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Why do this?
e 2418 has had a dozen or so updates and errata

e (l) wanted a "single source of truth" document
o This was necessary for any follow-on work

e 2418bis is kind of outdated

o Related: what should be in the RFC versus more flexible content locations?
m The Tao document, RSWG discussions, etc
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2418bis: What we did

e Convert to markdown, submitted draft

e For all updating RFCs:
o Apply the changes®
o Post a new draft
e Review the errata
o  Apply the editorial changes that are still relevant
o Post a new draft

e 8717 says to use "Managing Director, Secretariat" everywhere, but that's

wrong so | fixed it
o Eventually will ask this WG to adopt 8717bis

* 7776 (ombudsteam) needing wording; got help from co-author Adrian Farrel



Known Open Issues

e GitHub:

(@)

o O O O O

#1 Reference to "conflict of interest" document

#5 I-D content, formatting, submission, etc., is outdated

#11 Meetings info includes things like "agenda@ietf.org"

#12 WG roles are outdated (see MODPQOD)

#13 Charters don't mention Privacy or Security considerations (see IANABIS)
#15 Michael had feedback, just a link to his email

e FErrata

(@)

https://www.rfc-editor.org/errata/eid8093 (Exec Dir vs Manager); OBE



mailto:agenda@ietf.org
https://www.rfc-editor.org/errata/eid8093

Unknown Open Items
e Handle the "policy" question of what goes in the RFC vs. elsehwere

e Needs an overall read to find big sections that are outdated or wrong

o Have the changes we have applied been applied correctly?
o Are there agreed changes in the RFC or errata series that we've missed?
o  Other major issues, within the scope of the PROCON update work or beyond it?

e Needs a fine-tooth-comb read to find nits that are outdated or wrong

e Comments from floor?



Next steps

e Call for Adoption

e FYA:At 121 | said "MODPOD will be a black hole"



