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Formal |y Deprecating Sone | CMPv4 Message Types
Abst r act

A nunmber of | CMPv4 nessage types have becone obsolete in practice

but have never been fornmally deprecated. This document deprecates
such 1 CMPv4 nmessage types, thus cleaning up the correspondi ng | ANA
registry. Additionally, it updates RFC 792 and RFC 950, obsol etes
RFC 1788, and requests the RFC Editor to change the status of RFC

1788 to Historic.

Status of This Meno
This is an Internet Standards Track document.

Thi s docunent is a product of the Internet Engineering Task Force
(IETF). It represents the consensus of the |IETF comunity. It has
recei ved public review and has been approved for publication by the
Internet Engineering Steering Goup (IESG. Further information on
Internet Standards is available in Section 2 of RFC 5741.

I nformati on about the current status of this docunment, any errata,
and how to provide feedback on it may be obtained at
http://ww.rfc-editor.org/info/rfc6918

Copyri ght Notice

Copyright (c) 2013 | ETF Trust and the persons identified as the
document authors. All rights reserved.

Thi s docunent is subject to BCP 78 and the | ETF Trust’'s Lega

Provi sions Relating to | ETF Docunents
(http://trustee.ietf.org/license-info) in effect on the date of
publication of this docunment. Please review these docunents
carefully, as they describe your rights and restrictions with respect
to this docunment. Code Conponents extracted fromthis document rnust
include Sinplified BSD License text as described in Section 4.e of
the Trust Legal Provisions and are provided without warranty as
described in the Sinplified BSD License.
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1. | nt roducti on

A nunber of | CMPv4 [ RFC0792] nessage types have been specified over
the years. A nunber of these nessage types have becone obsolete in
practice, but have never been formally deprecated. This docunent
deprecat es such | CMPv4 nessage types, "cleaning up" the correspondi ng
| ANA registry. Additionally, it updates RFC 792 and RFC 950,

obsol etes RFC 1788, and requests the RFC Editor to change the status
of RFC 1788 to Historic.

Section 2 discusses each of the obsol eted | CMPv4 nessages. Section 4
requests the RFC Editor to change the status of RFC 1788 to Historic.

Gont & Pignataro St andards Track [ Page 2]



RFC 6918 Deprecating Some | CMPv4 Messages April 2013

2.

Di scussi on of Deprecated | CMPv4 Message Types

The foll owi ng subsections di scuss the details of those | CMPv4 nessage
types being deprecated, based on publicly available informtion

and/ or information provided by the requester of the corresponding
assi gnment .

.1. Alternate Host Address (Type 6)

There is no publicly available information about this nessage type.

.2. Information Request (Type 15)

This message type is specified in [RFC0792]. However, other
mechani sns (such as DHCP [ RFC2131]) have superseded this nessage type
for the purpose of host configuration.

.3. Information Reply (Type 16)

This message type is specified in [RFC0792]. However, other
mechani sns (such as DHCP [ RFC2131]) have superseded this nessage type
for the purpose of host configuration.

.4. Address Mask Request (Type 17)

Thi s nmessage type is specified in [ RFC0950] and was nmeant to provide
a nmeans to obtain the subnet mask. However, other nechanisns (such
as DHCP [ RFC2131]) have superseded this nessage type for the purpose
of host configuration

.5.  Address Mask Reply (Type 18)

This nmessage type is specified in [RFC0950] and was meant to provide
a neans to obtain the subnet mask. However, other nechani sns (such
as DHCP [ RFC2131]) have superseded this nessage type for the purpose
of host configuration

.6. Traceroute (Type 30)

This nmessage type is specified in [RFC1393] and was meant to provide
an alternative neans to discover the path to a destination system
Thi s nmessage type has never been wi dely deployed. The status of

[ RFC1393] has been changed to Historic by [RFC6814], and the
correspondi ng option this nmessage type relies on (Traceroute, Type
82) has been formally obsol eted by [ RFC6814].
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2.7. Datagram Conversion Error (Type 31)

Thi s message type was originally nmeant to report conversion errors in
the TP/ I X [ RFC1475] protocol. However, TP/IX was never w dely
i mpl enented or deployed, and the status of [RFCl475] is Hi storic.

2.8. Mobile Host Redirect (Type 32)
Thi s message type was originally specified as part of an experinental
protocol for |IP Mbile Hosts [CMJ MOBILE]. However, it was never
wi dely inplenmented or depl oyed.

2.9. | Pv6 Where-Are-You (Type 33)
Thi s message type was originally specified in [SI MPSON-DI SCOV] for
the purpose of identification of adjacent |IPv6 nodes. It was never
wi dely depl oyed or i npl enent ed.

2.10. I1Pv6 I-AmHere (Type 34)
Thi s message type was originally specified in [SI MPSON-DI SCOV] for
the purpose of identification of adjacent |IPv6 nodes. It was never
wi dely depl oyed or i npl enent ed.

2.11. Mbile Registration Request (Type 35)
Thi s message type was originally nmeant for transparent routing of
| Pv6 datagrams to Mobile Nodes [SI MPSON-MOBILITY]. It was never
wi dely depl oyed or i npl enent ed.

2.12. Mbile Registration Reply (Type 36)
Thi s message type was originally nmeant for transparent routing of
| Pv6 datagrams to Mobil e Nodes [SI MPSON-MOBILITY]. It was never
wi dely depl oyed or i npl enent ed.

2.13. Domain Nanme Request (Type 37)
Thi s nmessage type was originally specified in [RFC1788] for the
purpose of learning the Fully Qualified Domain Nane associated with

an | P address. This nmessage type was never w dely depl oyed or
i mpl enent ed.
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2.14. Domain Nane Reply (Type 38)
Thi s nmessage type was originally specified in [RFC1788] for the
purpose of learning the Fully Qualified Domain Nane associated with
an | P address. This nmessage type was never w dely depl oyed or
i mpl enent ed.
2.15. SKIP (Type 39)
Thi s message type was originally specified in [ SKIP-ADP] for
i nform ng supported capabilities in the SKIP [SKIP] protocol. This
nessage type was never wi dely depl oyed or i npl enented.
3. | ANA Consi derati ons
The "I nternet Control Message Protocol (ICWP) Paraneters" registry
[ ANA-1 CVWP] contains the list of the currently assigned | CMP nessage
Types.
Thi s docunent formally deprecates the following | CMP nessage Types
and requests IANA to mark them as such in the corresponding registry
[ 1 ANA- | VP :
o Alternate Host Address (Type 6)
o Information Request (Type 15)
o Information Reply (Type 16)
0 Address Mask Request (Type 17)
o Address Mask Reply (Type 18)
o Traceroute (Type 30)
o Datagram Conversion Error (Type 31)
o Mbile Host Redirect (Type 32)
o |Pve Wiere-Are-You (Type 33)
o |IPv6e |-AmHere (Type 34)
o Mobile Registration Request (Type 35)
o Mobile Registration Reply (Type 36)

o Dommi n Nane Request (Type 37)
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4.

7.

7.

o Domain Nane Reply (Type 38)
o SKIP (Type 39)

The |1 CVPv4 Source Quench Message (Type 4) has al ready been
deprecated by [ RFC6633].

Changing the Status of RFC 1788 to Historic

Thi s docunent requests the RFC Editor to change the status of
[ RFC1788] to Historic.

Bot h [ RFC1385] and [ RFC1393] already have a status of Historic.
The status of other RFCs (such as [RFC0792] and [ RFC0950]) is not
changed since other parts of these docunments are still current.
Security Considerations
Thi s docunent does not nodify the security properties of the | CWvPv4
nessage types being deprecated. However, formally deprecating these
nmessage types serves as a basis for, e.g., filtering these packets.
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