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Abstract

Thi s docunment describes the basic use cases for the |ETF to have a
series of activities specifically tailored for educational and
outreach purposes. These uses cases cover areas such as academn a,

i ndustry, policy makers or anyone interested in |learning the
necessary skillset required to easily integrate into the innerworking
of the | ETF.

Status of This Meno

This Internet-Draft is submtted in full conformance with the
provi sions of BCP 78 and BCP 79

Internet-Drafts are working docunents of the Internet Engineering
Task Force (I ETF). Note that other groups may also distribute
wor ki ng docunments as Internet-Drafts. The list of current Internet-
Drafts is at https://datatracker.ietf.org/drafts/current/.

Internet-Drafts are draft docunments valid for a maxi mum of six nonths
and nay be updated, replaced, or obsol eted by other docunents at any
time. It is inappropriate to use Internet-Drafts as reference
material or to cite themother than as "work in progress."
This Internet-Draft will expire on 25 January 2026

Copyri ght Notice

Copyright (c) 2025 | ETF Trust and the persons identified as the
docunent authors. Al rights reserved.

Thi s docunent is subject to BCP 78 and the | ETF Trust’'s Lega

Provisions Relating to | ETF Docunents (https://trustee.ietf.org/
license-info) in effect on the date of publication of this docunent.
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Pl ease revi ew these docunents carefully, as they describe your rights
and restrictions with respect to this docunment. Code Conponents
extracted fromthis docunent nust include Revised BSD License text as
described in Section 4.e of the Trust Legal Provisions and are

provi ded wi thout warranty as described in the Revised BSD License.
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1. Introduction

Lowering the barrier to entry in the process of reading and authoring
RFCs will allow nore participants to engage in the | ETFH | RTF.

I ncreasing the | ETF docunment literacy and devel oping skills in | ETF
protocol devel opnent can |lead to nore inplenentations and
interoperability testing, better know edge of the Internet
infrastructure, nore secure deployments and nore participation and
understanding in the | ETF standardi zati on process.

I n addition, showcasing | RTF procedures, scope and nodus operandi,
nmore participants fromacadenmia will provide a path for new acadenic
institutions, faculty and students to attend, participate and share
research work

To this end this draft proposes the devel opnent of a nunber of
educational material that can support a nunber of use cases described
in this document.

1.1. Terminology and Requirenents Language
The key words "MJST", "MJST NOT", "REQU RED', "SHALL", "SHALL NOT",

"SHOULD', "SHOULD NOT", "RECOMMENDED', "MAY", and "OPTIONAL" in this
docunent are to be interpreted as described in RFC2119 [ RFC2119].
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Use cases
Academ ¢ Teachi ng

The creation of a nunber of courses in acadenic institutions would
enabl e students to be able to read, create, inplenment and debug RFC
docunents, and as such increase | ETF docunment |iteracy and

devel opment experience. To assist in that process, the | ETF can
create a nunber of entry | evel educational RFCs that can then be used
by academi cs to devel op such courses. These RFCs can start with
sinmpl e concepts that the | ETF comunity agree that are inportant for
students to understand. There are a couple of RFC types that can
support this use case:

* A series of RFCs to be inplenented. These RFCs can take into
account different needs based on the various areas in the | ETF, as
each has its own ways of witing drafts.

* Additional RFC tenplates, with extra exanples to wite drafts.

* Drafts with errors that the students need to read, identify and
provi de sol uti ons.

* Interoperability testing by providing RFCs with the code and
requiring students to conply with existing code.

Tutorial materi al

Al ongsi de academ a, educational content can al so be used by comnpanies
for internal training in the | ETF and RFC process. More conpl ex
educational RFCs, or even a curated list of RFCs, such as one
provided in https://w ki.ietf.org/en/group/iab/ RFC Readability, can
be utilized al ongside a nunber of targeted tutorial workshops to
provi de hands-on experience. These educational tutorials can focus
on:

* Training on inplenmentation and interoperability of RFCs.
* Training on security for protocols.
* Training and enul ation on the process of witing and di scussing

drafts, such as witing drafts, consensus nechani sms and the
general | ETF process.
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2.3. Policy materia

| ETF processes can seem conpl ex for new or non | ETF nenbers and can

| ead to m sunderstandi ng on how and why sone deci sions are taken in

| ETF working groups. To address this, high-level overviews of the

| ETF coul d be conpl enented with toy-exanpl es of easy-to-understand
cases of protocol developnent to highlight the conplexity, variety of
desi gn options and hi ghlight how consensus can energe and the

chal  enges in converging on to it.

2.4. Summer school s
This effort could help to prepare and conduct "summrer school "-1ike
training events that include |ecture material, practical work such as

i mpl ementing protocols and testing themin (virtualized) testbeds,
and training for authoring protocol specifications.

2.5. Research in the | ETF
ANRW has been successful into inviting researchers and research
results in the | ETF/ I RTF and rasprg has conducted research on | ETF
processes and out cones.
The activities defined in this draft, could provide additiona
outreach efforts that showcase how research is perforned in the | RTF
the scope of IRTF, drafts and RFC authoring for research in the I RTF
process.

3. | ANA Consi derati ons
Thi s docunent nakes no request to | ANA

4. Security Considerations
Wil e security considerations is a critical skill that is needed for
a draft author, this docunent does not specify a new protocol and
therefore has no need for security considerations.

5. References

5.1. Normative References

5.2. Informative References
[ RFC2119] Bradner, S., "Key words for use in RFCs to Indicate

Requi renment Level s", BCP 14, RFC 2119,

DO 10. 17487/ RFC2119, March 1997,
<https://ww.rfc-editor.org/info/rfc2119>
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