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Overvi ew

Thi s docunent describes the collaboration process between the ITUT
and |1 SOC/ | ETF. The process was docunented by ITUT at its TSAG

(Tel ecomuni cati on Standardi zati on Advi sory Group) neeting in

Sept enber 1998. All participants of this neeting (including Study

G oup chairnmen and the 1SOC Vice President for Standards) assisted in
the creation of this docunment. Subsequently, it was sent to all

I TUT Study Groups and | SO | ETF to ensure that everyone was aware of
the process. Feedback is requested by the next neeting of TSAGin

April 1999. This docunent is identical to the docunent produced by
TSAG

Pl ease send any comments on this docunent to | SOC at poi sed@is.com
and for information to the ITU T TSAG group at tsagco-op@tu.int

| SOC/ | ETF and | TU-T Col | aborati on

1 Scope

This Liaison is sent to all ITUT Study Groups to encourage and ai d
in the understandi ng of coll aboration on standards devel opnment
between the ITUT and the Internet Society (1SOC) / Internet

Engi neering Task Force (I ETF). Feedback to TSAG is encouraged before
its next nmeeting in April 1999.
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2 I ntroduction

The tel econmuni cation industry is faced with an explosion in growh
of the Internet and other IP (Internet Protocol) based networks.
Operators, manufacturers and software/application providers alike are
reconsi dering their business directions and Standards Devel opment
Organi zations and Foruns and Consortia are facing an i nmense

chall enge to address this situation. These challenges were
considered by TSAG at its neeting in Geneva, 7-11 Septenber 1998,
where it recogni zed that although the ITUT and | SOJ | ETF are al ready
col l aborating in a nunber of areas, this collaboration nust be
strengthened within the context of changes in work enphasis and
direction within the ITUT on studies related to | P based networks.

For example, many Study Groups (e.g., 7, 8 & 16) already address
several the aspects of |P based networks. Further, new IP rel ated
work activities are starting in other Study Goups (e.g., 4, 11 &
13). There are many potential areas of interest to | TUT Study
Goups in the IP area that should be investigated (e.g., signaling,
routing, security, nunbering & addressing, integrated managenent,
performance, IP - telecominterworking, access). Since many of these
areas are also being investigated by the IETF, there is a requirenent
for close collaboration.

Recommendations A.4, A5 and A 6 already docunent the process for
wor ki ng with other organizations and their docunents. Since there
are no specific guidelines on the process of collaboration with the

| ETF, this liaison is nmeant to provide that information. The current
| evel of cooperation between the ITU- T and the | ETF should be built
upon to ensure that the conpetence and experience of each

organi zation is brought to bear in the nost effective nanner and in
col | aboration with the other

3 CGui dance on Col |l aboration

TSAG has been nmade aware of several instances of existing successful
col | aborati on between the ITUT and I SO | ETF. This section builds
on this existing process and details sone of the nore inportant

gui dance points that Study G oups should be aware of in their

col | aboration with | SOJ | ETF.

3.1 Howto interact on ITUT or | ETF work itens
Study Groups that have identified work topics that are Internet
rel ated shoul d evaluate the relationship with topics defined in the

| ETF. Current | ETF Working G oups and their charters (IETF
definition of the scope of work) are listed in the | ETF archives (see
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section 3.5). A Study G oup nay decide that devel opnent of a
Reconmendati on on a particular topic may benefit from col | aboration
with the | ETF.

The Study Group should identify this collaboration in its work plan
(specifically in that of each Question involved), describing the goal
of the collaboration and its expected outcone. It is anticipated
that an | ETF Working Group woul d al so evaluate and identify areas of
relationship with the ITUT and docunent the collaboration with the
I TUT Study Goup inits charter.

The followi ng sections outline a process that can be used to enable
each group to | earn about the others new work itens.

3.1.1 Howthe ITUT |learns about existing | ETF work itens

The responsibility is on individual Study Groups to review the
current | ETF Wirking Groups to determine if there are any topics of
mutual interest. Should a Study G oup believe that there is an
opportunity for collaboration on a topic of nutual interest it should
contact both the | ETF Wrking Goup Chair and the Area Director
responsi bl e.

3.1.2 Howthe ITUT | earns about proposed new | ETF work itens

The I ETF maintains a mailing list for the distribution and di scussion
of proposed new Wirking Goup charters anongst the nanagenent team
To add or change a subscription to this list, send a nmessage to

i esg-secretary@etf.org indicating who you are and that you woul d
like to subscribe to the New Work mailing list. Details on the |ist
process will be emmiled to each subscri ber.

It is recomended that each Study G oup chairnman (or a del egate)
subscribe to this list and nonitor the new work itens for possible
overlap or interest to their Study Goup. It is expected that this
mailing list will see one or two nessages per nonth. Chairnmen shoul d
identify their comments on these charters by responding to the | ESG
mailing list at iesg@etf.org clearly indicating their ITU T position
and the nature of their concern. It should be noted that the | ETF
turnaround tinme for new Working G oup charters is one week. As a
result, the mailing list should be consistently nonitored.

3.1.3 How the IETF | earns about ITU T work itens
An initial list of Internet related topics in ITUT Study G oups
based on the situation as of 11 Septenber is being provided to the

Vice President of Standards for |SOC for distribution to the
appropriate IETF interested individuals and will be copied to all
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| TUT Study G oup Chairnmen. The intention is for Study G oups to
forward updates to the Vice President of Standards for |SOC as they
occur.

It is expected that any I ETF Working Group interest with the topics
bei ng covered by the ITUT will be forwarded to individual Study
Group Chairmen (or the lead Study Goup Chairman) by the Vice

Presi dent of Standards for | SCC.

3.2 Representation

| SOC, including its standards body | ETF, have been admitted by the

| TU Council to participate in the work of the ITUT. As a result,

| SOC del egates are therefore afforded equivalent rights to those of
other ITUT Study Goup participants (see 3.2.1). Conversely, ITUT
del egates may participate in the work of the I ETF as individuals or
be recognized as I TU T del egates (see 3.2.2). To pronpote
collaboration it is useful to facilitate comruni cati on between the
organi zations as further described bel ow.

3.2.1 |ETF Recognition at ITUT

Participants fromthe | ETF may participate in ITUT neetings as | SOC
del egates if the appropriate | ETF Wrking Goup (or area) has
approved their attendance. This approval will be conmunicated to the
TSB in the formof a registration for a particular I TU T neeting by
the Vice President of Standards for | SCC.

3.2.2 ITU T Recognition at |1SOC | ETF

| TUT Study Group Chairmen can authorize one or nore nenbers to
attend an | ETF neeting as an official ITU T del egate speaki ng on
behal f of the Study Goup (or a particular Rapporteur Goup). The
Study G oup Chairman conmuni cates the ITU T |ist of del egates by
emai|l to the Vice President of Standards for |ISCC and also to the
Study Group. The enmil address of the Vice President of Standards
for 1SCC is vp-standards@ soc. org.

3. 2.3 Communi cati on contacts

To foster ongoi ng comuni cati on between the ITU T and | SOC | ETF, it
is inportant to identify and establish contact points within ITUT
Study Groups for specific | ETF topics of nmutual interest. It is
beneficial to identify these contact points early and in sone cases
the contact point identified by each organi zati on nay be the sane
individual. It is responsibility of a Study Group to establish the
contact points with the |ETF and maintain the list on its web page.
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An exanpl e of communi cation contacts that is suggested to Study
Groups has both a high Ievel and a working |evel:

1. ITUT Study Goup Chairman and | ETF Area Director

An | ETF Area Director is the individual responsible for overseeing
a mpj or focus of activity with a scope simlar to that of an ITUT
Study Group Chairman. These positions are both relatively |ong-
term (of several years) and offer the stability of contact points
bet ween the two organi zations for a given topic.

2. ITUT Rapporteur and | ETF Wrking G oup Chair

An | ETF Working G oup Chair is an individual who is assigned to

| ead the work on a specific task within one particular area with a
scope simlar to that of an I TUT Rapporteur. These positions are
wor ki ng positions (of a year or nore) that typically end when the
work on a specific topic ends. Collaboration here is very
beneficial to ensure the actual work gets done. Note that the
current |IETF Area Directors and Wrking Goup chairs can be found
in the | ETF Working G oup charters. The current ITU T Study G oup
chai rmen and Rapporteurs are listed on the I TUT web page.

Both the ITUT and | ETF nmay assign their contact point function(s) to
ot her individuals than those suggested as it deens appropriate.

3.2.4 Conmuni cati on

I nf ormal conmuni cati on between contact points and experts of both
organi zations i s encouraged. However, note that formal comunication
froman ITUT Study Goup, Wrking Party or Rapporteur to an

associ ated | ETF contact point nust be explicitly approved and
identified as comng fromthe Study G oup, Wrking Party or
Rapporteur G oup, respectively. Conversely, formal comunication
froman | ETF Working G oup or Area Director nust also be explicitly
approved and identified before forwarding to any I TU- T contact.
Formal conmuni cation is intended to allow the sharing of positions
between the I ETF and the | TU-T outside of actual docunments (as
described in 3.3). This would cover such things as conments on
docunents and requests for input. The approved comunication is
sinply enmailed fromone body contact to another (the appropriate
mailing lists, as described in 3.2.5 may be copied).

3.2.5 Miiling Lists

Al I ETF Wrking Goups and all ITU T Study G oup Questions have
associated mailing |ists.
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In the IETF, the mailing list is the primary vehicle for discussion
and decision making. It is recommended the ITU- T experts interested
in particular | ETF working group topics subscribe to and participate
in these lists. The | ETF Working Group mailing |ist subscription and
archive information are noted in each Wrking Goup’s charter. In the
I TUT, the TSB has set up formal mailing lists for Questions, Wrking
Parties and other topics within Study G oups (nore detail can be
found on the ITU website.). These nailing lists are typically used
for discussion of ITUT contributions. Note that individual
subscribers to this list nmust be affiliated with an | TU-T nenber (at
this tine, there is no blanket inclusion of all |ETF participants as
menbers, however, as a nenber | SOC may designhate representatives to
subscribe). Alternatively, ITUT nenbers operate personal mailing
lists on various topics with no restrictions on nenbership (e.g.,

| ETF participants are wel cone).

3.3 Docunent Shari ng

During the course of ITU T and | ETF col |l aboration it is inportant to
share working drafts and docunents anong the technical working
groups. Initial proposed concepts and specifications typically can
be circulated by email (often just repeating the concept and not
including the details of the specification) on both the | ETF and
ITUT mailing lists. 1In addition, working texts (or URLS) of draft
Recommendati ons or RFCs (Internet Drafts) may al so be sent between

t he organi zati ons as descri bed bel ow.

3.3.1 I|ETFto ITUT

| ETF docunents (e.g., Internet Drafts) can be submitted to a Study
Goup as a Contribution fromISOC. 1In order to ensure that the | ETF
has properly authorized this, the IETF Wrking G oup nust agree that
the specific drafts are of nutual interest and that there is a
benefit in forwarding themto the ITUT for review, conment and
potential use. Once agreed, the Vice President Standards for |SCC
woul d review the Wrking Goup request and give approval. The
contributions would then be forwarded (with the noted approval) to
the TSB for circulation as a Study G oup Contribution.

3.3.2 ITU-T to I ETF

A Study Group nmay send texts of draft new Recommendations to the |IETF
as contributions in the formof Internet Drafts. |Internet Drafts are
| ETF tenporary docunents that expire six nonths after being

publi shed. The Study G oup nmust decide that there is a benefit in
forwarding themto the | ETF for review, conment and potential use.
Terns of reference for Rapporteur G oup neetings may authorize
Rapporteur G oups to send working docunents, in the form of Internet
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Drafts, to the IETF. |In both cases, the docunent editor would be
instructed to prepare the contribution in Internet Draft format (in
ASClI | and optionally postscript format as per RFC 2223) and submt it
to the Internet Draft editor (email: internet-drafts@etf.org).

Al ternatively, the Study Group or Rapporteur G oup could agree to
post the docunment on a web site and nerely docunent its existence
with a short Internet Draft that contains a sumary and the docunent
URL.

Bot h the Rapporteur and the Docunent Editor should be identified as
contacts in the contribution. The contribution nust also clearly
indicate that the Internet Draft is a working docunent of a
particular ITUT Study G oup.

3.3.3 ITU-T & I ETF

It is envisaged that the processes of 3.3.1 & 3.3.2 will often be
used sinmul taneously by both an I ETF Working Group and an | TU-T Study
Goup to collaborate on a topic of nmutual interest. It is also

envi saged that the outcone of the collaboration will be the

docunentation in full by one body and its referencing by the other
(see section 3.4 for details). That is, commpn or joint text is

di scour aged because of the current differences in approval, revision
and stability of approved docunents for publication by each body.

3.4 Sinple cross referencing

| T T Recommendation A 5, specifically its Annex A and the
application guidelines attached, describes the process for
referencing |ETF RFCs in I TU T Recommendations. | ETF RFC 2026,
specifically section 7.1.1, describes the process for referencing
ot her open standards (like ITU- T Recomendations) in | ETF RFCs.

3.5 Additional itens
Several URLs to | ETF procedures are provided here for information:

RFC2223 - Instructions to RFC Aut hors, Cctober 1997
ftp://ftp.isi.edu/in-notes/rfc2223.txt

RFC2026 - The Internet Standards Process Revision 3, Cctober 1996
ftp://ftp.isi.edu/in-notes/rfc2026. txt

RFC2418 - | ETF Working Group Cuidelines and Procedures, Septenber
1998 ftp://ftp.isi.edu/in-notes/rfc2418.txt

Current list and status of all IETF RFCs ftp://ftp.isi.edul/in-
not es/ rfc-i ndex. t xt

Current list and description of all IETF Internet Drafts:
ftp://ftp.ietf.org/internet-drafts/lid-abstracts.txt
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Current list of IETF Working G oups and their Charters: (includes
Area Directors and Chair contacts, Mailing list information, etc.)
http://ww.ietf.org/htm.charters/wyg-dir.htm

Current ITUT information can be found on the I TU website: (includes
contacts, organization, Recommendations for purchase, mailing |ist
info, etc.) http://ww.itu.int

4. Acknow edgnents

The process was docunented by ITUT at its TSAG (Tel ecomruni cati on
St andar di zati on Advi sory Group) neeting in Septenber 1998. All
participants of this nmeeting (including Study G oup chairnen and the
| SOC Vice President for Standards) assisted in the creation of this
docunent. Subsequently, it was sent to all ITUT Study G oups and

| SOC/ I ETF to ensure that everyone was aware of the process. Feedback
is requested by the next neeting of TSAGin April 1999.

5. Security Considerations

This type of non-protocol docunent does not directly effect the
security of the Internet.

6. Authors’ Addresses

| TU-T Contact:

R F. Brett

Nortel Networks

P. O Box 3511, Station C
Otawa, ON K1Y 4H7
Canada

Phone: +1-613-828-0902
Fax: +1- 613- 828- 9408
EMail: rfbrett@ortel.ca

| SOC Cont act :

Scott O Bradner
Harvard University

Hol yoke Center, Room 876
1350 Mass. Ave.

Canbri dge, MA 02138
USA

Phone: +1 617 495 3864
EMai | : sob@arvard. edu

Brett, et. al. I nf or mat i onal [ Page 8]



RFC 2436 | SOC/ I ETF - I TU-T Col |l aboration Cct ober 1998

Edi t or:

d enn W Parsons

Nortel Networks

P. O Box 3511, Station C
Otawa, ON K1Y 4H7
Canada

Phone: +1-613-763-7582

Fax: +1-613- 763- 4461

EMai | : d enn. Parsons@\ortel.ca
7. References

[ A 4] | TUT Recommendation A.4 - Communi cation process between
| TU-T and forunms and consortia, COctober 1996.

[ A 5] | TUT Recommendation A5 - Generic procedures for including
references to docunents to other organizations in ITUT
Recomendat i ons, January 1998.

[ A 6] | T T Reconmendation A.6 - Cooperation and exchange of
i nformati on between | TU-T and national and regional
st andar ds devel opnment organi zati ons, Septenber 1998.

[ RFC2026] Bradner, S., "The Internet Standards Process - Revision 3",
BCP 9, RFC 2026, Cctober 1996

[ RFC2223] Postel, J. and J. Reynolds, "lInstructions to RFC Authors",
RFC 2223, Cctober 1997.

[ RFC2418] Bradner, S., "IETF Wrking Goup Cuidelines and
Procedures", BCP 25, RFC 2418, Septenber 1998.

8. Full ITU Copyright Statenent
Copyright (C) I1TU (1998). Al Rights Reserved.
No part of this publication nmay be reproduced or utilized in any form

or by any neans, electronic or nechanical, including photocopying and
mcrofilm w thout permission in witing fromthe |ITU

Brett, et. al. I nf or mat i onal [ Page 9]



RFC 2436 | SOC/ I ETF - I TU-T Col |l aboration Cct ober 1998

9. Annex A

APPL| CATI ON GUI DELI NES ON REFERENCI NG DOCUMENTS FROM OTHER
ORGANI ZATI ONS

PART | - Devel oped by TSAG at its January 1998 Meeting

The foll owi ng guidelines should be used in conjunction with the
rel evant provisions of Reconmendations A 3, A4, A5 and A 23.

1. Omnershi p/ Change Contro
- When considering using naterial fromother organizations it is
preferable to only include references to other standards,
rather than incorporate text froma standard in the body of a
Recommendati on. Exceptionally, full text incorporation is
necessary rather than a reference where Recommrendati ons havi ng
regul atory connotations are concer ned.

- Reference should be made to the particular issue of a standard.
In this way the ITUT is in control of what is actually
referenced even if the source organi zati on updates the
st andard.

- References to standards from other organi zati ons should only be
made where those organi zati ons continue to provide public
access to the version referenced even when updated versions are
i ssued.

- Wien a draft Recommendation is being prepared and the intention
is to reference a standard from anot her organi zation, that
organi zati on shoul d be advised by the TSB of the ITUT s
i ntention and should be requested to notify the ITUT of any
i npendi ng changes to the standard and of any reissues of the
standard. (This request may be part of the correspondence
descri bed in Recommendation A 5, section 2.4.) It is however
the responsibility of the Study Goup to regularly reviewits
Recomrendati ons and check if the references are correct and if
necessary to reissue the Recomnmendation with revised references
(and where necessary nake changes in the body of the
Reconmendati on where the reference is nade.).

- Shoul d an organi zation intend to renove conpletely an earlier
version of a standard the ITU T should be advised so that it
can either incorporate the text in the Recommendati on or change
the reference to a later version

2. Access
- The objective is to have referenced standards freely avail abl e
via the Wb so that people purchasing a Recormendati on may get
access to the references. A warning should be given to
purchasers of |ITU T Recomendati ons that they nay have to
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3.

4.

PART |

addi tionally purchase the referenced standards. This could be
done by including a note to such effect in the introduction to
Recommendati ons where references are included.

- When devel opi ng a Recommendati on where consideration is being
given to using references to other standards the Study G oup
shoul d investigate with the TSB whether the referenced text
will be available free of charge or if a paynment will be
required. This should be taken into account by the Study G oup
as it may influence the decision to use the reference.

| PR

- In principle, if the IPR policy of the organization owing a
referenced standard is nore stringent than that of the ITUT
then there should not be any I PR problens with including the
reference. However, this nay not be the case with al
organi zations. Further guidelines are being prepared by the
Director of the TSB.

Appr ova
- The approval procedures in Resolution 1 have to be followed for

Recommendati ons contai ning references (wholly or in part) to
standards from ot her bodies even in the case where the
Reconmendation is just a reference to another standard.

| - Devel oped by TSAG at its Septenber 1998 Meeti ng

The foll owi ng guidelines should be used in conjunction with
Recomrendati on A 5.

1

Brett,

Nest ed Ref erences

| ssue: RFCs often contain references to related RFCs and I TU-T
Recomrendati ons which, in turn, nmay contain references to other
RFCs and Recommendations. It is unclear how to handl e these nested
references in the context of A 5.

Quideline: Each tinme an RFC is referenced within an ITUT
Recommendation, all references within that RFC should be listed in
the report docunenting the decision of the Study Group. No further
treatnment is necessary, although the Study Group nay wish to

i nvestigate those references further on a case-by-case basis. The
same gui delines apply when referencing the docunents of other

or gani zati ons.

Subsequent Referencing of the Same Docunent

Issue: It is possible that the same RFC may be consi dered for
referencing in nultiple Recormendations. It is unclear what
evaluation is required in subsequent references.
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Brett,

Qui deline: The justification for referencing the sane docunent in
di fferent Reconmendations is likely to be different. Consequently,
it is inmportant that separate eval uations be made each tine the
docunment is referenced. However, only items 1 - 8 in Appendix |
(and Annex A) of Recommendation A5 need to be conpleted if the
ref erenced organi zati on has al ready been qualified per Section 3
of A5 Since itens 9 and 10 are dependent on the organi zati on and
not on the docunent, they need to be conpleted only the first tinme
a docunent fromthat organization is being considered for
referencing and only if such information has not been docunented
al r eady.

Avai l ability of Referenced Documnent

| ssue: Paragraph 2.2.10 of A 5 requires that the contributing
Study Group nenber provide a full copy of the existing docunent.
It is unclear whether paper copies are mandatory or whet her

el ectronic availability, for exanple, on a Wb site, is
sufficient.

Qui del i ne: The objective is to have referenced docunents avail abl e
via the Wb at no cost so that the Study Group nenbers may proceed
with their evaluation. Accordingly, if a referenced docunent is
available in this manner, it is sufficient for the contributing
menber to provide its exact |ocation on the Web. On the ot her

hand, if the docunent is not available in this manner, a full copy
must be provided (in electronic format if perm ssible by the

ref erenced organi zati on, otherw se in paper format).

Ref erenci ng of | ETF Docunents

Issue: It is unclear whether or not it is appropriate to reference
RFCs that are not on the standards track (the "Informational" and
"Experinmental" RFCs) or those that are at the first |evel of
standardi zati on (the "Proposed Standard" RFCs).

Gui del i ne: Some outputs of organizations may not be appropriate
for normative referencing, others may not be appropriate for any
referencing, normative or informative. In the case of the IETF, it
is not appropriate to make any references to "Internet Drafts" or
to "Historic" RFCs as noted in A'5. In addition, it is not
appropriate to make normative references to RFCs that are

consi dered "Informational" or "Experinmental". References to RFCs
that have the status of "Proposed Standards" should be made with
cauti on and shoul d be eval uated on a case-by-case basis because
such standards are considered immture in the sense that they may
change if problens are found in real inplenmentations or if better
solutions are identified.
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5. | ETF Address Changes
The el ectronic address of the | ETF archives has changed.

Accordingly the addresses in itens 4 and 9.8 of Annex A should be

changed, respectively to:
for the I PR archive

http://www. ietf.org/ipr.htm -
http://www. rfc-editor.org/rfc.htm - for the RFC archive
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Ful I Copyright Statenent
Copyright (C) The Internet Society (1998). Al Rights Reserved.

Thi s docunent and translations of it nmay be copied and furnished to
ot hers, and derivative works that comment on or otherw se explain it
or assist inits inplenentation may 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
i ncluded 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 zati ons, 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 |Ianguages other than
Engli sh.

The limted 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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