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| ETF CGui delines for Conduct
Status of this Meno

Thi s docunment specifies an Internet Best Current Practices for the
Internet Community, and requests discussion and suggestions for
i nprovenents. Distribution of this nmeno is unlimted.

Copyri ght Notice
Copyright (C) The Internet Society (2001). All Ri ghts Reserved.
Abst r act

Thi s docunent provides a set of guidelines for personal interaction
in the Internet Engineering Task Force. The Guidelines recognize the
diversity of |ETF participants, enphasize the value of nutual

respect, and stress the broad applicability of our work.

1. Introduction

The work of the IETF relies on cooperation anong a broad cultura
diversity of peoples, ideas, and conmmunication styles. The

Qui del i nes for Conduct informour interaction as we work together to
develop multiple, interoperable technologies for the Internet. Al

| ETF participants aimto abide by these Guidelines as we build
consensus in person, at |ETF neetings, and in e-nmail. |[|f conflicts
arise, we resolve themaccording to the procedures outlined in BCP
25.[ 1]

2. Principles of Conduct

1. IETF participants extend respect and courtesy to their coll eagues
at all tines.

| ETF participants come fromdiverse origins and backgrounds and
are equi pped with multiple capabilities and ideals. Regardless of
these individual differences, participants treat their coll eagues
with respect as persons--especially when it is difficult to agree
with them Seeing fromanother’s point of viewis often
revealing, even when it fails to be conpelling.
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English is the de facto | anguage of the IETF, but it is not the
native | anguage of many | ETF participants. Native English
speakers attenpt to speak clearly and a bit slowy and to limt
the use of slang in order to accommopdate the needs of all

|'i steners.

2. | ETF participants develop and test ideas inpartially, wthout
finding fault with the coll eague proposing the idea.

We di spute ideas by using reasoned argunent, rather than through
intimdation or ad homnemattack. O, said in a somewhat nore
| ETF-11i ke way:

"Reduce the heat and increase the light"

3. |ETF participants think globally, devising solutions that neet the
needs of diverse technical and operational environnents.

The goal of the IETF is to maintain and enhance a working, viable,
scal abl e, global Internet, and the problens we encounter are
genuinely very difficult. W understand that "scaling is the
ultimate problent and that many ideas quite workable in the small
fail this crucial test. |ETF participants use their best

engi neering judgnment to find the best solution for the whole
Internet, not just the best solution for any particul ar network,
technol ogy, vendor, or user. W followthe intellectual property
gui delines outlined in BCP 9.[2]

4. Individuals who attend Working Goup neetings are prepared to
contribute to the ongoing work of the group

| ETF participants who attend Working G oup neetings read the

rel evant Internet-Drafts, RFCs, and e-mail archives beforehand, in
order to fam liarize thenselves with the technol ogy under

di scussion. This may represent a challenge for newconers, as e-
mai | archives can be difficult to | ocate and search, and it may
not be easy to trace the history of |ongstandi ng Wrking G oup
debates. Wth that in mnd, newonmers who attend Wirki ng G oup
meetings are encouraged to observe and absorb whatever materia
they can, but should not interfere with the ongoing process of the
group. Working Group neetings run on a very limted tine
schedul e, and are not intended for the education of individuals.
The work of the group will continue on the mailing Iist, and many
questions would be better expressed on the list in the nonths that
fol | ow.
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3. Security Considerations

| ETF participants review each Internet protocol for security
concerns, and these concerns are incorporated in the description of
each protocol.
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7. Full Copyright Statenent
Copyright (C) The Internet Society (2001). All R ghts Reserved.

Thi s docunent and translations of it may be copied and furnished to
others, and derivative works that comment on or otherwi se explain it
or assist in its inplenentation my be prepared, copied, published
and distributed, in whole or in part, without restriction of any

ki nd, provided that the above copyright notice and this paragraph are
included on all such copies and derivative works. However, this
docunent itself may not be nodified in any way, such as by renoving
the copyright notice or references to the Internet Society or other
I nternet organi zations, except as needed for the purpose of
devel opi ng I nternet standards in which case the procedures for
copyrights defined in the Internet Standards process nust be
followed, or as required to translate it into | anguages ot her than
Engl i sh.

The Iimted perm ssions granted above are perpetual and will not be
revoked by the Internet Society or its successors or assigns.

Thi s docunent and the information contained herein is provided on an
"AS |S" basis and THE | NTERNET SOCI ETY AND THE | NTERNET ENG NEERI NG
TASK FORCE DI SCLAI M5 ALL WARRANTI ES, EXPRESS OR | MPLI ED, | NCLUDI NG
BUT NOT LI M TED TO ANY WARRANTY THAT THE USE OF THE | NFORMATI ON
HEREI N W LL NOT | NFRI NGE ANY RI GHTS OR ANY | MPLI ED WARRANTI ES OF
MERCHANTABI LI TY OR FI TNESS FOR A PARTI CULAR PURPCSE
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