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This draft is just a stake in the ground

• The draft is an anchor for the issue
• Can’t do Dispatch without something 

to dispatch
• There is a lot of work that could be done to 

the document
• Problem statement is not clear
• Missing references to RFC 2026 and 

RFC 3692
• Consider IESG statements
• Probably errors in the detail

• Let’s focus on…
• The problem statement
• Whether/How to dispatch the work

• Note well previous discussion on the 
Dispatch list
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Background
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Protocol Experiment RFCs

IETF IRTF Independent

• We are only concerned with protocol experiments
• Process experiments are a different issue

• We are only concerned with the IETF Stream
• Other Streams (IRTF, IAB, Independent Submissions) may follow or not 

• A few Experimental RFCs describing protocol experiments each year
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Motivation

• Experimental RFCs that describe protocol experiments must not be end-runs
• An experiment is an experiment, not a protocol spec by another name

• Experiments need to be properly scoped
• What is the point of the experiment?
• How is the experiment contained so as to not risk harming the Internet?
• How to prevent end-runs?
• What will IANA allow?
• When to stop experimenting?
• How to judge the success/failure of an experiment?

• Authors do not usually include adequate descriptions of the experiment
• WGs don’t give good guidance
• Job of getting the docs in shape falls to the ADs very late in the process

• Authors would do a better job if there was some guidance
• Hard rules are not needed
• Advice, reasons, and expectations can help
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Dispatch outcome

1. Form a targeted WG / hold a BoF
Seems like massive over-kill for a small topic

2. AD sponsored RFC
 Resolving Informational versus BCP is in the weeds for Dispatch
 Seems like General Area, but any AD could sponsor
 Would need a non-WG mailing list for discussion
3. Independent Submissions Stream
 It would be sad to describe IETF RFC guidelines outside the IETF
4. Wiki page or web page
 Some support for this on the Dispatch list
 Uncertainty about how consensus is achieved / who owns the text
 Wider discussion of how to move other process docs to this format
5. Updated IESG statement
 Short and sweet with potential for community review
6. Don’t bother
 We have managed so far: why start now?5
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