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Specification Required
● Do I-Ds count?

● Do we need other restrictions on specs (and would this affect 
existing registries)? 

● Do we need to establish different levels (e.g., limited to SDO 
docs, allows Github pages, etc.)? Or is that up to the 
experts/registry creators?

● Should IANA investigate storing specs, possibly republishing 
(with permission)?

● Any issues with proposed text? 

■ Outside orgs that need values before publication – 
approach in -01 might be too conservative/unhelpful
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Other Registration Procedures
● Any issues with proposed additions? 

○ FCFS With URL
○ With Expert Review
○ Approach to combining IETF/FCFS procedures in a 

registry of strings (without altering the FCFS strings, e.g., 
by adding a “vnd.” prefix)
■ Key to proposal is creating a column that records the 

type of procedure used for registration
■ Is it important that the procedure be limited to certain 

types of IETF Stream documents, or can any 
procedure that requires IETF Stream RFCs be used 
here?
● Is there a demand for a stand-alone “Standards 

Track and IETF Stream Experimental RFC Required” 
(or similar) procedure? 
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Other Issues

● Do “Status” field example entries need to be defined, grouped, 
pared down, removed?

● Do “deprecated” and “obsoleted” need more thorough 
definitions?

● Does the module file subsection (13.3) need more 
information/a different approach? 

● Is there information (as in Section 14, language and 
formatting in the IC section) that’s too trivial for this 
document, and that should be moved to our online help 
page?
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