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Status of this Meno

This menmo provides information for the Internet community. It does

not specify an Internet standard of any kind. Distribution of this

meno is unlimted.
Copyri ght Notice

Copyright (C) The Internet Society (2003). All R ghts Reserved.
Abst ract

The Connection-less Lightweight Directory Access Protocol (CLDAP)
techni cal specification, RFC 1798, was published in 1995 as a

Proposed Standard. This docunent discusses the reasons why the CLDAP

techni cal specification has not been furthered on the Standard Track
Thi s docunent recommends that RFC 1798 be noved to Historic status.

1. Background

Connection-1ess Lightweight Directory Access Protocol (CLDAP)
[ RFC1798] was published in 1995 as a Proposed Standard. The protoco
was targeted at applications which require | ookup of small anopunts of
information held in the directory. The protocol avoids the overhead
of establishing (and closing) a connection and the session bind and
unbi nd operations needed in connection-oriented directory access
protocols. The CLDAP was designed to conpl enent version 2 of the
Li ght wei ght Directory Access Protocol (LDAPv2) [RFC1777], now

Hi storic [H STORI C].

In the seven years since its publication, CLDAP has not becone w dely
depl oyed on the Internet. There are a nunber of probable reasons for

this:

- Limted functionality:
+ anonynous only,
+ read only,
+ small result sizes only, and
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Insufficient security capabilities:
+ no integrity protection,
+ no confidentiality protection
- I nadequate internationalization support;
- Insufficient extensibility; and
- Lack of multiple independently devel oped inpl enentati ons.

The CLDAP technical specification has normative references to
mul ti pl e obsol ete technical specifications including X 501(88),
X.511(88), RFC 1487 (the predecessor to RFC 1777, the now Historic
LDAPv2 technical specification). Unless the technical specification
were to be updated, CLDAP cannot remmin on the standards track
because of the Normative reference to a Historic RFC

The community recogni zed in the m d-1990s that CLDAP needed to be
updated. In response to this, the | ETF chartered the LDAP Extensions
Worki ng Group (LDAPext WG) in 1997 to undertake this update. The
LDAPext WG i s concl udi ng wi thout producing an update to CLDAP
Currently, there is no standardization effort to update CLDAP

It should be noted that the comunity still has interest in
devel opi ng a "connection-less" directory access protocol. However,
based on operational experience, has determ ned that further
experinentation is necessary to address outstanding technical issues.
In particular, security considerations associated with
"connection-less" services need to be addressed.

2. Reconmendati on
As there is no viable standardi zation effort to update CLDAP as
necessary to keep it on the standards track and the conmunity
currently considers this an area requiring further experimentation,
RFC 1798 nust be noved to Historic status.
It is recommended that those interested in connection-less access to
X. 500- based directory services experinment with [ LDAPUDP] and ot her
alternatives which m ght becone avail abl e.

3. Security Considerations

The security of the Internet will not be inpacted by the retirenent
of CLDAP.
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8.

Ful I Copyright Statenent
Copyright (C) The Internet Society (2003). 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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