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Status of This Meno

This meno defines an Experinmental Protocol for the Internet
community. It does not specify an Internet standard of any kind.
Di scussi on and suggestions for inprovenent are requested.
Distribution of this meno is unlimted.

Copyri ght Notice
Copyright (C) The Internet Society (2006).

Abst ract
Di scussion in the comunity has begun to questi on whether RFC 3683
and RFC 3934 provide the appropriate flexibility for nanagi ng
I nternet Engineering Task Force (IETF) mailing lists. This docunent
is an RFC 3933 experiment designed to allow the community to
experinment with a broader set of tools for mailing |ist nmanagenent
while trying to determ ne what the | ong-term guidelines should be.
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1. Introduction

As di scussed in RFC 3683, the | ETF needs to have rules of conduct to
limt disruptive or abusive behavior while permtting a fair and open
forum for the discussion of Internet standardization. The |IETF has a
I ong and conplicated history of rules for managi ng conduct on its
mailing lists.
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RFC 2418 [ RFC2418] pernitted individuals to be bl ocked from posting
toamiling list: "As a last resort and after explicit warnings, the
Area Director, with the approval of the IESG nmay request that the
mai ling list maintainer block the ability of the offending individua
to post to the mailing list." RFC 2418 also allowed other forns of
mailing list control to be applied with the approval of the area
director and Internet Engineering Steering Goup (IESG. However,
RFC 2418 applied only to working group mailing lists.

The | ETF di scussion |list charter [RFC3005] provides guidelines for
ietf@etf.org. These guidelines provide nore flexibility than RFC
2418. "The | ETF Chair, the | ETF Executive Director, or a sergeant-
at-arns appointed by the Chair is enpowered to restrict posting by a
person, or of a thread, when the content is inappropriate and
represents a pattern of abuse. They are encouraged to take into
account the overall nature of the postings by an individual and

whet her particul ar postings are an aberration or typical. Conplaints
regarding their decisions should be referred to the 1AB." In
particular it appears that these decisions do not follow the nornma
appeal s path outlined in RFC 2026 [ RFC2026] .

RFC 3683 [ RFC3683] provides a procedure for banning naned individual s
fromposting to an IETF nailing list for at |east one year. However

once such a ban is put in place for one nmailing list, the individuals
responsible for other ETF mailing lists can unilaterally renove the

posting rights of that individual

RFC 3934 [ RFC3934] anends RFC 2418 and grants the working group chair
the ability to suspend a nmenber’s posting rights for 30 days.
However, it appears to remove the ability of the AD and IESGto
approve | onger suspensions or alternative procedures: "Qher nethods
of mailing list control, including | onger suspensions, nust be
carried out in accordance with other |ETF-approved procedures.” An
argunent could be nade that the anmendnment was not intended to renove
t he al ready-approved procedures in RFC 2418, although a perhaps
stronger argunent can be nade that the actual textual changes have
the effect of renoving these procedures.

The 1 ESG has issued a statenent on mailing |ist nmanagenment [I|ESGLI ST]
that allows working group mailing lists to be noderated. Under this
procedure, specific off-topic postings could be discarded. However,
this procedure does not allow the posting rights of an individual to
be suspended; it sinply allows the list as a whole to be noderat ed.

The 1 ESG i ssued a statement on disruptive postings [l ESGD SRUPT]

This statenent applies procedures sinmlar to RFC 3934 and to the
statenent on noderated lists to non-working group lists.
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The result of these guidelines is that there is a | arge gap between
the level s of sanction that can be applied. An individual can be
suspended froma working group list easily for 30 days. However, the
only option available to the |ESG that permts a | onger suspension
for any list besides ietf@etf.org is the ability to suspend an

i ndividual for an indefinite tinme period fromone list. This
suspensi on can expand to any |ETF list without community or |ESG

i nvol venent. This menmp is an RFC 3933 [ RFC3933] experinment to
provide the IESGwith the ability to create additional mechanisnms to
manage | ETF mailing lists while the community decides what nailing
list guidelines are appropriate. |In particular, this experinent
allows the IESGto create a |l evel of sanction between RFC 3934 and
RFC 3683 for working group lists and to create sanctions other than
RFC 3683 for non-working group lists. The goal of this experinent is
to inmprove the functioning of IETF mailing lists while keeping the
process open and fair. This experinent is successful if it gives the
community useful input on howto design a nmailing |list nmanagenent
process. It is not expected that this experinment will be adopted in
its current formas a pernmanent Best Current Practice (BCP)

2. Requirenments notation

The key words "MJST", "MJST NOT", "REQUI RED', "SHALL", "SHALL NOT",
"SHOULD', "SHOULD NOT", "RECOMMENDED', "MAY"', and "OPTIONAL" in this
docunent are to be interpreted as described in [ RFC2119].

3. Definition of IETF Mailing List

Thi s experinent applies to all IETF mailing lists, including those
not associated with a working group. The definition of a working
group list is clear, but the definition of an IETF mailing |ist

compr ehensi ve enough to include all 1ETF mailing lists is not

obvious. For the purpose of this experinent, an I|ETF mailing list is
defined as foll ows.

An "IETF mailing list" is defined as the IETF list itself, any
mailing list operated to further the work of a current |ETF Wrking
Goup (W9, any mailing list created for W5 use but retained for
ongoi ng di scussion after that W5 was shut down, any mailing |ist
created in support of an I ETF-specified procedure (including nailing
|ists whose purpose is the discussion of registration actions), and
any nailing list hosted on any site or system operated by the | ASA or
otherw se on behalf of the IETF. Miiling lists |listed at
https://datatracker.ietf.org/public/nwg_list.cgi are explicitly
included in this definition.
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4.

The Experi nent

Thi s experinment runs for a period of 18 nonths. During the
experinment period, the | ESG MAY approve other methods of mailing |ist
control besides those outlined in RFC 3683 and RFC 3934 to be used on
a specified set of IETF mailing lists. Such nmethods include but are
not limted to suspending the posting rights of an individual beyond
30 days on those lists. Under such procedures the | ESG nay del egate
the authority to performlonger-term suspensions of specific

i ndividuals on specific mailing lists.

The procedures of this meno MJUST NOT be used to suspend the posting
rights of an individual beyond the period of the experiment. The
procedures of this memo MUST NOT be used to linmt an individual’s
ability to read the contents of a mailing list.

The |1 ESG MUST informthe community in a public statenent of any
procedures for nailing |ist nanagenent approved under this
experinent. Such a statenent should include the description of the
procedure and the description of mailing lists to which it applies or
an indication that it applies to all IETF mailing lists. The |IESG
MUST nake a public announcenent of a new procedure at |east 14 days
prior to the procedure taking effect. Although the conmunity is
encouraged to coment on any | ESG action, comunity consensus i s not
required to approve such a procedure. Al currently active
procedures under this experinent MJUST be nade public in an
appropriate, easy-to-find |ocation

Sancti ons nmade under this nmenbo nmay be appeal ed using the procedures
outlined in [ RFC2026] .

How t he Experinment May Be Used (I nformative)

The 1 ESG coul d approve a procedure allowing it to suspend an
i ndi vidual fromone or nore nailing lists for a fixed period of tine
greater than 30 days.

Al so, the IESG could del egate this power. Two types of del egation
are envisioned. 1In the first, the | ESG has a procedure that allows
it to suspend a named individual froma list and to grant the
managers of that |list the delegated authority to continue to apply

| onger suspensions if disruptive behavior continues. In the second,
the | ESG approves a procedure that specifies a set of lists and
al l ows managers of those lists to take action unilaterally after an
initial suspension in a manner simlar to RFC 3683.
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6. Security Considerations

Thi s docunent describes a nodification to the | ETF process for
managi ng mailing list discussions. 1t has no security

consi der ati ons.
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Ful I Copyright Statenent
Copyright (C) The Internet Society (2006).

Thi s docunent is subject to the rights, licenses and restrictions
contained in BCP 78, and except as set forth therein, the authors
retain all their rights.

Thi s docunent and the information contained herein are provided on an
"AS | S" basis and THE CONTRI BUTOR, THE ORGANI ZATI ON HE/ SHE REPRESENTS
OR | S SPONSORED BY (I F ANY), THE | NTERNET SOCI ETY AND THE | NTERNET
ENG NEERI NG TASK FORCE DI SCLAI M ALL WARRANTI ES, EXPRESS OR | MPLI ED

I NCLUDI NG BUT NOT LI M TED TO ANY WARRANTY THAT THE USE CF 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

Intellectual Property

The | ETF takes no position regarding the validity or scope of any
Intell ectual Property Rights or other rights that mght be clainmed to
pertain to the inplenentation or use of the technol ogy described in
this docunment or the extent to which any |license under such rights

m ght or might not be avail able; nor does it represent that it has
made any i ndependent effort to identify any such rights. [Information
on the procedures with respect to rights in RFC docunents can be
found in BCP 78 and BCP 79.

Copi es of I PR disclosures nmade to the | ETF Secretariat and any
assurances of licenses to be nade available, or the result of an
attenpt made to obtain a general |icense or permssion for the use of
such proprietary rights by inplenenters or users of this
specification can be obtained fromthe | ETF on-line | PR repository at
http://ww.ietf.org/ipr

The IETF invites any interested party to bring to its attention any
copyrights, patents or patent applications, or other proprietary
rights that nmay cover technology that nay be required to inpl enent
this standard. Please address the information to the |ETF at
ietf-ipr@etf.org.
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