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Abst r act

In the | ANA Service Nane and Transport Protocol Port Nunber Registry,
a |l arge nunmber of System Ports are currently assigned to individuals
or conpani es who have registered the port for the use with a certain
prot ocol before RFC6335 was published. For sone of these ports, RFCs
exi st that describe the respective protocol; for others, RFCs are
under devel opnment that define, re-define, or assign the protocol used
for the respective port, such as in case of so-far unused UDP ports
that have been registered together with the respective TCP port. In
these cases the | ESG has the change control about the protocol used
on the port (as described in the correspondi ng RFC) but change
control for the port allocation iis designated to others. Under

exi sting operational procedures, this neans the original assignee
needs to be involved in chnage to the port assignnent. As it is not
al ways possible to get in touch with the original assignee,

particul arly because of out-dated contact information, this current
practice of handling historical allocation of System Ports does not
scale well on a case-by-case basis. To address this, this docunent
instructs 1ANA to performactions with the goal to reassign System
Ports to the IESG that were assigned to individuals prior to the
publicati on of RFC6335, where appropriate.

Status of This Meno

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

Internet-Drafts are working docunments of the Internet Engineering
Task Force (I ETF). Note that other groups may also distribute
wor ki ng docunents 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 num of six nonths
and may 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 August 13, 2020.
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Copyri ght Notice

Copyright (c) 2020 | 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 docunment. Please review these documents
carefully, as they describe your rights and restrictions with respect
to this docunent. Code Conponents extracted fromthis docunent nust
include Sinplified BSD Li cense text as described in Section 4.e of
the Trust Legal Provisions and are provided without warranty as
described in the Sinplified BSD License.

1. Introduction

RFC 6335 [ RFC6335] requires System Ports, also known as the Wl
Known Ports, in the range fromO to 1023, to be assigned by the "I ETF
Revi ew' or "I ESG Approval " procedures [RFC8126]. For assignnents
done through RFCs published via the "I ETF Document Streant [RFCA844],
the Assignee will be the IESGwith the | ETF Chair as the Contact.

However, ports that were assigned before the publication of RFC 6335,
are often assigned to individuals, even if they are part of the
System Port range and have a corresponding RFC. Besides the fact
that System Ports are wi dely used by | ETF protocols where the
protocol specification is under |ETF change control as defined in an
RFC but the port itself may not, this situation is especially
problematic if the assignnent gets or needs to be changed. The

Assi gnee can change the assignnment without confirmation of the | ETF.
However, if the |IETF process requires a change, including de-
assignnent, this cannot be done wi thout the agreement of the origina
Assi gnee. Furthernore, no procedure is defined to change the
assignnent in cases where the original Assignee is not reachable or
not avail abl e anynore.

Thi s docunent mainly ainms to clarify the change control for protocols
that are maintained by the IETF;, it further also intends an update of
currently unused or not maintained ports. For this purpose this
docunent instructs | ANA to perform accunul ative actions with the goa
to re-assign currently assigned System Ports in the range fromO to
1023 to the IESG where appropriate, which will also help to align
existing entries in the "Service Nane and Transport Protocol Port
Nunber Registry” with the current procedures defined in RFC 6335.
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| ANA Consi der ati ons

IANA [will performhas perforned] actions with the goal to re-assign
System Ports in the port range fromO to 1023 that are currently
assigned in the "Service Nane and Transport Protocol Port Number

Regi stry" (https://ww.iana. org/assi gnment s/ servi ce-names-port -
nunber s/ servi ce- nanes- port-nunbers. xhtm ) to clarify the | ESG s
responisibility in managi ng those allocations. Whhen the re-
assignnent is performd, the contact data for these assignments shoul d
be adjusted to refelct the | ESG <iesg@etf.org> as assignee and the
| ETF Chair <chair@etf.org> as point of contact. The origina

assi gnee and respective contact information should be preserved as a
not e agai nst the revised assi gnnent data.

To performthe re-assignnent, I ANA is requested to contact the
current Assignees by enmail with the registered ennil address to
request the transfer. |If the provided enail address is not valid
anynmore, | ANA is requested to report this to the IESG and the | ESG
is requested to performactions, such as sending requests to the
ietf@etf.org mailing list to determ ne updated contact information
If these actions do not show success within 4 weeks, the IESGis
requested to make a decision about the re-assignnent of the port in
quest i on.

If the current assignee does not agree to the re-assignnent or does
not reply within four weeks, 1ANA is requested to informthe | ESG
which then is requested to make a decision about the re-assignment of
the port in question

Before the start of this re-assignnent process, IANA [will also
updat e/ has further updated] the Reference colum with the follow ng
reference for the listed ports that have a correspondi ng published
RFC that uses this port nunber, as well as the Assignment Notes
colum for historic RFCs:

Fom e oo S oo s S o +
| Service | Port | Transport | Reference | Assignnent |
| Nare | Number | protocol | | Notes |
R TS o e e - S T +
| systat | 11 | tcp | RFCB866 | |
| systat | 11 | udp | RFC866 | |
| qotd | 17 | tcp | RFC865 | |
| qotd | 17 | upd | RFC865 | |
| nsp | 18 | tcp | RFC1312 | |
| msp | 18 | udp | RFC1312 | |
| chargen | 19 | tcp | RFC864 | |
| chargen | 19 | udp | RFC864 | |
| smp | 25 | tcp | RFC5321 | |
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| smtp | 25 | udp | RFC5321 | |
| time | 37 | tcp | RFC868 | |
| time | 37 | udp | RFC868 | |
| rap | 38 | tcp | RFC1476 | |
| rap | 38 | udp | RFC1476 | |
| rip | 39 | tcp | RFC887 | |
| rip | 39 | udp | RFC887 | |
| nicname | 43 | tcp | RFC3912 | |
| nicnane | 43 | udp | RFC3912 | |
| tacacs | 49 | tcp | RFC1492 | |
| tacacs | 49 | udp | RFC1492 | |
| domain | 53 | tcp | RFC1035 | |
| domain | 53 | udp | RFC1035 | |
| whoi spp | 63 | tcp | RFC1913 | |
| whoi spp | 63 | udp | RFC1913 | |
| boot ps | 67 | tcp | RFC2131 | |
| boot ps | 67 | udp | RFC2131 | |
| boot pc | 68 | tcp | RFC2131 | |
| boot pc | 68 | udp | RFC2131 | |
| tftp | 69 | tcp | RFC1350 | |
| tftp | 69 | udp | RFC1350 | |
| gopher | 70 | tcp | RFC1436 | |
| gopher | 70 | udp | RFC1436 | |
| finger | 79 | tcp | RFC1288 | |
| finger | 79 | udp | RFC1288 | |
| wwwhttp | 80 | tcp | RFC7230, | |
| | | | RFC7540 | |
| wwwhttp | 80 | udp | RFC7230, | |
| | | | RFC7540 | |
| kerberos | 88 | tcp | RFC4120 | |
| kerberos | 88 | udp | RFC4120 | |
| dixie | 96 | tcp | RFC1249 | |
| dixie | 96 | udp | RFC1249 | |
| hostnane | 101 | tcp | RFC953 | This RFCis |
| | | | | historic. |
| hostnane | 101 | udp | RFC953 | This RFCis |
| | | | | historic. |
| cso | 105 | tcp | RFC2378 | |
| cso | 105 | udp | RFC2378 | |
| rtel net | 107 | tcp | RFC818 | This RFCis |
| | | | | historic. |
| rtel net | 107 | udp | RFC818 | This RFCis |
| | | | | historic. |
| pop2 | 109 | tcp | RFCO37 | This RFCis |
| | | | | historic. |
| pop2 | 109 | udp | RFC937 | This RFCis |
| | | | | historic. |
| pop3 | 110 | tcp | RFC1939 | |
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| pop3 | 110 | udp I I I
| sunrpc | 111 | tcp | RFC1833 | |
| sunrpc | 111 | udp | RFC1833 | |
| auth | 113 | tcp | RFC1413 | |
| auth | 113 | udp | RFC1413 | |
| sftp | 115 | tcp | RFC913 | This RFCis |
| | | | | historic. |
| sftp | 115 | udp | RFC913 | This RFCis |
| | | | | historic. |
| cf dptkt | 120 | tcp | RFC1235 | |
| cfdptkt | 120 | udp | RFC1235 | |
| pwdgen | 129 | tcp | RFCO72 | |
| pwdgen | 129 | udp | RFCO72 | |
| bftp | 152 | tcp | RFC1068 | |
| bftp | 152 | udp | RFC1068 | |
| sgnp | 153 | tcp | RFC1028 | This RFCis |
| | | | | historic. |
| sgnmp | 153 | udp | RFC1028 | This RFCis |
| | | | | historic. |
| snmp | 161 | tcp | RFC3430 | |
| snmp | 161 | udp | RFC3417 | |
| snnptrap | 162 | tcp | RFC3430 | |
| snnmptrap | 162 | udp | RFC3417 | |
| bgp | 179 | tcp | RFC4271 | |
| bgp | 179 | udp | RFC4271 | |
| irc | 194 | tcp | RFC1459 | |
| irc | 194 | udp | RFC1459 | |
| snux | 199 | tcp | RFC1227 | This RFCis |
| | | | | historic. |
| snux | 199 | udp | RFC1227 | This RFCis |
| | | | | historic. |
| ipx | 213 | tcp | RFC1234 | This RFCis |
| | | | | historic. |
| ipx | 213 | upd | RFC1234 | This RFC is |
| | | | | historic. |
| rpp | 218 | tcp | RFC1204 | |
| rmpp | 218 | udp | RFC1204 | |
| bgmp | 264 | tcp | RFC3913 | This RFCis |
| | | | | historic. |
| bgm | 264 | udp | RFC3913 | This RFC is |
| | | | | historic. |
| pt-tls | 271 | tcp | RFC6876 | |
| pt-tls | 271 | udp | RFC6876 | |
| rtsps | 322 | tcp | RFC7826 | |
| rtsps | 322 | udp | RFC7826 | |
| odnr | 366 | tcp | RFC2645 | |
| odnr | 366 | udp | RFC2645 | |
| aurp | 387 | tcp | RFC1504 | |
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aurp
| dap
| dap
svrl oc
svrl oc
htt ps

ht t ps

kpasswd
kpasswd
photuris
photuris
i saknmp
i saknmp
sysl og
sysl og
printer
printer
rout er
rout er
ripng
ripng
rtsp
rtsp
venm
venm

I pp

I pp
nmsdp
nmsdp

I dp

I dp

rep

rep
aodv
aodv
acap
acap

ol sr

ol sr
agent x
agent x

As part of this maintenance effort,

387
389
389
427
427
443

443

464
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| udp | RFC1504
| tcp | RFC4516
| udp | RFCA516
| tcp | RFC2608
| udp | RFC2608
| tcp | RFC7230,
| | RFC7540
| udp | RFC7230,
| | RFC7540
| tcp | RFC3244
| udp | RFC3244
| tcp | RFC2522
| udp | RFC2522
| tcp | RFC7296
| udp | RFC7296
| tcp | RFC5426
| udp | RFC5426
| tcp | RFC1179
| udp | RFC1179
| tcp | RFC2453
| udp | RFC2453
| tcp | RFC2080
| udp | RFC2080
| tcp | RFC7826
| udp | RFC7826
| tcp | RFC2122
| udp | RFC2122
| tcp | RFC8010
| udp | RFC8010
| tcp | RFC3618
| udp | RFC3618
| tcp | RFC3036
| udp | RFC3036
| tcp | RFC2832
| udp | RFC2832
| tcp | RFC3561
| udp | RFC3561
| tcp | RFC2244
| udp | RFC2244
| tcp | RFC3626
| udp | RFC3626
| tcp | RFC2741
| udp | RFC2741
.......... 0
I ANA [will

February 2020

further add/has

further added] the following entry in addition to the existing entry
for port 441 with the I ESG as Assignee and the | ETF chair as Contact:
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4.

4.

4.

| Service | Port | Transport | Reference | Assignnment Notes |
| Narme | Nunber | protocol | | |

| For historical |
| reasons, multiple |
| registrations exist |
| for the same port |
| nunmber. dients need |
| to have prior |
| knowl edge of which |
| service is provided by |
| the server on that |
| port in order to make |
| use of it. |

Security Considerations

This draft instructs ANA to perform actions on the Service Name and
Transport Protocol Port Nunber Registry. |t does not change the use
of the ports or protocols running on them Therefore the security of
these protocols is not inpacted by these changes to the registry.
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