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Abstract

Thi s docunent reclassifies several TCP extensions that have never
seen wi despread use to Historic status. The affected RFCs are RFC
1072, RFC 1106, RFC 1110, RFC 1145, RFC 1146, RFC 1379, RFC 1644, and
RFC 1693.

Status of This Meno

Thi s docunent is not an Internet Standards Track specification; it is
publ i shed for infornmational purposes.

Thi s docunent is a product of the Internet Engineering Task Force
(ITETF). It represents the consensus of the IETF community. It has
recei ved public review and has been approved for publication by the
Internet Engineering Steering Group (IESG. Not all docunents
approved by the | ESG are a candidate for any |level of Internet

St andard; see Section 2 of RFC 5741.

I nformati on about the current status of this document, any errata,
and how to provide feedback on it nmay be obtained at
http://ww. rfc-editor.org/info/rfc6247.

Copyri ght Notice

Copyright (c) 2011 I ETF Trust and the persons identified as the
docunent authors. Al rights reserved.

Thi s docunent is subject to BCP 78 and the | ETF Trust’'s Lega
Provisions Relating to | ETF Documents
(http://trustee.ietf.org/license-info) in effect on the date of
publication of this document. Please review these docunents
carefully, as they describe your rights and restrictions with respect
to this docunent. Code Conponents extracted fromthis docunment nust
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include Sinplified BSD Li cense text as described in Section 4.e of
the Trust Legal Provisions and are provided without warranty as
described in the Sinplified BSD License.

1. I nt roducti on

TCP has a long history, and several proposed TCP extensions have
never seen w despread deploynent. Section 5 of the TCP "roadmap"
docunent [RFC4614] already classifies a nunmber of TCP extensions as
Hi storic and describes the reasons for doing so, but it does not
instruct the RFC Editor and | ANA to change the status of these RFCs
in the RFC database and the relevant 1 ANA registries. The sole
purpose of this docunent is to do just that. Please refer to Section
5 of [RFC4614] for justification

2. RFC Editor Considerations

Per this docunent, the RFC Editor has changed the status of the
following RFCs to Historic [RFC2026]:

o [RFCL072] on "TCP Extensions for Long-Del ay Paths"

o [RFC1106] and [RFC1110] related to the "TCP Big W ndow and Nak
Opti ons™

0 [RFCLl145] and [RFC1146] related to the "TCP Alternate Checksum
Opti ons”

o [RFC1379] and [ RFC1644] on "T/TCP -- Extensions for Transactions
Functi onal Specification”

o [RFC1693] on "An Extension to TCP : Partial Order Service"

3. | ANA Consi derations
| ANA has marked the TCP options 6, 7, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, and 15
docunented in [ RFC1072], [RFC1146], [RFC1644], and [ RFC1693] as
"obsolete" in the "TCP Option Kind Numbers" registry [ TCPOPTREG,
with a reference to this RFC

4. Security Considerations
As nentioned in [ RFC4614], the TCP Extensions for Transactions

(T/TCP) [RFC1379][ RFC1644] are reported to have security issues
[ DEVI VO .
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