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Any submission to the IETF intended by the Contributor for publication as all or part of an IETF Internet-Draft or RFC and any
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The IETF plenary session
The IESG, or any member thereof on behalf of the IESG
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Any IETF working group or portion thereof

Any Birds of a Feather (BOF) session

The IAB or any member thereof on behalf of the IAB
The RFC Editor or the Internet-Drafts function

All IETF Contributions are subject to the rules of REC 5378 and REC 8179.

Statements made outside of an IETF session, mailing list or other function, that are clearly not intended to be input to an IETF activity,
group or function, are not IETF Contributions in the context of this notice. Please consult REC 5378 and REC 8179 for details.
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/710bis

e draft-ekwk-capport-rfc//10bis-00

-00 still missing some citations

URI should point to the APl endpoint
captive portals may do content negotiation
don't use IP address literals
urn:ietf:params:capport-unrestricted

O O O O O

e Additional places where capport URI might be made available?
e (aptive portal deployments where

o DHCP/on-link infrastructure under different control
o primarily interact at the HTTP rewrite layer
o should capport URI be available at the HTTP/HTML layer?


https://datatracker.ietf.org/doc/draft-ekwk-capport-rfc7710bis/

<back>



Working Group Milestones

Aug 2018
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