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I-Ds Status

• jscontact-uid: Makes “uid” property optional. Published as RFC 9982.


• jscontact-profiles: Introduces protocol-specific profiles of JSContact. 
 Awaiting First Editor in editor queue.


• rfc9555bis: Defines how to convert vCard & JSContact. Obsoletes RFC 9555.


• RFC 9554: One erratum verified (8652), one held for document update (8626).

https://datatracker.ietf.org/doc/rfc9982/
https://www.rfc-editor.org/info/rfc9982/
https://datatracker.ietf.org/doc/draft-ietf-calext-jscontact-profiles/
https://datatracker.ietf.org/doc/draft-ietf-calext-rfc9555bis/
https://www.rfc-editor.org/info/rfc9555
https://www.rfc-editor.org/info/rfc9554
https://errata.rfc-editor.org/eid8652/
https://errata.rfc-editor.org/eid8626/


Status for rfc9555bis
Almost all goals achieved!

• Adopted by calext working group. ✅


• Replace vCardProps, vCardParams and vCardName properties with vCard 
property (see examples and new vCard property). ✅


• Replace PROP-ID parameter with JSID parameter. ✅


• Check examples for errors and support automated testing. ✅


• Align I-D terminology and structure with jscalendar-icalendar. ✅


• Make vCard property and localizations co-exist (idea is to allow vCard 
property in localizations, but not the other way around) . 🚧

https://www.ietf.org/archive/id/draft-ietf-calext-rfc9555bis-01.html#name-obsoleted-properties
https://www.ietf.org/archive/id/draft-ietf-calext-rfc9555bis-01.html#name-vcard


But…
Along comes vcard4-bis

• Redefines MEMBER value types to allow for TEXT property values. This will 
improve interoperability with JSContact.


• Maybe introduces other changes that will impact rfc9555bis?


• Looks worth publishing vcard4-bis and rfc9555bis together.


• Con: people starting to implement RFC 9555 now will have to migrate later.


• Suggest to wait for vcard4-bis.



Findings from Fastmail Deployment
ADR street address vs. JSContact

• vCard ADR uses one field for street name and number. JSContact uses 
separate fields for street name and street number.


• Implementations need to decide how to render street address, number first or 
last, e.g. “63 Somewhere Street” vs. “Somewhere Street 63”. Not trivial!


• Unicode CLDR defines how to format person names (TR35), but no such report 
for addresses. ISO 19160-4 separates fields. Maybe applicable, but paywalled.


• Workaround is to store name and number in JSContact street name and ignore 
number.


• Deprecate JSContact name and number fields for new streetAddress field?

https://www.unicode.org/reports/tr35/


Findings from Fastmail Deployment
(X-)SOCIALPROFILE and OnlineService snafu

• RFC 9554 (re)introduced SOCIALPROFILE for JSContact OnlineService. Originally defined in 
draft-george-vcarddav-vcard-extension (2010)


• Apple implements it with undocumented adaptations as X-SOCIALPROFILE.


• RFC 9554 tried to formalize both and introduces SERVICE-TYPE and USERNAME parameters.


• None of them straight-forwardly convert with each other. Only IMPP interoperates with most 
services but is about messaging, not social profiles.


• Fastmail for now falls back to own X-property (X-CYRUS-ONLINESERVICE).


• Turns out people aren’t all that happy with OnlineService either (Ben’s calsify email, Oct 2025).


• Deprecate SOCIALPROFILE? Redefine OnlineServices?

https://www.ietf.org/archive/id/draft-george-vcarddav-vcard-extension-02.html#socialProfile
https://mailarchive.ietf.org/arch/msg/jmap/Bmwl9Eid81jdsojABXP9Qj2aMsM/


Findings from Fastmail Deployment
vCard 4.0 is poorly supported

• RFC 6350 was published in 2011, yet the great majority of software and traffic we see is 
still version 3.0 (RFC 2426). Also see Rik’s calsify email, Nov 3, 2025.


• Largest providers haven’t moved to version 4.0. We have no indication that anyone of them 
does plan to move in the future.


• Even within the same vCard versions, implementations differ. E.g. Google and Apple each 
have their own ideas how to group vCard version 3.0 cards.


• With the ecosystem seeming stuck on vCard 3.0, we might abandon vCard 4.0 as the 
baseline for JSContact and start fresh.


• Might support vCard only for the properties known to actually interoperate.


• Define ‘core’ profile for JSContact? Write jscontactbis, like we just did with jscalendarbis?

https://datatracker.ietf.org/doc/html/rfc6350
https://datatracker.ietf.org/doc/html/rfc2426
https://mailarchive.ietf.org/arch/msg/calsify/xjxxib7YMb-t2QjpeJE-HOfPt5k/


Other Pending Changes
CryptoKeys might bump major version

• Original CryptoKey definition models vCard KEY property, which allows for 
TEXT or URI values.


• RFC 7517 defines JSON Web Key which would be a more natural fit. I-D 
jscontact-cryptographic-key proposes to introduce it.


• Current proposal would be a breaking change (extend type signature of 
“cryptoKeys”) and require JSContact major bump to “3.0”.

https://www.ietf.org/archive/id/draft-ietf-calext-jscontact-cryptographic-key-01.html


Next Steps

• Edit and publish jscontact-profiles.


• Finish remaining items for rfc9555bis and wait for vcard4-bis.


• Scope future work, if any.


