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7120bis
● Work complete? 

○ May need to move SDO registry creation to 8126bis; no other changes planned

● Changes since RFC 7120: 
○ Extends term from one year to two
○ Adds missing descriptions of existing IANA practices

○ Submitting requests to designated experts (Spec Required, With Expert Review)
○ Initiating renewals

○ Establishes early allocation for SDOs
○ Specification Required registries only
○ “Standards-related organizations” to be recognized by IESG on as-needed basis, 

listed in registry
○ Criteria to be determined by IESG, not recorded here

○ Same two-year term, renewability as early allocations for I-Ds
○ IANA will follow up on publication status, if necessary, before expiration

○ Experts will approve; no role for ADs (except initial approval of SDO), WG chairs

● Changes since IETF 125: 
○ SDO registry plan

○ repurpose RFC 6838 registry
○ registrants to be eligible for both standards-tree media types and early allocation

○ Removed suggested limits on early SDO allocations (ability to renew, spec maturity)
○ Differentiated permanent allocation (for Expert Review, FCFS) from time-limited 

procedures
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8126bis: Current Status
● Updates since IETF 125:

o Tells authors not to suggest/request specific values
 Squatting is an issue: pre-meeting WG agenda reviews found four I-Ds 

squatting on 12 values 
 alternatives: use RFC 7120, use “TBD,” suggest a range, ask IANA to check in 

before allocating
o Called out DE guidance requirements for With Expert Review, Spec Required
o Updated URN sub-namespace text
o I-Ds must include an IC section
o Updated sample IANA Considerations text
o Restored “Changes relative to previous version” appendix (in progress)

■ Editorial Improvements: 
o Moved most sections into “registry creation” and “registry maintenance” mega-

sections
o Improved readability (breaking sections into subsections, paragraphs into lists, etc.)
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8126bis: Next Steps
● Still pending:

o Spec Required section to point to or incorporate draft-nottingham-ianabis-spec-reqd
 How can existing registries be assigned a Spec Required subtype?

o Move SDO registry action from 7120bis into this draft?
o Clean up/add examples, references, links to registries

■ Questions: 
o Should FCFS, Expert Review, other procedure sections warn authors to consider 

possible “land grabs” in registries of strings? 
 Prompted by high volume of AI-related well-known URI requests
 Any other expert procedure guidance?

o Should the “Language and Formatting” section mention that authors shouldn’t use 
RFC 2119 keywords in the IC section (guidance from IESG)?

o We say that registries can be obsoleted. Can they also be deprecated? What would 
that mean? Would registration be available in obsoleted or deprecated registries?
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