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Problem statement

• IANA FCFS is helpful for many protocols to disincentivize code-
point squatting.

• Features that use such things generally need to be safe to do so.
• There’s still a desire to make sure such things are documented in a 

way that can encourage interoperability, or at least “visibility”.
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IANA checks with the controller to see,
“Is this okay?”
• draft-ietf-ianabis-rfc8126bis §2.3.4
For the First Come First Served policy, assignments are made to 
anyone on a first come, first served basis.  There is no substantive 
review of the request, other than to ensure that it is well-formed and 
doesn't duplicate an existing assignment. 
[...]
IANA cannot review change requests for content, but will check that 
the request has been authorized by the change controller's listed 
contact or the change controller itself
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A hybrid policy perhaps solves the problem?

• rfc8126bis
Remaining Specification Required issues:
[...]
FCFS/Spec hybrid:
*  The charter calls for "a registration policy between 'First Come First 
Served' and 'Specification Required'" that would work for registries here 
a lightweight specification that DOESN'T need technical review should 
be required, but a version of this called "First Come First Served With 
URL" was initially rejected.  The impression we received in Montreal is 
that such a procedure would be useful, but it needs a better name.
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Steps?

• IANAbis work is the right place to address this.  This presentation 
is to help get visibility in the discussion among the WG Chairs.

• The existing “change controller” process provides lightweight 
scrutiny, but no documentation.

• Trying to force a “stable reference” to a FCFS is perhaps over-
broad, but aligns with some desires in permitting FCFS while also 
dealing with interoperability/visibility.
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Thoughts?
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