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Conmon | nternet Message Headers
Status of this Meno

This menmo provides information for the Internet community. This meno
does not specify an Internet standard of any kind. Distribution of
this meno is unlimted.

Abst r act

This menp contains a table of commonly occurring headers in headings
of e-mail nessages. The docunent conpiles information from other RFCs
such as RFC 822, RFC 1036, RFC 1123, RFC 1327, RFC 1496, RFC 1521,
RFC 1766, RFC 1806, RFC 1864 and RFC 1911. A few comonly occurring
headers which are not defined in RFCs are al so included. For each
header, the nmeno gives a short description and a reference to the RFC
in which the header is defined.
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1. Introduction

Many different Internet standards and RFCs define headers which may
occur on Internet Mail Messages and Usenet News Articles. The
intention of this docunent is to list all such headers in one
docunent as an aid to people devel opi ng nessage systens or interested
in Internet Ml standards.

The docunent contains all headers which the author has found in the
followi ng Internet standards: , RFC 822 [2], RFC 1036 [3], RFC 1123
[5], RFC 1327 [7], RFC 1496 [8], RFC 1521 [11], RFC 1766 [12], RFC
1806 [14], RFC 1864[17] and RFC 1911[20]. Note in particul ar that
headi ng attri butes defined in PEM (RFC 1421-1424) and MOSS (RFC 1848
[16]) are not included. PEM and MOSS headers only appear inside the
body of a nessage, and thus are not headers in the RFC 822 sense.

Mai |l attributes in envelopes, i.e. attributes controlling the nessage
transport mechani sm between nmail and news servers, are not included.
This means that attributes from SMIP [1], UUCP [18] and NNTP [15] are
mai nl y not covered either. Headings used only in HITP [19] are not

i ncluded yet, but may be included in future version of this meno. A
few addi ti onal headers which often can be found in e-nail headi ngs
but are not part of any Internet standard are al so incl uded.

For each header, the document gives a short description and a
reference to the Internet standard or RFC, in which they are defined.

The header nanes given here are spelled the sanme way as when they are
actually used. This is usually Anerican but sometines English
spelling. One header in particular, "O ganisation/ O ganization",
occurs in e-mail headers sonetinmes with the English and other tines
with the American spelling.

The following words are used in this neno with the meani ng specified
bel ow

headi ng Formatted text at the top of a nessage, ended by a
bl ank 1ine

header = heading One field in the heading, beginning with a field
field nane, colon, and followed by the field val ue(s)
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It is my intention to continue updating this docunent after its
publication as an RFC. The | atest version, which may be nore up-to-
date (but also less fully checked out) will be kept available for
downl oadi ng from URL

http://ww. dsv. su. se/ ~jpal ne/ietf-nmail-attributes. pdf.

Pl ease e-mail me (Jacob Pal me <jpal nre@lsv. su.se>) if you have noted
headers whi ch should be included in this neno but are not.

2. Use of gatewayi ng headers

RFC 1327 defines a nunber of new headers in Internet mail, which are
defined to map headers which X 400 has but which were previously not
standardi zed in Internet mail. The fact that a header occurs in RFC
1327 indicates that it is recommended for use in gatewayi ng nessages
between X 400 and Internet nail, but does not nean that the header is
recomended for nessages wholly within Internet mail. Sone of these
headers nmay eventually see w despread inplenmentation and use in
Internet mail, but at the tine of this witing (1996) they are not

wi dely inplemented or used.

Headers defined only in RFC 1036 for use in Usenet News sonetines
appear in nmail nessages, either because the nessages have been
gatewayed from Usenet News to e-nmail, or because the nessages were
witten in conbined clients supporting both e-mail and Usenet News in
the sane client. These headers are not standardi zed for use in
Internet e-mail and should be handled with caution by e-mail agents.

3. Tabl e of headers
3.1 Phrases used in the tables

"not for general Used to mark headers which are defined in RFC

usage" 1327 for use in nmessages fromor to Internet
mai | / X. 400 gat eways. These headers have not
been standardi zed for general usage in the
exchange of nessages between Internet mail -
based systens.
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"not standardi zed
for use in e-mail"

"non- st andar d"

"di scour aged"

"controversial"

"experinmental "

Pal ne
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Used to mark headers defined only in RFC 1036
for use in Usenet News. These headers have no
standard neani ng when appearing in e-mail,
sonme of them may even be used in different
ways by different software. Wien appearing in
e-mail, they should be handl ed with caution
Note that RFC 1036, although generally used as
a de-facto standard for Usenet News, is not an
official | ETF standard or even on the |IETF
standards track.

This header is not specified in any of

ref erenced RFCs which define |Internet
protocols, including Internet Standards, draft
standards or proposed standards. The header
appears here because it often appears in e-
mai | or Usenet News. Usage of these headers is
not in general reconmrended. Sone header
proposed in ongoi ng | ETF standards devel opnent
wor k, but not yet accepted, are also nmarked in
this way.

Thi s header, which is non-standard, is known
to create problens and should not be
generated. Handling of such headers in
incom ng mail shoul d be done with great

cauti on.

The neani ng and usage of this header is
controversial, i.e. different inplenentors
have chosen to inplenent the header in
different ways. Because of this, such headers
shoul d be handled with caution and
under st andi ng of the different possible
interpretations.

This header is used for newy defined headers,
which are to be tried out before entering the
| ETF standards track. These should only be
used if both conmunicating parties agree on
using them In practice, sonme experinental
prot ocol s becone de-facto-standards before
they are made into | ETF standards.
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3.3 Format and contr ol

Pal ne

3.2 Trace infornmmation

Used to convey the information
fromthe MAIL FROM envel ope
attribute in final delivery,
the nmessage | eaves the SMIP
envi ronment in which "MAIL FROM'
is used.

when

Trace of MIAs which a nessage has
passed.

Li st of MIAs passed.

Trace of distribution lists
passed.

i nformation

An indicator that this nessage is
formatted according to the M Me
standard, and an indication of

whi ch version of MM is
utilized.

Speci al Usenet News actions only.

Usenet News actions and a
article at the sane tine.

Speci al
nor nal

Wi ch body part types occur in
thi s nessage

I nternet Message Headers

Ret ur n- Pat h:

Recei ved

Pat h:

DL- Expansi on-
Hi story-
I ndi cati on:

M ME- Ver si on:

Cont r ol

Al so- Contr ol

Origi nal -
Encoded-

I nf or mati on-
Types:

I nf or mat i onal

February 1997

RFC 821,
RFC 1123: 5.2.13.

RFC 822: 4.3. 2,
RFC 1123: 5. 2. 8.

RFC 1036: 2.1.6,
only in Usenet
News, not in e-
mai | .

RFC 1327, not for
general usage.
RFC 1521: 3.

RFC 1036: 2.1.6,
only in Usenet
News, not in e-
mai |

son- of - RFC1036
[21], non-
standard, only in
Usenet News, not
in e-mai

RFC 1327, not for
general usage.
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Control s whether this nessage nay
be forwarded to alternate

reci pients such as a postnaster
if delivery is not possible to

the i ntended recipient.

Al | owed.

Def aul t:

Whet her recipients are to be told
the nanes of other recipients of

the s

ane nessage.

This is

primarily an X 400 facility. In
, this is an envel ope
attribute and refers to

di scl osure of the envel ope

X. 400

recip

ient |ist.

Di scl osure of

other recipients is in Internet

mai |
bcc:

VWhet her a M ME body part

shown

done via the To:,
headers.

inline or is an

cc: and

is to be
attachnment;

can al so indicate a suggested
filenanme for use when saving an

attac

3.4 Send

hnment to a file.

er and reci pi ent

i ndi cation

Aut hors or persons taking
responsibility for the nessage.

Note difference fromthe "From"
header (not followed by ":")
bel ow.

(1) This header shoul d never

appear

in e-mil

bei ng sent,

and

shoul d thus not appear in this

nmeno.

It is however

i ncl uded,

since people often ask about it.

Pal ne

Al t er nat e-
Reci pi ent:

Di scl ose-
Reci pi ent s:

Cont ent -
Di sposition

From

From

I nf or mat i onal

February 1997

RFC 1327, not for
gener al usage.

RFC 1327, not for
gener al usage.

RFC 1806,
experi nment al

RFC 822: 4.4.1,
RFC 1123: 5.2.15-
16, 5.3.7,

RFC 1036 2.1.1

not standardi zed
for use in e-mail
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This header is used in the so-
call ed Unix mail box format, also
known as Berkely mail box format
or the MBOX format. This is a
format for storing a set of
messages in a file. Aline
beginning with "From" is used to
separate successive nessages in
such files.

This header will thus appear when
you use a text editor to | ook at
a file in the Unix mail box
format. Sonme mailers also use
this format when printing
messages on paper.

The information in this header
shoul d NOT be used to find an
address to which replies to a
message are to be sent.

(2) Used in Usenet News nmil From RFC 976: 2.4 for
transport, to indicate the path or use in Usenet News
t hrough which an article has gone >From

when transferred to a new host.

Sonetinmes called "From" header

Narme of the noderator of the Appr oved: RFC 1036: 2.2.11,
newsgroup to which this article not standardi zed
is sent; necessary on an article for use in e-mil

sent to a noderated newsgroup to
allowits distribution to the
newsgroup nenbers. Al so used on
certain control nessages, which
are only performed if they are
mar ked as Approved.

The person or agent submtting Sender : RFC 822: 4.4.2

the nessage to the network, if RFC 1123: 5.2.15-

ot her than shown by the From 16, 5.3.7

header .

Primary recipients. To: RFC 822: 4.5.1,
RFC 1123: 5.2.15-
16, 5.3.7.
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i nf ormati ona
(cc = Carbon Copy)

Secondary,
recipients.

Reci pients not to be disclosed to
ot her recipients. (bcc = Blind
Car bon Copy) .

Primary recipients, who are
requested to handl e the
information in this nessage
or its attachments.

Primary recipients, who are
requested to comment on the
information in this nessage
or its attachnents.

In Usenet News: group(s) to which
this article was posted.

Sone systens provide this header
also in e-mail although it is not
st andardi zed t here.

Unfortunately, the header can
appear in e-mail with two
different and contradictory
meani ngs:

(a) Indicating the newsgroup
reci pient of an articl e/ nessage
sent to both e-mail and Usenet
News reci pi ents.

(b) In a personally addressed
reply to an article in a news-
group, indicating the newsgroup
in which this discussion

ori gi nat ed.

I nternet Message Headers

CC:

bcc:

For - Handl i ng:

For - Comment :

Newsgr oups:

I nf or mat i onal

February 1997

RFC 822: 4.5. 2,
RFC 1123. 5.2.15-
16, 5.3.7.

RFC 822: 4.5. 3,
RFC 1123: 5.2.15-
16, 5.3.7.

Non- st andar d

Non- st andar d

RFC 1036: 2.1.3,
not standardi zed
and controversi al
for use in e-mil.
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Inserted by Sendmail when there Apparent|y-
is no "To:" recipient in the To:
ori ginal nessage, listing

reci pients derived fromthe

February 1997

Non- st andar d,
di scour aged,
mentioned in
RFC 1211.

envel ope into the nessage

headi ng. This behavior is not

qui te proper, MIAs shoul d not

modi fy headi ngs (except inserting
Received lines), and it can in
sonme cases cause Bcc recipients
to be wongly divulged to non-Bcc
recipients.

Geogr aphi cal or organi zati onal Di stribution
limtation on where this article

can be distributed.

RFC 1036: 2.2.7,
not standardi zed
for use in e-mil.

Fax number of the originator. Fax: , Non- st andard
Tel ef ax:
Phone nunber of the originator. Phone: Non- st andard
I nformation about the client Mai | - Syst em Non- st andar d.
software of the originator. Ver si on:
Mai | er:
Origi nati ng-
Cient:, X
Mail er, X-
Newsr eader
3.5 Response contro
This header is meant to indicate Repl y-To: RFC 822: 4.4.3,

where the sender wants replies to RFC 1036: 2.2.1

go. Unfortunately, this is controversi al
anbi guous, since there are
different kinds of replies, which

the sender may wish to go to
different addresses. In
particul ar, there are persona
replies intended for only one
person, and group replies,

i ntended for the whole group of
peopl e who read the replied-to
message (often a mailing list,
anewsgroup nanme cannot appear
here because of different syntax,
see "Fol | omup-To" bel ow. ).
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Sone mail systens use this header
to indicate a better formof the
e-mai | address of the sender

Sone mailing |ist expanders puts
the name of the list in this
header. These practices are
controversial. The persona

opi nion of the author of this RFC
is that this header should be
avoi ded except in special cases,
but this is a personal opinion
not shared by all specialists in

t he area.

Used in Usenet News to indicate Fol | owup- To: RFC 1036: 2.2.3,
that future discussions (=follow not standardized
up) on an article should go to a for use in e-mil.

different set of newsgroups than
the replied-to article. The nost
comon usage is when an article
is posted to several newsgroups,
and further discussions is to
take place in only one of them

In e-mail, this header may occur
in a message which is sent to
both e-mail and Usenet News, to
show where foll ow up in Usenet
news is wanted. The header does
not say anythi ng about where
followup in e-mail is to be
sent.

Note that the value of this
header nust al ways be one or nore
newsgroup nanes, never e-nail

addr esses.

Address to which notifications Errors-To:, Non- st andar d,
are to be sent and a request to Ret ur n- di scour aged
get delivery notifications. Recei pt - To:

I nternet standards recommend,
however, the use of RCPT TO and
Return-Path, not Errors-To, for
where delivery notifications are
to be sent.
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Whet her non-delivery report is Prevent - RFC 1327, not for
want ed at delivery error. Default NonDel i very- gener al usage.

is to want such a report. Report:

Whet her a delivery report is Gener at e- RFC 1327, not for
want ed at successful delivery. Del i very- general usage.
Default is not to generate such a Report:

report.

I ndi cat es whether the content of Cont ent - RFC 1327, not for
a nmessage is to be returned with Ret ur n: general usage.

non-delivery notifications.

Possi bl e future change of nane X400- Content- non-standard
for "Content-Return:” Ret ur n:

3.6 Message identification and referral headers

Uni que I D of this nessage. Message- | D RFC 822: 4.6.1
RFC 1036: 2.1.5.

Uni que | D of one body part of the Content-1D: RFC 1521: 6. 1.

content of a nessage.

Base to be used for resolving Cont ent - Base: Non-standard

relative URIs within this content

part.

URI with which the content of Cont ent - Non- st andar d

this content part mght be Locati on:

retri evabl e.

Ref erence to nessage which this I n- Repl y- To: RFC 822: 4.6. 2.
nmessage is a reply to.

In e-mail: reference to other Ref er ences: RFC 822: 4.6.3

rel ated nmessages, in Usenet News: RFC 1036: 2.1.5.
reference to replied-to-articles.

Ref erences to other related See- Al so: Son- of - RFC1036
articles in Usenet News. [21], non-standard
Ref erence to previ ous nessage osol et es: RFC 1327, not for
bei ng corrected and repl aced. gener al usage.

Conpare to "Supersedes:" bel ow.
This field my in the future be
replaced with "Supersedes:".
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Conmonly used in Usenet News in
simlar ways to the "Cbsol et es”
header descri bed above. In Usenet
News, however, Supersedes causes
a full deletion of the replaced
article in the server, while
"Supersedes” and "hsol etes" in e-
mail is inplemented in the client
and often does not renove the old
version of the text.

Only in Usenet News, simlar to
"Supersedes: " but does not cause
the referenced article to be
physi cal |y del et ed.

Ref erence to specially inportant
articles for a particular Usenet
Newsgr oup.

3.7 O her textual headers

Search keys for data base
retrieval.

Title, heading, subject. Oten
used as thread indicator for
nmessages replying to or
conmenti ng on other nessages.

Comments on a nessage.

Description of a particul ar body
part of a nessage.

Organi zation to which the sender
of this article belongs.

See Organi zati on above.

Short text describing a |onger
article. Warning: Some mail
systenms will not display this
text to the recipient. Because of
this, do not use this header for
text which you want to ensure
that the recipient gets.

Pal ne
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Super sedes:

Article-
Updat es:

Article-

Nanes:

Keywor ds:

Subj ect :

Comrent s:

Cont ent -
Descri ption:

Organi zati on:

Organi sati on:

Sunmary:

I nf or mat i onal

February 1997

son- of - RFC1036
[21], non-standard

son- of - RFC1036
[21], non-standard

son- of - RFC1036
[21], non-standard

RFC 822: 4.7.1
RFC 1036: 2.2.09.

RFC 822: 4.7.1
RFC 1036: 2.1.4.

RFC 822: 4.7.2.

RFC 1521: 6. 2.

RFC 1036: 2.2.8,
not standardi zed
for use in e-mail.

Non- st andar d.
RFC 1036: 2.2.10,
not standardi zed

for use in e-mail,
di scour aged.
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A text string which identifies
the content of a message.

3.8 Headers containing dates and tines

The tinme when a nessage was
delivered to its recipient.

In Internet, the date when a
message was witten, in X 400,
the tine a nessage was subnmitted
Sone Internet mail systens al so
use the date when the nessage was
submtted

A suggested expiration date. Can
be used both to limit the time of
an article which is not

meani ngful after a certain date,
and to extend the storage of

i mportant articles.

Time at which a nessage loses its
validity. This field may in the
future be replaced by "Expires:".

Latest tinme at which a reply is
requested (not denmanded).

3.9 Quality infornmation

Can be "normal ", "urgent" or "nhon-
urgent” and can influence
transm ssi on speed and delivery.

Sonetinmes used as a priority

val ue which can influence
transm ssi on speed and delivery.
Conmon val ues are "bul k" and
"first-class". O her uses is to
control automatic replies and to
control return-of-content
facilities, and to stop nailing
l'ist |oops.

Pal ne

I nternet Message Headers

Cont ent -
Identifier:

Del i very-
Dat e:

Dat e:

Expi res:

Expi ry- Dat e:

Repl y- By:

Priority:

Pr ecedence:

I nf or mat i onal

February 1997

RFC 1327, not for
gener al usage.

RFC 1327, not for
general usage.

RFC 822: 5.1,
RFC 1123: 5.2.14
RFC 1036: 2.1.2.

RFC 1036: 2.2.4,
not standardi zed
for use in e-mail.

RFC 1327, not for
general usage.

RFC 1327, not for
general usage.

RFC 1327, not for
gener al usage.

Non- st andar d,
controversi al,
di scour aged.
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A hint fromthe originator to the | mport ance: RFC 1327 and
reci pi ents about how i nportant a RFC 1911
message is. Values: High, nornal experinmenta

or low. Not used to contro
transm ssi on speed.

How sensitive it is to disclose Sensitivity: RFC 1327 and
this message to other people than RFC 1911
the specified recipients. Values: experinmenta

Personal , private, conpany
confidential. The absence of this
header in nessages gatewayed from
X. 400 indicates that the nessage
is not sensitive.

Body parts are m ssing. I nconpl et e- RFC 1327, not for
Copy: general usage.

3.10 Language i nformation

Can include a code for the Language: RFC 1327, not for
natural |anguage used in a general usage.
nmessage, e.g. "en" for English

Can include a code for the Cont ent - RFC 1766, proposed
natural |anguage used in a Language: st andard
message, e.g. "en" for English

3.11 Size information

Inserted by certain mailers to Cont ent - Non- st andar d,
indicate the size in bytes of the Lengt h: di scour aged
message text. This is part of a

format sone mmilers use when

showi ng a nessage to its users,

and this header should not be

used when sendi ng a nessage

through the net. The use of this

header in transm ssion of a

message can cause severa

robustness and interoperability

probl ens.

Si ze of the nessage. Li nes: RFC 1036: 2.2.12,

not standardi zed
for use in e-mil.
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3. 12 Conversion contro

The body of this nessage nmay not Conver si on: RFC 1327, not for
be converted fromone character general usage.
set to another. Val ues:

Prohi bited and al | owed.

Non- st andard vari ant of Cont ent - Non- st andar d.
Conversion: with the same val ues. Conver si on

The body of this nessage nay not Conver si on- RFC 1327, not for
be converted from one character W't h- Loss: general usage.
set to another if information

will be lost. Values: Prohibited

and al | owed.

3. 13 Encoding information

Format of content (character set Cont ent - Type: RFC 1049,

etc.) Note that the values for RFC 1123: 5.2.13,
this header are defined in RFC 1521: 4.
different ways in RFC 1049 and in RFC 1766: 4.1

M ME (RFC 1521), look for the

"M ME-version" header to
understand if Content-Type is to
be interpreted according to RFC
1049 or according to M ME The

M ME definition should be used in
generating mail .

RFC 1766 defines a paraneter
"difference" to this header.

Information fromthe SGW entity Cont ent - SGML- non- st andard
decl aration corresponding to the Entity:

entity contained in the body of

the body part.

Codi ng nethod used in a MM Cont ent - RFC 1521: 5.
nmessage body. Transfer-

Encodi ng:
Only used with the val ue Message- Type: RFC 1327, not for
"Delivery Report" to indicates gener al usage.

that this is a delivery report
gat ewayed from X. 400.
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Used in several different ways by
different mail systenms. Sonme use
it for a kind of content-type

i nformati on, sone for encoding
and length information, sone for
a kind of boundary information,
sone in other ways.

3. 14 Resent - headers

When manual |y forwarding a

message, headers referring to the
forwarding, not to the origina
message. Note: M ME specifies

anot her way of resending
messages, using the "Message"
Cont ent - Type.

3.15 Security and reliability

Checksum of content to ensure
that it has not been nodifi ed.

Used in Usenet News to store
information to avoi d showi ng a
reader the sane article twice if
it was sent to nore than one
newsgroup. Only for |ocal usage
within one Usenet News server,
shoul d not be sent between
servers.

3.16 M scel | aneous

Name of file in which a copy of
this nessage is stored.

Has been autonmatical ly forwarded.

I nternet Message Headers

Encodi ng:

Resent - Repl y-
To:,
Resent - From ,
Resent -
Sender :
Resent - From ,
Resent - Dat e:
Resent - To:
Resent - cc:
Resent - bcc:,
Resent -
Message- | D:

Cont ent - MD5:

Xr ef :

Fcc:

Aut o-
For war ded

I nf or mat i onal

February 1997

RFC 1154,
RFC 1505,
experi nment al

RFC 822: C. 3. 3.

RFC 1864, proposed
st andar d.

RFC 1036: 2.2.13,
only in Usenet

News, not in e-
mai | .

Non- st andar d.

RFC 1327, not for
gener al usage.
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Can be used in Internet mail to Di scar ded- RFC 1327, not for
i ndi cate X. 400 | PM ext ensi ons X400- | PM5- general usage

whi ch coul d not be mapped to Ext ensi ons

Internet mail format.

Can be used in Internet mail to Di scar ded- RFC 1327, not for
i ndi cate X. 400 MIS extensions X400- MTS- general usage

whi ch coul d not be nmapped to Ext ensi ons:

Internet mail format.

This field is used by sonme nmail St at us: Non- st andar d,
delivery systens to indicate the shoul d never
status of delivery for this appear in mail in
message when stored. Conmon transit.

values of this field are:

U message i s not downl oaded
and not del et ed.

R message i s read or
downl oaded

@) message i s old but not
del et ed.

D to be del et ed.

N new (a new nessage al so
sonetines is distinguished
by not having any "Status:"
header .

Conbi nati ons of these characters
can occur, such as "Status: OR'
to indicate that a nessage is
downl oaded but not del et ed.
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Appendi x A:
Headers sorted by Internet RFC document in which they appear.

RFC 822

bcc

cc

Comrent s

Dat e

From

I n- Repl y-To
Keywor ds
Message- 1 D
Recei ved

Ref er ences
Repl y-To
Resent -
Resent - bcc
Resent - cc
Resent - Dat e
Resent - From
Resent - From
Resent - Message- |1 D
Resent - Repl y- To
Resent - To
Ret ur n- Pat h
Sender
Sender

Subj ect

To

"From" (followed by space, not colon (:")
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RFC 1036

Approved
Contr ol

Di stribution
Expires

Fol | owup- To
Li nes

Newsgr oups
Organi zati on
Pat h

Sunmmar y

Xr ef

RFC 1049

Cont ent - Type

RFC 1327

Al ternate-recipient

Aut o- For war ded

Aut of or war ded
Content-ldentifier
Content-Return

Conver si on

Conver si on- Wt h-Loss

Del i very-Date

Di scar ded- X400- | PM5- Ext ensi ons
Di scar ded- X400- MTS- Ext ensi ons
Di scl ose- Reci pi ents

DL- Expansi on- Hi story

Expi ry-Date

Gener at e- Del i very- Report

| nport ance

I nconpl et e- Copy

Language

Message- Type Delivery

bsol etes

Ori gi nal - Encoded- | nf or mat i on- Types
Prevent - NonDel i very- Report
Priority

Repl y- By

Report

Sensitivity

Pal me I nf or mat i onal [ Page 22]
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RFC 1505

Encodi ng

RFC 1521

Cont ent - Descri ption
Content-1D

Cont ent - Transf er - Encodi ng
Cont ent - Type

M ME- Ver si on

RFC 1806

Cont ent - Di sposition

RFC 1864

Cont ent - MD5

RFC 1911

| nportance
Sensitivity

son- of - RFC1036 [ 21]

Al so- Control
Articl e- Nanes
Articl e- Updat es
See- Al so

Super sedes

Pal ne

I nternet Message Headers

I nf or mat i onal

February 1997
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Not | nternet standard

Apparently-to
Cont ent - Base

Cont ent - Lengt h

Cont ent - Locat i on
Content - SGML-Entity
Encodi ng

Errors-To

Ret ur n- Recei pt-To
Fax

"From" (not followed by ":")
Tel ef ax

Fcc

For - Comment

For - Handl i ng

Mai | - Syst em Ver si on
Mai | er

Organi sati on
Oiginating-Cient
Phone

St at us

Super sedes

X400- Cont ent - Ret urn
X- Mai | er

X- Newsr eader
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Appendi x B:
Al phabeti cal index

Secti on Headi ng- header

Al so- Contr ol
Al t er nat e- Reci pi ent
Apparently-To
Approved
Articl e- Nanes
Articl e- Updat es
6 Aut o- For war ded
bcc
cc
Client, see Originating-dient
Conment s
Cont ent - Base
Cont ent - Conver si on
Cont ent - Descri ption
Cont ent - Di sposition
Content-1D
Content-ldentifier
Cont ent - Language see al so Language
Cont ent - Lengt h
Cont ent - Locat i on
Cont ent - MD5
Content-Return
Content-SGML-Entity
Cont ent - Tr ansf er - Encodi ng
Cont ent - Type
Cont r ol
Conver si on
Conversion-Wth-Loss
Dat e
Del i very-Date

BRROOMDMWW

~NOoOWNR O
N

el
=)

ORRPWRRPRRPAMRLO
NN Www O

[ee]

Del i very-Report, see Generate-Delivery-Report,
Cont ent - Type

Del i very- Report, Non-Delivery-Report,
Description, see Content-Description
.16 Di scar ded- X400- | PMs- Ext ensi ons
Di scar ded- X400- MT'S- Ext ensi ons
3 Di scl ose- Reci pi ents
Di sposition, see Content-Disposition

w w o
'—\
(o]

3.4 Distribution