purpose of TIFF is
to describe and store raster image data. A primary goal of TIFF is
to provide a rich environment within which applications can exchange
image data. This richness is required to take advantage of the
varying capabilities of scanners and other imaging devices. Though
TIFF is a rich format, it can easily be used for simple scanners and
applications as well because the number of required fields is small.

2.2 TIFF Features
Some of the features of TIFF (from [TIFF]) are:

- TIFF is capable of describing bilevel, grayscale, palette-color,
and full-color image data in several color spaces.

- TIFF includes a number of compression schemes that allow
developers to choose the best space or time tradeoff for their
applications.
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- TIFF is designed to be extensible and to evolve gracefully as new
needs arise.

- TIFF allows the inclusion of an unlimited amount of private or
special-purpose information.
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3. MIME Definition
3.1 image/tiff

The image/tiff content-type was previously defined in RFC 1528 as
containing TIFF 6.0 encoded image data, with specific reference made
to a subset known as TIFF Class F. This document re-defines the
original image/tiff definition to refer to all of the profiles and
extensions that build on TIFF 6.0 [TIFF] encoded image data,
consistent with existing practice for TIFF aware Internet
applications. This definition is further enhanced by introducing the
new "application parameter" (section 3.2) to enable identification of
a specific subset of TIFF and TIFF extensions for the encoded image
data.

3.2 Application parameter

There are cases where it may be useful to identify the application
applicable to the content of an image/tiff body. Typically, this
would be used to assist the recipient in dispatching a suitable
rendering package to handle the display or processing of the image
file. As a result, an optional "application" parameter is defined
for image/tiff to identify a particular application's subset of TIFF
and TIFF extensions for the encoded image data, if it is known. No
values are defined in this document.

Example using a fictional value 'foo':
Content-type: image/tiff; application=foo
There is no default value for application, as the absence of the

application parameter indicates that the encoded TIFF image is
Baseline TIFF or that it is not necessary to identify the

application. It is up to the recipient's implementation to
determine the application (if necessary) and render the image to the
user.

4. TIANA Registration

To: ietf-types@iana.org
Subject: Registration of Standard MIME media type image/tiff

MIME media type name: image
MIME subtype name: tiff

Required parameters: none
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Optional parameters: application

There is no format specified for the value of this parameter
in addition to that specified by [MIME1l]. Various
applications of TIFF may define values as required. New
values should be defined in standards track RFCs and the
values should be registered with IANA, using the
registration form included in Appendix A. There is no
default value for application, as the absence of the
application parameter indicates that the encoded TIFF image
is Baseline TIFF or that it is not necessary to identify the
application. It is up to the implementation to determine
the application (if necessary) and render the image to the
user.

Encoding considerations: Binary or Base-64 generally preferred
Security considerations:

TIFF utilizes a structure which can store image data and
attributes of this image data. The fields defined in the
TIFF specification are of a descriptive nature and provide
information that is useful to facilitate viewing and
rendering of images by a recipient. As such, the fields
currently defined in the TIFF specification do not in
themselves create additional security risks, since the
fields are not used to induce any particular behavior by
the recipient application.

TIFF has an extensible structure, so that it is
theoretically possible that fields could be defined in the
future which could be used to induce particular actions on
the part of the recipient, thus presenting additional
security risks, but this type of capability is not
supported in the referenced TIFF specification. Indeed, the
definition of fields which would include such processing
instructions is inconsistent with the goals and spirit of
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the TIFF specification.
Interoperability considerations:

The ability of implementations to handle all the defined
applications (or profiles within applications) of TIFF may
not be ubiquitous. As a result, implementations may decode
and attempt to display the encoded TIFF image data only to
determine that the image cannot be rendered. The presence
of the application parameter may aid in allowing this
determination before dispatching for rendering. However, it
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should be noted that the parameter value is not intended to
convey levels of capabilities for a particular application.

Published specification:

TIFF (Tag Image File Format) is defined in:
TIFF (TM) Revision 6.0 - Final - June 3, 1992

Adobe Developers Association
Adobe Systems Incorporated
345 Park Avenue

San Jose, CA 95110-2704

Phone: +1-408-536-6000
Fax: +1-408-537-6000

A copy of this specification can be found in:
ftp://ftp.adobe.com/pub/adobe/devrelations/devtechnotes/pdff
iles/tiff6.pdf

Applications which use this media type:
Imaging, fax, messaging and multi-media
Additional information:

Magic number(s):
II (little-endian): 49 49 42 00 hex
MM (big-endian): 4D 4D 00 42 hex
File extension(s): .TIF
Macintosh File Type Code(s): TIFF

Person & email address to contact for further information:

Glenn W. Parsons
Glenn.Parsons@Nortel.ca

James Rafferty
Jrafferty@worldnet.att.net

Stephen Zilles
szilles@adobe.com

Intended usage: COMMON

Change controller: Stephen Zilles
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Appendix A: IANA Registration form for new values of Application
Parameter

To: IANA@isi.edu Subject: Registration of new values for the
Application parameter
of image/tiff

MIME type name:
image/tiff
Optional Parameter:
Application

New Value(s):
Application=foo
Description of Use:

foo - (@fool is a fictional new value used in this message as an
example, it is to be replaced with the new value being
registered. Include a short description of the use of the
new value here. This must include reference to a standards
track RFC for the complete description; the use of the
value must be defined completely enough for independent
implementation. )

Security Considerations:

(Any additional security considerations that may be introduced by use
of the new parameter should be defined here or in the referenced
standards track RFC.)

Person & email address to contact for further information:
(fill in contact information)
INFORMATION TO THE SUBMITTER:

The accepted registrations will be listed in the "Assigned Numbers"
series of RFCs. The information in the registration form is freely
distributable.
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Full Copyright Statement
Copyright (C) The Internet Society (1998). All Rights Reserved.

This document and translations of it may be copied and furnished to
others, and derivative works that comment on or otherwise explain it
or assist in its implementation may be prepared, copied, published
and distributed, in whole or in part, without restriction of any
kind, provided that the above copyright notice and this paragraph are
included on all such copies and derivative works. However, this
document itself may not be modified in any way, such as by removing
the copyright notice or references to the Internet Society or other
Internet organizations, except as needed for the purpose of
developing Internet standards in which case the procedures for
copyrights defined in the Internet Standards process must be
followed, or as required to translate it into languages other than
English.

The limited permissions granted above are perpetual and will not be
revoked by the Internet Society or its successors or assigns.

This document and the information contained herein is provided on an
"AS IS" basis and THE INTERNET SOCIETY AND THE INTERNET ENGINEERING
TASK FORCE DISCLAIMS ALL WARRANTIES, EXPRESS OR IMPLIED, INCLUDING
BUT NOT LIMITED TO ANY WARRANTY THAT THE USE OF THE INFORMATION
HEREIN WILL NOT INFRINGE ANY RIGHTS OR ANY IMPLIED WARRANTIES OF
MERCHANTABILITY OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR PURPOSE.
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Tag Image File Format (TIFF) - F Profile for Facsimile

Status of this Memo
This memo provides information for the Internet community. It does
not specify an Internet standard of any kind. Distribution of this
memo is unlimited.

Copyright Notice
Copyright (C) The Internet Society (1998). All Rights Reserved.

Overview

This document describes in detail the definition of TIFF-F that is
used to store facsimile images. The TIFF-F encoding has been

folklore with no standard reference definition before this document.

Internet Fax Working Group
This document is a product of the IETF Internet Fax Working Group.
All comments on this document should be forwarded to the email
distribution list at <ietf-fax@imc.org>.

1. Abstract
This document references the Tag Image File Format (TIFF) to define
the F profile of TIFF for facsimile (TIFF-F) as a file format that

may be used for the storage and interchange of facsimile images.

2. TIFF Definition

TIFF (Tag Image File Format) Revision 6.0 is defined in detail within

[TIFF].

A brief review of concepts used in TIFF is included in this document
as background information, but the reader is directed to the original

TIFF specification [TIFF] to obtain specific technical details.
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2.1 Baseline TIFF and Applications

TIFF provides a method to describe and store raster image data. A
primary goal of TIFF is to provide a rich environment within which
implementations can exchange image data. [TIFF] characterizes
Baseline TIFF as being the core of TIFF, the essentials that all
mainstream TIFF developers should support in their products.

Applications of TIFF are defined by using Baseline TIFF as a starting

point and then defining "extensions" to TIFF that are used for the
specific "application"”, as well as specifying any other differences
from Baseline TIFF.

3. TIFF-F Definition
3.1 Introduction
Though it has been in common usage for many years, TIFF-F has

previously never been documented in the form of a standard. An
informal TIFF-F document was originally created by a small group of

fax experts led by Joe Campbell. The existence of TIFF-F is noted in

[TIFF] but it is not defined. This document defines the F

application of [TIFF]. For ease of reference, the term TIFF-F will be

used throughout this document as a shorthand for "F Profile of TIFF
for Facsimile". TIFF-F files are intended for use with the
image/tiff MIME media content-type which includes support for the
"application" parameter (e.g., application=faxbw).

The key words "MUST", "MUST NOT", "REQUIRED", "SHALL", "SHALL NOT",

"SHOULD", "SHOULD NOT", "RECOMMENDED", "MAY", and "OPTIONAL" in this

document are to be interpreted as described in [REQ].

w

.1.1 TIFF-F Historical Background

Up until TIFF 6.0, TIFF supported various "Classes" which defined the

use of TIFF for various applications. Classes were used to support
specific applications and in this spirit, TIFF-F has been known
historically as "TIFF Class F". Previous informal TIFF-F documents
used the "Class F" terminology.

(NN T TTMTRTITRTAT) JI
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As of TIFF 6.0 [TIFF], the TIFF Class concept has been eliminated in
favor of the concept of Baseline TIFF. Therefore, this document
updates the definition of TIFF-F as the F profile of TIFF for
facsimile, by using Baseline TIFF as defined in [TIFF] as the
starting point and then defining the differences from Baseline TIFF
which apply for TIFF-F. In almost all cases, the resulting
definition of TIFF-F fields and values remains consistent with those
used historically in earlier definitions of TIFF Class F. Where some
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of the values for fields have been updated to provide more precise
conformance with the ITU-T [T.4] and [T.30] fax recommendations,
these differences are noted.

3.1.2 Overview
The intent of this specification is to document:

1) The fields and values which are applicable for this F profile
of TIFF for facsimile.

2) A minimum set of TIFF-F fields and values which should be able
to interwork with virtually all historic TIFF-F readers.

3) A broader range of values for the traditional TIFF-F fields
that will provide support for the most widely used facsimile
compressions, page sizes and resolutions, consistent with the
ITU-T [T.4] and [T.38] recommendations.

The structure of the TIFF-F definition will be as follows. A brief
review of the structure of TIFF files and practical guidelines for
the writing and reading of multi-page TIFF-F files is provided in
sections 3.1.3 and 3.1.4.

A review of TIFF-F fields follows. Section 3.2 reviews the fields
from Baseline TIFF that are applicable for black and white (bi-
level) images and are also used by TIFF-F.

Section 3.3 reviews the other required TIFF-F fields. Several fields
that are specific extensions for TIFF-F are reviewed in section
3.4. There are also fields that may be helpful, but are not
required. These recommended fields are listed in the section 3.5.
Section 3.6 defines the requirements for the minimum subset of TIFF-F
fields and values to maximize interoperability. Several technical
topics, including implementation issues and warnings are discussed in
subsequent sections. Finally, section 3.9 introduces the TIFF-F
Reader and Writer. A table of the required and recommended fields
for a TIFF-F Reader is provided, along with details on the permitted
set of values.

3.1.3 Structure of TIFF Files

The structure of TIFF files is specified within [TIFF]. In this
section, a short summary of the TIFF structure is included for the
informational purposes. In addition, some practical guidelines for
the use of this structure in reading and writing TIFF-F files are
addressed in the following section 3.1.4. The structure for writing
"minimum subset" TIFF-F files is defined in section 3.6.2.
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A TIFF file begins with an 8-byte image file header that defines the
byte order used within a file (see section 3.9.1), includes a magic
number sequence that identifies the content as a TIFF file, and then
uses an offset to point to the first Image File Directory (IFD). An
IFD is a sequence of tagged fields, sorted in ascending order (by tag
value), that contains attributes of an image and pointers to the
image data. TIFF fields (also called entries) contain a tag, its
type (e.g. short, long, rational, etc.), a count (which indicates the
number of values/offsets) and a value/offset. However, the actual
value for the field will only be present if it fits into 4 bytes;
otherwise, an offset will be used to point to the location of the
data associated with the field. 1In turn, this offset may itself be
used to point to an array of offsets.

For the case of facsimile data, many documents consist of a series of
multiple pages. Within TIFF, these may be represented using more
than one IFD within the TIFF file. Each IFD defines a subfile whose
type is given in the NewSubfileType field. For the case of facsimile
data that is placed in a TIFF-F file, each facsimile page in a
multi-page document has its own IFD. For bi- level facsimile files,
multiple IFDs are organized as a linked list, with the last entry in
each IFD pointing to the next IFD (the pointer in the last IFD is 0).
(There is also another technique for organizing multiple IFDs as a
tree, that uses the SubIFDs field, but this technique is not
applicable for TIFF-F images.) Within each IFD, the location of the
related image data is defined by using fields that are associated
with strips. These fields identify the size of strips (in rows), the
number of bytes per strip after compression and a strip offset, which
is used to point to the actual location of the image strip.

TIFF has a very flexible file structure, but the use of some
practical guidelines for implementors when writing multi-page TIFF-
F files can produce TIFF structures which are easier for readers to
process. This is especially for implementations in environments
such as facsimile terminals where a complex file structure is
difficult to support.



3.1.4 Practical Guidelines for Writing/Reading Multi-Page TIFF-F Files

Traditionally, historical TIFF-F has required readers and writers to
be able to handle multi-page TIFF-F files. Based on the experience
of various TIFF-F implementors, it has been seen that the
implementation of TIFF-F can be greatly simplified if certain
practical guidelines are followed when writing multi-page TIFF-F
files. However, for interchange robustness, TIFF-F readers SHOULD be
prepared to read TIFF files whose structure is consistent with
[TIFF], which supports a more flexible file structure than is
recommended here.
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The structure for a multi-page TIFF-F file will include one IFD per
page of the document. Therefore, each IFD will define the
attributes for a single page. For simplicity, the writer of TIFF- F
files SHOULD present IFDs in the same order as the actual sequence of
pages. (The pages are numbered within TIFF-F beginning with page ©
as the first page and then ascending (i.e. @, 1, 2,...). However, as
noted in section 3.1.3, any field values over 4 bytes will be stored
separately from the IFD. TIFF-F readers SHOULD expect IFDs to be
presented in page order, but be able to handle exceptions.

Per [TIFF], the exact placement of image data is not specified.
However, the strip offsets for each strip of image are defined from
within each IFD. Where possible, a second simplifying assumption
for the writing of TIFF-F files is to specify that the image data for
each page of a multi-page document SHOULD be contained within a
single strip (i.e. one image strip per fax page). The use of a
single image strip per page is very useful for implementations such
as store and forward messaging, where the file is usually prepared in
advance of the transmission, but other assumptions may apply for the
size of the image strip for implementations which require the use of
"streaming" techniques (see section 3.7.6). In the event a different
image strip size assumption has been used (e.g. constant size for
image strips which may be less than the page size), this will
immediately be evident from the values/offsets of the fields that are
related to strips. From the TIFF-F reader standpoint, one image
strip per page permits the image data to be found through reference
via a single offset, resulting in a much simplified image structure
and faster processing.

A third simplifying assumption is that each IFD SHOULD be placed in
the TIFF-F file structure at a point which precedes the image which
the IFD describes. If any long field values are present (see section
3.1.3) then these SHOULD be placed after their referencing IFD and
before the image data they describe.

A fourth simplifying assumption for TIFF-F writers and readers is to
place the actual image data in a physical order within the TIFF file
structure which is consistent with the logical page order. In
practice, TIFF-F readers will need to use the strip offsets to find
the exact physical location of the image data, whether or not it is
presented in logical page order.

TIFF-F writers MAY make a fifth simplifying assumption, in which the
IFD, the value data and the image data for which the IFD has offsets
precede the next image IFD. These elements MUST precede the next
image IFD in the minimum set TIFF-F files (see section 3.6.2).
However, this principle has been relaxed in the case of TIFF-F to
reflect past practices.

Parsons & Rafferty Informational [Page 5]

RFC 2306 TIFF-F Profile March 1998

So, a TIFF-F file which is structured using the guidelines of this
section will essentially be composed of a linked list of IFDs,
presented in ascending page order, which in turn each point to a
single page of image data (one strip per page), where the pages of
image data are also placed in a logical page order within the TIFF-F
file structure. (The pages of image data may themselves be stored in
a contiguous manner, at the option of the implementor).

3.2 Baseline TIFF Required Fields for BilLevel Images

Baseline TIFF per [TIFF] requires that the following fields be
present for all BilLevel Images: ImageWidth, Imagelength,
Compression, PhotometricInterpretation, StripOffsets, RowsPerStrip,
StripByteCounts, XResolution, YResolution and ResolutionUnit. TIFF-F
uses all of these fields, but in some cases specifies a different
range of acceptable values than Baseline TIFF. Per [TIFF], if
fields are omitted, the Baseline TIFF default value(if specified)
will apply.

In the field definitions which follow in this section and subsequent
sections, the fields will be presented in the following form:

Fieldname (tag-number) = values (if applicable). TYPE

A brief summary of the Baseline TIFF fields and their use in TIFF-F
follows:

ImageWidth(256) = 1728, 2048, 2432, 2592, 3072, 3648, 3456, 4096,
4864.
SHORT or LONG. These are the fixed page widths in pixels. The
permissible values are dependent upon X and Y resolutions as
shown in sections 2 and 3 of [T.4] and reproduced here for
convenience:

36



XResolution x Yresolution ImageWidth

|

| __________________
204x98, 204x196, 204x391, 200x100, 200x200 | 1728, 2048, 2432

|

|

300x300 2592, 3072, 3648
408x391, 400x400 3456, 4096, 4864

Historical TIFF-F did not include support for the following
widths related to higher resolutions: 2592, 3072, 3648, 3456,
4096 and 4864. Historical TIFF-F documents also included the
following values related to A5 and A6 widths: 816 and 1216. Per
the most recent version of [T.4], A5 and A6 documents are no
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longer supported in Group 3 facsimile, so the related width
values are now obsolete. See section 3.8.2 for more information
on inch/metric equivalencies and other implementation details.

ImagelLength (257). SHORT or LONG. LONG recommended.
The total number of scan lines in the image.

Compression (259) = 3,4. SHORT.
This is a required TIFF-F field. The permitted values for TIFF-

F purposes are 3 and 4 as shown. The default value per Baseline
TIFF is 1 (Uncompressed), but this value is invalid for facsimile
images. Baseline TIFF also permits use of value 2 (Modified

Huffman encoding), but the data is presented in a form which does
not contain EOLs. Instead, TIFF-F specifies the value 3 for
encoding one-dimensional T.4 Modified Huffman or 2-dimensional
Modified READ data. The detailed settings which apply for T.4
encoded data are specified using the T40ptions field. TIFF-F
also permits use of the value 4 for the compression field, which
indicates that the data is coded using a [T.6] compression method
(i.e the Modified Modified READ two-dimensional method). The
detailed settings which apply for T.6 encoded data are specified
using the T6Options field.

Please refer to the definitions of the T40ptions and T60ptions
fields in section 3.3, and section 3.8 for more information on
the encoding of images and conventions used within TIFF-F.

PhotometricInterpretation (260) = ©,1. SHORT.
This field allows notation of an inverted ("negative") image:
0 = normal
1 = inverted

StripOffsets (273). SHORT or LONG.
For each strip, the offset of that strip. The offset is measured
from the beginning of the file. If a page is expressed as one
large strip, there is one such entry per page.

RowsPerStrip (278). SHORT or LONG. LONG recommended.
The number of scan lines per strip. When a page is expressed as
one large strip, this is the same as the ImagelLength field.

StripByteCounts (279). LONG or SHORT. LONG recommended.
For each strip, the number of bytes in that strip. If a page is
expressed as one large strip, this is the total number of bytes
in the page after compression. Note that the choice of LONG or
SHORT depends upon the size of the strip.
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ResolutionUnit (296) = 2,3. SHORT.
The units of measure for resolution:
2 = Inch
3 = Centimeter

TIFF-F has traditionally used inch based measures.

XResolution (282) = 204, 200, 300, 408, 408 (inches). RATIONAL.
The horizontal resolution of the TIFF-F image expressed in pixels
per resolution unit. The values of 2060 and 408 have been added to
the historical TIFF-F values, for consistency with [T.3@]. Some
existing TIFF-F implementations may also support values of 77
(cm). See section 3.8.2 for more information on inch/metric
equivalencies and other implementation details.

YResolution (283) = 98, 196, 100, 200, 300, 391, 400 (inches).
RATIONAL.

The vertical resolution of the TIFF-F image expressed in pixels
per resolution unit. The values of 160, 200, and 391 have been
added to the historical TIFF-F values, for consistency with
[T.30]. Some existing TIFF-F implementations may also support
values of 77, 38.5 (cm). See section 3.8.2 for more information
on inch/metric equivalencies and other implementation details.

3.3 TIFF-F Required Fields
In addition to the Baseline TIFF fields, there are additional
required fields for TIFF-F. A review of the additional required

fields for TIFF-F follows:

BitsPerSample (258) = 1. SHORT.



Since TIFF-F is only used for black-and-white facsimile images,
the value is 1 (the default) for all files.

Fillorder (266) = 1, 2. SHORT.
TIFF F readers must be able to read data in both bit orders, but
the vast majority of facsimile products store data LSB first,
exactly as it appears on the telephone line.
1 = Most Significant Bit first.
2 = Least Significant Bit first.

NewSubFileType (254)= (Bit 1 = 1). LONG.
This field is made up of 32 flag bits. Unused bits are
expected to be @ and bit @ is the low order bit. Bit @ is set
to @ for TIFF-F. Bit 1 is always set to 1 for TIFF-F,
indicating a single page of a multi-page image. The same bit
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settings are used when TIFF-F is used for a one page fax image.
See sections 3.1.1 and 3.1.2 for more details on the structure
of multi-page TIFF-F image files.

PageNumber (297). SHORT/SHORT.
This field specifies the page numbers in the fax document. The
field comprises two SHORT values: the first value is the page
number, the second is the total number of pages. Single-page
documents therefore use 0000/0001 hex. If the second value is
0, the total number of pages in the document is not available.

SamplesPerPixel (277) = 1. SHORT.
The value of 1 denotes a bi-level, grayscale, or palette color
image.

There is also a requirement to include either the T40ptions or the
T60Options field in a TIFF-F IFD, depending upon the setting of the
Compression field. These fields are defined in the next section on
TIFF extensions.

3.4 TIFF-F Extensions

These are fields which are extensions beyond the required TIFF-F
fields. The following fields have been defined as extensions in
[TIFF].

T40ptions (292) (Bit @ = @ or 1, Bit 1 = @, Bit 2 = @ or 1). LONG.
This field is required if the value for the compression field
has been set to 3. The values are set as shown below for TIFF-
F. For TIFF-F, uncompressed data is not allowed and EOLs MAY
be byte aligned (see section 3.8.3).

bit @ = @ for 1-Dimensional, 1 for 2-Dimensional (MR)

bit 1 = must be @ (uncompressed data not allowed)

bit 2 = @ for non-byte-aligned EOLs or 1 for byte-
aligned EOLs

This field is made up of a set of 32 flag bits. Unused bits
must be set to @. Bit @ is the low order bit. Please note
that T40ptions was known as G3Options in earlier versions of
TIFF and TIFF-F. The data in a TIFF-F image encoded using
one of the T.4 methods is not terminated with an RTC (see
section 3.8.5).

T6Options (293) = (Bit @ = @, Bit 1 = @) LONG.
This field is required for TIFF-F if value of the compression
field has been set to 4. The value for this field is made up of
a set of 32 flag bits. Setting bit © to @ indicates that the
data is compressed using the Modified Modified READ (MMR) two-
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dimensional compression method. MMR compressed Data is two-
dimensional and does not use EOLs. Each MMR encoded image MUST
include an "end-of-facsimile-block" (EOFB) code at the end of
each coded strip (see section 3.8.6). Uncompressed data is not
applicable for bi-level facsimile images, so that bit 1 must be
set to @. Unused bits must be set to ©. Bit @ is the low-order
bit. The default value is @ (all bits @).

bit @ = @ for 2-Dimensional

bit 1 = must be @ (uncompressed data not allowed)

In earlier versions of TIFF, this field was named Group4Options.
The significance has not changed and the present definition is
compatible.

In addition, three new fields, defined as TIFF-F extensions,
describe page quality. The information contained in these fields
is usually obtained from receiving facsimile hardware (if
applicable). These fields are optional. They SHOULD NOT be
used in writing TIFF-F files for facsimile image data that is
error corrected or otherwise guaranteed not to have coding
errors.

Some implementations need to understand exactly the error content
of the data. For example, a CAD program might wish to verify
that a file has a low error level before importing it into a
high- accuracy document. Because Group 3 facsimile devices do
not necessarily perform error correction on the image data, the
quality of a received page must be inferred from the pixel count



of decoded scan lines. A "good" scan line is defined as a line
that, when decoded, contains the correct number of pixels.
Conversely, a "bad" scan line is defined as a line that, when
decoded, comprises an incorrect number of pixels.

BadFaxLines (326). SHORT or LONG

This field reports the number of scan lines with an incorrect
number of pixels encountered by the facsimile during reception
(but not necessarily in the file).

Note: PercentBad = (BadFaxLines/ImagelLength) * 100

CleanFaxData (327). SHORT

N =
0 = Data contains no lines with incorrect pixel counts or
regenerated lines (i.e., computer generated)
1 = Lines with an incorrect pixel count were regenerated by
receiving device
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2 = Lines with an incorrect pixel count are in the data and
were not regenerated by receiving device (i.e. data
contains bad scan lines)

Many facsimile devices do not actually output bad lines.
Instead, the previous good line is repeated in place of a bad
line. Although this substitution, known as line regeneration,
results in a visual improvement to the image, the data is
nevertheless corrupted. The CleanFaxData field describes the
error content of the data. That is, when the BadFaxLines and
ImagelLength fields indicate that the facsimile device
encountered lines with an incorrect number of pixels during
reception, the CleanFaxData field indicates whether these bad
lines are actually still in the data or if the receiving
facsimile device replaced them with regenerated lines.

ConsecutiveBadFaxLines (328). LONG or SHORT.
This field reports the maximum number of consecutive lines
containing an incorrect number of pixels encountered by the
facsimile device during reception (but not necessarily in the
file).

The BadFaxLines and ImagelLength data indicate only the quantity
of such lines. The ConsecutiveBadFaxLines field is an
indicator of their distribution and may therefore be a better
general indicator of perceived image quality.

3.5 Recommended Fields

hese are fields that MAY be used in encoding TIFF-F files, but are
ptional in nature and may be ignored by many TIFF readers. These
ields are called recommended consistent with historical TIFF-F
ractice.

BadFaxLines (326) [defined in section 3.4]
CleanFaxData (327) [defined in section 3.4]
ConsecutiveBadFaxLines (328) [defined in section 3.4]

DateTime (306). ASCII.
Date and time in the format YYYY:MM:DD HH:MM:SS, in 24-hour
format. String length including NUL byte is 20 bytes. Space
between DD and HH.

DocumentName (269). ASCII.
This is the name of the document from which the document was
scanned.
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ImageDescription (270). ASCII.
This is an ASCII string describing the contents of the image.

Orientation (274). SHORT.
This field is designated as "Recommended" for consistency with
historical TIFF-F, but is also a Baseline TIFF field with a
default value of 1 per [TIFF]. The default value of 1 applies
if the field is omitted, but for clarity, TIFF-F writers SHOULD
include this field. This field might be useful for displayers
that always want to show the same orientation, regardless of
the image. The default value of 1 is "@th row is visual top of
image, and @th column is the visual left." An 180-degree
rotation is 3. See [TIFF] for an explanation of other values.

Software (305). ASCII.
The optional name and release number of the software package
that created the image.

3.6 Requirements for TIFF-F Minimum Subset

This section defines the requirements for a minimum subset of TIFF-F
fields and values that all TIFF-F readers SHOULD support to maximize
interoperability with current and historical TIFF-F implementations.
The TIFF-F structure for writing minimum subset files is also
defined.



.6.1  Summary of Minimum Subset Fields and Values

A summary of the minimum subset TIFF-F fields and values is provided
in the following table. The required fields for the minimum subset
are shown under the column labeled "Field". The values for these
fields in the minimum subset are shown under the column labeled

"Minimum".
Field | Minimum Comment
BitsPerSample 1 one bit per sample
Compression 3 3 for T.4 (MH)
FillOrder 2 LSB first
ImageWidth 1728
Imagelength | |required
NewSubFileType | Bit1 =1 |single page of multipage file
PageNumber | X/X |pg/tot, @ base, tot in 1st IFD
PhotometricInterp | @ |e is white
ResolutionUnit 2 inches (default)
RowsPerStrip =ImagelLength
SamplesPerPixel 1 one sample per pixel
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StripByteCounts | | required
StripOffsets | |required
T40ptions | Bit @ = @ |MH
| Bit1=0 |
| Bit 2 = @,1 |Non-Byte-aligned,
| | Byte-Aligned EOLs
XResolution | 204 |units is per inch
YResolution | 196,98 |Units is per inch
__________________ |______________|___________________,__________
3.6.2 TIFF-F Minimum Subset File Structure

For implementations which need to write minimum subset TIFF-F files,
the file structure shown in Figure 3.1 MUST be used:

First IFD
Offset

Value
Offset

Next IFD
Offset

Value
Offset

R LR | | strip

Next IFD
| IFD (page 2) | <mmmmmmees + Offset

Figure 3.1 TIFF-F Minimum Subset File Structure

As depicted in Figure 3.1, the IFD of each page precedes the related
Image Data for that page. If present, any long field values appear
between the IFD and the image data for that page. For multiple page
documents, each IFD/image pair is immediately followed by the next
IFD/image pair in logical page order within the file structure, until
all pages have been defined.
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The format for the TIFF Header is as defined in [TIFF]. When writing
TIFF-F minimum subset files, the value for the byte order in the
Header SHOULD be II (0x4949, denoting that the bytes in the TIFF file
are in LSB first (little-endian) order.

This results in a TIFF header whose content is as shown in Figure

3.2.

| offset | Description | Type | Value |
e o m e oo oo +
| o |  Byte Order | short | @x4949 (II) |
R fommmmm e B B e PP +
| 2 |  Version | short | 42 |
B B TP B B e T +
| 4 | offset of oth IFD | Long | ©x 000 0008 |
oo oo oo R EE e R +

Figure 3.2: Image File Header for Minimum Subset TIFF-F Files
3.7 Technical Implementation Issues

7.1 Strips

40



Those new to TIFF may not be familiar with the concept of "strips"
embodied in the three fields RowsPerStrip, StripByteCount,
StripOffsets.

In general, third-party implementations that read and write TIFF
files expect the image to be divided into "strips," also known as
"bands." Each strip contains a few lines of the image. By using
strips, a TIFF reader need not load the entire image into memory,
thus enabling it to fetch and decompress small random portions of the
image as necessary.

The dimensions of a strip are described by the RowsPerStrip and
StripByteCount fields. The location in the TIFF file of each strip
is contained in the StripOffsets field.

The size of TIFF-F strips is application dependent. The recommended
approach for multi-page TIFF-F images is to represent each page as a
single strip.
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3.7.2 Bit Order

The default bit order in Baseline TIFF per [TIFF] is indicated by
FillOrder=1, where bits are not reversed before being stored.
However, TIFF-F typically utilizes the setting of FillOrder=2, where
the bit order within bytes is reversed before storage (i.e., bits are
stored with the Least Significant Bit first).

Facsimile data appears on the phone line in bit-reversed order
relative to its description in CCITT Recommendation T.4. Therefore,
a wide majority of facsimile implementations choose this natural
order for storage. Nevertheless, TIFF-F readers must be able to read
data in both bit orders.

3.7.3 Multi-Page

Many existing implementations already read TIFF-F like files, but do
not support the multi- page field. Since a multi-page format greatly
simplifies file management in fax application software, TIFF-F
specifies multi-page documents (NewSubfileType = 2) as the standard
case.

3.7.4 Compression

In Group 3 facsimile, there are three compression methods which had
been standardized as of 1994 and are in common use. The ITU-T T.4
recommendation defines a one-dimensional compression method known as
Modified Huffman (MH) and a two-dimensional method known as Modified
READ (MR) (READ is short for Relative Element Address Designate). 1In
1984, a somewhat more efficient compression method known as Modified
Modified READ (MMR) was defined in the T.6 recommendation. It was
originally defined for use with Group 4 facsimile, so that this
compression method has been commonly called Group 4 compression. In
1991, the MMR method was approved for use in Group 3 facsimile and
has since been widely utilized.

TIFF-F permits three different compression methods. In the most
common practice, the one-dimensional compression method (Modified
Huffman) is used. This is specified by setting the value of the
Compression field to 3 and then setting bit @ of the T40ptions field
to @. Alternatively, the two dimensional Modified READ method (which
is much less frequently used in historical TIFF-F implementations)
may be selected by setting bit @ to a value of 1.

Optionally, depending upon the implementation requirements, the more
efficient two-dimensional compression method from T.6 (i.e. MMR or
"Group 4 compression") may be selected. This method is selected by
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setting the value of the Compression field to 4 and then setting the
value of the first two bits (and all unused bits) of Téoptions to @.
More information to aid the implementer in making a compression
selection is contained in section 3.8 on Implementation Warnings.

3.7.5 Example Use of Page-quality Fields

Here are examples for writing the CleanFaxData, BadFaxLines, and
ConsecutiveBadFaxLines fields:

1. Facsimile hardware does not provide page quality
information: MUST NOT write page-quality fields.
2. Facsimile hardware provides page quality information, but
reports no bad lines. Write only BadFaxLines = @.
3. Facsimile hardware provides page quality information, and
reports bad lines. Write both BadFaxLines and
ConsecutiveBadFaxLines. Also write CleanFaxData = 1 or 2 if
the hardware's regeneration capability is known.
4. Source image data stream is error-corrected or otherwise
guaranteed to be error-free such as for a computer generated 111



file: SHOULD NOT write page-quality fields.
3.7.6 Use of TIFF-F for Streaming Applications

TIFF-F has historically been used for handling fax image files in
implementations such as store and forward messaging where the entire
size of the file is known in advance. While TIFF-F may also possibly
be used as a file format for cases such as streaming applications,
different assumptions may be required than those provided in this
document (e.g., the entire size and number of pages within the image
are not known in advance). As a result, a definition for the
streaming application of TIFF-F is beyond the scope of this document.

3.7.7 TIFF-F Export and Import

Fax implementations that do not wish to support TIFF-F as a native
format may elect to support it as import/export medium.

Export

It is recommended that implementations export multiple page TIFF-F
files without manipulating fields and values. Historically, some
TIFF-F writers have attempted to produce individual single-page
TIFF-F files with modified NewSubFileType and PageNumber (page one-
of-one) values for export purposes. However, there is no easy way to
link such multiple single page files together into a logical multiple
page document, so that this practice is not recommended.
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Import

A TIFF-F reader MUST be able to handle a TIFF-F file containing
multiple pages.

3.8 Implementation Warnings
3.8.1 Uncompressed data

TIFF-F requires the ability to read and write at least one-
dimensional T.4 Huffman (“"compressed") data. Uncompressed data is
not allowed. This means that the "Uncompressed" bit in T4Options or
T60ptions must be set to @.

3.8.2 Encoding and Resolution

Since two-dimensional encoding is not required for Group 3
compatibility, some historic TIFF-F readers have not been able to
read such files. The minimum subset of TIFF-F REQUIRES support for
one dimensional (Modified Huffman) files, so this choice maximizes
portability. However, implementers seeking greater efficiency SHOULD
use T.6 MMR compression when writing TIFF-F files. Some TIFF-F
readers will also support two-dimensional Modified READ files.
Implementers that wish to have the maximum flexibility in reading
TIFF-F files SHOULD support all three of these compression methods
(MH, MR and MMR).

For the case of resolution, almost all facsimile products support
both standard (98 dpi) vertical resolution and “fine" (196 dpi)
resolution. Therefore, fine-resolution files are quite portable in
the real world.

In 1993, the ITU-T added support for higher resolutions in the T.30
recommendation including 200 x 200, 300 x 300, 400 x 400 in dots per
inch based units. At the same time, support was added for metric
dimensions which are equivalent to the following inch based
resolutions: 391v x 204h and 391v x 408h. Therefore, the full set of
inch-based equivalents of the new resolutions are supported in the
TIFF-F writer, since they may appear in some image data streams
received from Group 3 facsimile devices. However, many facsimile
terminals and older versions of TIFF-F readers are likely to not
support the use of these higher resolutions.

Per [T.4], it is permissible for implementations to treat the
following XResolution values as being equivalent: <204,200> and
<400,408>. In a similar respect, the following YResolution values
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may also be treated as being equivalent: <98, 100>, <196, 200>, and
<391, 400>. These equivalencies were allowed by [T.4] to permit
conversions between inch and metric based facsimile terminals.

In a similar respect, the optional support of metric based
resolutions in the TIFF-F reader (i.e. 77 x 38.5 cm) is included for
completeness, since they are used in some legacy TIFF-F
implementations, but this use is not recommended for the creation of
TIFF-F files by a writer.

3.8.3 EOL byte-aligned

The historical convention for TIFF-F has been that all EOLs in
Modified Huffman or Modified READ data must be byte-aligned.
However, Baseline TIFF has permitted use of non-byte-aligned EOLs by
default, so that a large percentage of TIFF-F reader implementations
support both conventions. Therefore, the minimum subset of TIFF-F



as defined in this document includes support for both byte-aligned
and non-byte-aligned EOLs.

An EOL is said to be byte-aligned when Fill bits have been added as
necessary before EOL codes such that EOL always ends on a byte
boundary, thus ensuring an EOL-sequence of a one byte preceded by a
zero nibble: xxxx0000 ©0000001.

Modified Huffman encoding encodes bits, not bytes. This means that
the end-of-line token may end in the middle of a byte. In byte
alignment, extra zero bits (Fill) are added so that the first bit of
data following an EOL begins on a byte boundary. In effect, byte
alignment relieves application software of the burden of bit-
shifting every byte while parsing scan lines for line-oriented image
manipulation (such as writing a TIFF file).

For Modified READ encoding, each line is terminated by an EOL and a
one bit tag bit. Per [T.4], the value of the tag bit is @ if the
next line contains two dimensional data and 1 if the next line is a
reference line. To maintain byte alignment, fill bits are added
before the EOL/tag bit sequence, so that the first bit of data
following an MR tag bit begins on a byte boundary.

3.8.4 EOL

As illustrated in FIGURE 1/T.4 in [T.4], facsimile documents encoded
with Modified Huffman begin with an EOL (which in TIFF-F may be
byte-aligned). The last line of the image is not terminated by an
EOL. 1In a similar respect, images encoded with Modified READ two
dimensional encoding begin with an EOL, followed by a tag bit.
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3.8.5 RTC Exclusion

Aside from EOLs, TIFF-F files have historically only contained image
data. This means that implementations which wish to maintain strict
conformance with the rules in [TIFF] and compatibility with
historical TIFF-F, SHOULD NOT include the Return To Control sequence
(RTC) (consisting of 6 consecutive EOLs) when writing TIFF- F files.
However, implementations which need to support “"transparency" of
[T.4] image data MAY include RTCs when writing TIFF-F files if the
flag settings of the T40ptions field are set for non-byte aligned MH
or MR image data. Implementors of TIFF readers should also be aware
that there are some existing TIFF-F implementations which include the
RTC sequence in MH/MR image data. Therefore, TIFF-F readers MUST be
able to process files which do not include RTCs and SHOULD be able to
process files which do include RTCs.

3.8.6 Use of EOFB for T.6 Compressed Images

TIFF-F pages which are encoded with the T.6 Modified Modified READ
compression method MUST include an "end-of-facsimile-block" (EOFB)
code at the end of each coded strip. Per [TIFF], the EOFB code is

followed by pad bits as needed to align on a byte boundary. TIFF
readers SHOULD ignore any bits other than pad bits beyond the EOFB.

3.9 TIFF-F Fields Summary

Implementations may choose to implement a TIFF-F Reader, TIFF-F
Writer or both, depending upon application requirements. The TIFF- F
Reader is typically used to read an existing TIFF-F file which
resides on a computer or peripheral device. The TIFF-F Writer is
typically used to convert a bi-level image bit stream into a TIFF-F
compliant file. For many Internet applications, only the Reader needs
to be implemented. The specific field support required for TIFF-F
Readers and Writers is summarized below.

3.9.1 TIFF Reader

The fields in the following table are specified for a TIFF-F Reader.
The range of values for required and recommended fields are as shown.
The minimum subset of values are also shown. If required fields are
omitted in a TIFF-F file, the Baseline TIFF default value will apply.
Image data must not have any coding errors. In the table, certain
fields have a value that is a sequence of flag bits (e.g. T4Options).
An implementation should test the setting of the relevant flag bits
individually to allow extensions to the sequence of flag bits to be
appropriately ignored.
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As noted within [TIFF], a TIFF file begins with an 8-byte image file
header, of which the first two bytes (@-1) contain the byte order
within the file. The permissible values are:
II- Byte order from least significant byte to the most
significant byte (little-endian)
MM - byte order is always from most significant to least
significant (big-endian)
For a TIFF-F Reader, the legal values are:

ByteOrder: MM,II (Either byte order is allowed)

3.9.1.1 Fields for TIFF-F Reader 43



Recommended Fields in the table are shown with an asterisk (*).

Other fields may be present, but they should be of an informational
nature, so that a reader can elect to ignore them.

Informational fields which are often present in TIFF-F images are:
Software, Datetime, BadFaxLines, CleanFaxData and
ConsecutiveBadFaxLines.

BitsPerSample
Compression

Fillorder
ImageWidth

Imagelength
NewSubFileType

Orientation *
PageNumber
PhotometricInterp
ResolutionUnit

RowsPerStrip

SamplesPerPixel
StripByteCounts
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StripOffsets
T40ptions

T6Options
XResolution

YResolution

3.9.2 TIFF-F Writer

| values Minimum
1 1
3,4 3
2,1 2
| 1728, 2048, | 1728
| 2432, 2592, |
| 3072, 3648, |
| 3456, 4096, |
4864
>0
Bit 1 =1 Bit 1 =1
1
X/X o/1
| |
| 0,1 | o
2,3 2
=ImagelLength |=ImagelLength
or other
1 1
>0
Informational
TIFF-F Profile
>0
Bit @ = 0,1 Bit @ = 0
Bit 1 =0 Bit 1 =0
Bit 2 = 0,1 | Bit 2 = 0,1
[}
| 204,200,300,| 204
400,408,
77
196,98,100, | 196,98
200,300,391,
400,
77,38.5

| Comment

one bit per sample

3 for T.4 (MH, MR)

4 for T.6 - MMR

LSB first or MSB first
|depends on XResolution

required

single page of

multipage file

1st row=top left,
1st col=top

pg/tot, @ base,

| tot in 1st IFD

|e is white

inches (default)

one sample per pixel
required
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required
MH,MR(incl if not MMR)

Non-Byte-aligned and
Byte-Aligned EOLs
|[MMR (incl only if MMR)
| If unit is per inch

If unit is per cm

If unit is per inch

If unit is per cm

For the case of writing (creating) a TIFF-F file format from an image
data stream or other raster data, implementations SHOULD write files

which can be read by a TIFF-F Reader as defined in 3.9.1.

It is

recommended that all fields from the table in 3.9.1.1 SHOULD be

included when writing TIFF-F files in order to

minimize dependencies

on default values. Image data must not have any coding errors.

Other fields may be present, but they should be of an informational
nature, so that a Reader may elect to ignore them.

For the case of writing "minimum subset" TIFF-F files, the rules
defined in section 3.6 apply.

Informational fields that may be useful for TIFF-F files are:
Software, Datetime, BadFaxLines, ConsecutiveBadFaxLines

TIFF Writers SHOULD only generate the fields that describe facsimile
image quality when the image has been generated from a fax image data
stream where error correction (e.g. Group 3 Error Correction Mode)

was not used.

These fields are:

ConsecutiveBadFaxLines.

4. MIME sub-type image/tiff

CleanFaxDat

a, BadFaxLines and

[TIFFREG] describes the registration of the MIME content-type image/
tiff to refer to TIFF 6.0 encoded image data.
MIME, the TIFF content defined by this document must be encoded
within an image/tiff content type. In addition, an optional
"application" parameter is defined for image/tiff to identify a
particular application's subset of TIFF and TIFF extensions for the

Parsons & Rafferty
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When transported by

[Page 21]

March 1998

encoded image data, if it is known. Typically, this would be used to
assist the recipient in dispatching a suitable rendering package to
handle the display or processing of the image file.

4.1 Refinement of MIME sub-type image/tiff for Application F

Since this document defines a facsimile specific profile of TIFF, it
is useful to note an appropriate application parameter for the
image/tiff MIME content-type.

The “"faxbw" application parameter is defined for black and white

facsimile.

It is suitable for use by applications that can process
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one or more TIFF for facsimile profiles or subsets used for the
encoding of black and white facsimile data.

Since this document defines a profile of TIFF for facsimile which is
suitable for use with black and white facsimile image data,
applications which use this profile or its minimum subset should set
the value of the application parameter to "faxbw".

An example of the use of the image/tiff MIME Content-type with the
application parameter set with the value "faxbw" follows:

Example:
Content-type: image/tiff; application=faxbw

In this example, use of this parameter value will enable applications
to identify the content as being within a profile or subset of TIFF
for Facsimile that is suitable for encoding black and white image
data, before attempting to process the image data.

5. Implementation Usage
5.1 Internet Fax Usage

The usage of TIFF-F is envisioned as a component of Internet Fax. It
is anticipated that Internet Fax may use both a TIFF-F Reader and
TIFF-F Writer. The details of the Internet Fax services and their use
of TIFF-F will be specified in other documents.

5.2 VPIM Usage

The Application F of TIFF (i.e. TIFF-F content) is a secondary
component of the VPIM Message as defined in [VPIM2]. Voice messaging
systems can often handle fax store-and-forward capabilities in
addition to traditional voice message store-and- forward functions.
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As a result, TIFF-F fax messages can optionally be sent between
compliant VPIM systems, and may be rejected if the recipient system
cannot deal with fax.

Refer to the VPIM Specification for proper usage of this content.
6. Security Considerations

This document describes the encoding for TIFF-F, which is a profile
of the TIFF encoding for facsimile. As such, it does not create any
security issues not already identified in [TIFFREG], in its use of
fields as defined in [TIFF]. There are also new TIFF fields defined
within this specification, but they are of a purely descriptive
nature, so that no new security risks are incurred.

Further, the encoding specified in this document does not in any way
preclude the use of any Internet security protocol to encrypt,
authenticate, or non-repudiate TIFF-F encoded facsimile messages.
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9. Full Copyright Statement

Copyright (C) The Internet Society (1998). All Rights Reserved.

This document and translations of it may be copied and furnished to
others, and derivative works that comment on or otherwise explain it
or assist in its implementation may be prepared, copied, published
and distributed, in whole or in part, without restriction of any
kind, provided that the above copyright notice and this paragraph are
included on all such copies and derivative works. However, this
document itself may not be modified in any way, such as by removing
the copyright notice or references to the Internet Society or other
Internet organizations, except as needed for the purpose of
developing Internet standards in which case the procedures for
copyrights defined in the Internet Standards process must be
followed, or as required to translate it into languages other than
English.

The limited permissions granted above are perpetual and will not be
revoked by the Internet Society or its successors or assigns.

This document and the information contained herein is provided on an
"AS IS" basis and THE INTERNET SOCIETY AND THE INTERNET ENGINEERING
TASK FORCE DISCLAIMS ALL WARRANTIES, EXPRESS OR IMPLIED, INCLUDING
BUT NOT LIMITED TO ANY WARRANTY THAT THE USE OF THE INFORMATION
HEREIN WILL NOT INFRINGE ANY RIGHTS OR ANY IMPLIED WARRANTIES OF
MERCHANTABILITY OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR PURPOSE.
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