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RFC5706bis: Context & Goal

* Making our protocols easy to operate and manage is key to their success
* RFC5706 was published in 2009

Guidelines for Considering Operations and Management of
New Protocols and Protocol Extensions

* Agood discussion of operations and management considerations, however:
* After 15+ years, some contentis stale: a refresh is needed to clean-up many
discussions

* Targets several audiences with, sometimes, distinct perspectives,
e.g., Protocol Designers vs OPS Reviewers

* Need a better scope (Who is it for?)
* Offload review templates/discussion (move to a Wiki)
* Guidance is lostin the mass of technology background material
* Review the flow with a focus on the guidance clarity
* Help authors identify key considerations to discuss/document
* Challenge: Find the right balance between providing clear guidance while avoiding rigidity

* OPS-DIR reviews are good, but come too late in the process, at a point where
nobody wants to change a document
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Abstract

New Protocols or Protocol Extensions are best designed with due
consideration of the functionality needed to operate and manage them.
Retrofitting operations and management considerations is suboptimal.
The purpose of this document is to provide guidance to authors and
reviewers on what operational and management aspects should be
addressed when defining New Protocols or Protocol Extensions.

This document obsoletes RFC 5786, replacing it completely and
updating it with new operational and management techniques and
(T ERME Tt also introduces a requirement to include an

"Operational Considerations"” section in new RFCs in the IETF Stream.



What shall we worry about?

* This I-D might be perceived to provide instructions to reviewers
* Guidance for OPS Dir is moved out to the Wiki

* Forces check-box documentation on authors

* Except that there is a requirement to include a section, there is no
requirement on what text to write

* However (!)

* Authors need to be encouraged to think about Operational Considerations
* Thereis a need to suggest what topics need to be considered
* This documentis guidance to authors

 We want to help people write better RFCs to make protocols a success

* Small protocol extensions will get held up with larger discussions
» This one gets a whole slide of its own...



Protocol extensions

* Suppose you add a widget to an existing protocol
* Suppose that the original protocol has no Operational Considerations

1. ADskMUST NOT block the new work waiting for updates to the old
WOr
* Butthisis not a process I-D and we cannot control the IESG

2. The protocol extension MUST be as manageable as it possible
* Within the constraints of the base protocol

3. Limitations of the base protocol MUST be recognised
* |tis good to point out the operational problems and issues

4. It MAY be a good thing to develop new and separate work
* Operational requirements for the base protocol
* New protocol solutions for the base protocol



The Plan

* Original plan from Med (OPS AD)
 AD sponsor a BCP
* Last call across all OPS WGs in September 2025
* |[ETF last call October 2025

* But turned out to be a lot more work
* The authors meet weekly and have not been idle
* Multiple new revisions
* Alot ofissues tracked and resolved
* https://github.com/IETF-OPSAWG-WG/draft-opsarea-rfc5706bis
* Alvaro Retana as document shepherd is being proactive
* Alot of helpful reviews from all across the IETF

* Now in the middle of an adoption poll to OPSAWG (ends Nov 11t)
* Please join in with that poll!
* The OPSAWG chairs are co-authors, so Alvaro is running the call
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(] © “where’s your YANG module?” (Qlllcge
#151 - boucadair opened 3 days ago

O p e n (] (& (1.1) section vs sections

#150 . boucadair opened 5 days ago

I S S u e S | (& Comment from Xiao Min (Performance Monitoring)

#148 . boucadair opened last week

[ | (© Comments from NOBLINS lonathan (Security)

#147 . boucadair opened last week

[ | (& Comment from Curtis Villamizar about BGP damping example (Section 4)

#146 . boucadair opened last week

[ ] (© Advertising the OPSAWG Call for Adoption

#145 . belaise opened 2 weeks ago

] © AnRFC example that follows 5706/Template

#141 . boucadair opened 3 weeks ago

[ | @ Italo Busi review - Applicability to YANG

#136 - AdnanFarrel opened last month

| (2 (IETF124) Status Update in OPSAREA Session
#134 . boucadair opened on Sep 29

| (© Ron Bonica review - document too long
#126 . AdnanFarrel opened on Sep 14

| (© Why is YANG not mentioned in #sec-mgmt-tech ?
#8289 . AdrianFarrel opened on Jul 2



Inputs & Next Step & Suggestions

* Call for adoption

* Mailing list feedback has thus far been happening on
opsawg@ietf.org

* Contributions, issues, and comments can be shared using:
https://github.com/IETF-OPSAWG-WG/draft-opsarea-rfc5706bis
* But mailing list is preferred

* We start to see this « Operational Considerations » in some drafts
* Thank you.

* |t would be nice to have some volunteers to Alpha test the draft
* Collecting feedback will help fix the draft
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