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What happened since last IETF (-15 to -17)

» Addressed all DISCUSSes from IESG
- Clarifications, wordsmithing
- Add Section about ALPN
- Remove paragraph about PMTU-Discovery
- Add a rationale for Event-Timestamp vs. Acct-Delay-Time in Appendix

- Last DISCUSS from Mike (using DTLS CID) lifted shortly before draft
deadline
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Open Comments

» Comment (not DISCUSS) from Eric:
A lot of SHOULD's without explanation, every SHOULD should have an explanation under which
circumstances it can be ignored. (See IESG Statement on BCP14 language)

- Most SHOULD's I've seen are either explained in the rest of the sections, or they are
»,Sstrong suggestions for sensible implementation™ for robust operations

» Question: Should we add explanations?
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Next steps toward publication

» No open DISCUSSes from IESG, waiting for AD to approve the document
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Discussion/Questions?

» Contact

> Jan-Frederik Rieckers

Mail: rieckers@dfn.de
Phone: 0049 30 884299-339
Fax: 0049 30 884299-370

Address:
DFN-Verein, Geschaftsstelle

Alexanderplatz1l
10178 Berlin
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