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RFC Editor Mbdel (Version 1)
Abst r act

The RFC Editor perforns a nunber of functions that may be carried out
by various persons or entities. The RFC Editor nodel presented in
this docunent divides the responsibilities for the RFC Series into
four functions: The RFC Series Editor, the Independent Subm ssion
Editor, the RFC Production Center, and the RFC Publisher. It also
i ntroduces the RFC Series Advisory Goup and an (optional)

| ndependent Submi ssion Stream Editorial Board. The nodel outlined
here is intended to increase flexibility and operational support
options, provide for the orderly succession of the RFC Editor, and
ensure the continuity of the RFC series, while maintaining RFC
quality and tinely processing, ensuring document accessibility,
reduci ng costs, and increasing cost transparency.

Status of This Meno

This neno provides information for the Internet community. It does
not specify an Internet standard of any kind. Distribution of this
meno i s unlimted.

Copyright Notice

Copyright (c) 2009 | ETF Trust and the persons identified as the
docunent authors. Al rights reserved.

This docunent is subject to BCP 78 and the I ETF Trust’'s Lega
Provisions Relating to | ETF Docunents in effect on the date of
publication of this docunment (http://trustee.ietf.org/license-info).
Pl ease revi ew these docunents carefully, as they describe your rights
and restrictions with respect to this docunent.
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1

I ntroduction

The 1 AB, on behalf of the Internet technical comunity, is concerned
with ensuring the continuity of the RFC Series, orderly RFC Editor
successi on, maintaining RFC quality, and RFC document accessibility.
The AB is also sensitive to the concerns of the | ETF Administrative
Oversight Conmittee (I AOC) about providing the necessary services in
a cost-effective and efficient nanner.

The definition of the RFC series is described in RFC 4844 [1].
Section 3.1 of RFC 4844 defines "RFC Editor":

3.1. RFC Editor

Oiginally, there was a single person acting as editor of the RFC
Series (the RFC Editor). The task has grown, and the work now
requires the organized activity of several experts, so there are RFC
Editors, or an RFC Editor organization. |In tinme, there may be
mul ti ple organi zati ons working together to undertake the work
required by the RFC Series. For sinplicity’'s sake, and w thout
attenpting to predict how the role m ght be subdivided anbng t hem
this docunent refers to this collection of experts and organi zati ons
as the "RFC Editor".

The RFC Editor is an expert technical editor and series editor,
acting to support the mssion of the RFC Series. As such, the RFC
Editor is the inplementer handling the editorial nmanagenent of the
RFC Series, in accordance with the defined processes. 1In addition
the RFC Editor is expected to be the expert and prime nover in

di scussi ons about policies for editing, publishing, and archiving
RFCs.

RFC 4844 mekes no attenpt to explore the internal organization of the
RFC Editor. However, RFC 4844 envisions changes in the RFC Editor
organi zational structure. In discussion with the Internet conmunity,
the |1 AB consi dered changes that increase flexibility and operationa
support options, provide for the orderly succession of the RFC
Editor, and ensure the continuity of the RFC series, while

mai ntai ning RFC quality and timely processing, ensuring docunent
accessibility, reducing costs, and increasing cost transparency. The
nodel set forth belowis the result of those discussions, and

exam nes the internal organization of the RFC Editor, while remaining
consistent with RFC 4844,
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Note that RFC 4844 uses the term"RFC Editor function" or "RFC
Editor" as the collective set of responsibilities for which this neno
provides a nodel for internal organization. This meno introduces the
term "RFC Series Editor" or "Series Editor" for one of the

organi zati onal conponents.

While the | AB approved the initial version of this RFC Editor nodel
on Cctober 1, 2008, the nodel has received clarifications since. It
shoul d be noted that the publication of the docunent as an RFC does
not cast the nodel in stone, as the primary purpose of this docunent,
t hroughout the publication process, is to encourage normal conmunity
review in order to ascertain consensus to work to this nodel as a
first step. The docunent, and the resulting structures, will be
nmodi fi ed as needed through normal procedures. The IAB will continue
to nmonitor discussions within the comunity about potential
adjustnents to the RFC Editor nobdel and recogni zes that the process
described in this docunent may need to be adjusted to align with any
changes that result from such di scussions, hence the version nunber
inthe title.

In particular, the document will be reviewed after the various
transition periods and nmechani sns specified in this version are
conpl et ed.

2. 1 ACC I npl enentation

The nmodel is constructed in such a way that it allows for all these
functions to be inplenented jointly or under separate contractua
arrangenents. In fact, a bidder could put together a proposal that

i ncl udes one or nore subcontractors. The reporting structure will
depend on the manner that the contracts are awarded, and they are
subj ect to change over tine. As a result, the nodel describes only
responsibilities, procedures, and process. The exact inplenentation
is aresponsibility of the I ACC

2.1. Expenses for the RFC Editor
The expenses discussed in this docunent are not new expenses. They
are part of the | ASA budget. Today, these expenses are part of the

RFC Editor contract with the University of Southern California’s
I nformation Sci ences Institute.
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3. RFC Editor Mbdel

The RFC Editor nodel divides the responsibilities for the RFC Series
into the follow ng conponents:

0 RFC Series Editor ("RSE").

0 I ndependent Subm ssion Editor ("ISE").

0 RFC Production Center.

0 RFC Publisher.

The RFC Series production and process under this structure is

schematically represented by the figure below. (The figure does not
depi ct oversight and escalation relations.)

Stream | | | | | | | Conmruni ty|
Pr o- | TETF | | IAB | | IRTF | | at |
ducers | | | | | | | Large |
- N_ - N_ oo N_ [ A W,
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Figure 1: Ordinary RFC Series production and process
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In this nodel, documents are produced and approved through multiple
document streans. The four that now exist are described in [1].
Docurents fromthese streans are edited and processed by the
Production Center and published by the Publisher. The RFC Series
Editor will exercise executive-|level managenment over many of the
activities of the RFC Publisher and the RFC Production Center (which
can be seen as back-office functions) and will be the entity that:

0 Faces the conmunity.
0o Wirks with the 1AOC for contractual responsibilities

0 In collaboration with the RFC Series Advisory G oup (RSAG,
identifies and | eads conmunity di scussion of inportant issues and
opportunities facing the RFC Seri es.

while the AB and | ACC maintain their chartered responsibility. Mre
details about the collaboration with the RSAG and the | AB
responsibilities can be found in Section 4.1.

The RSE does not have the authority to hire or fire RFC Editor
contractors or personnel (see Section 4.1.3).

3.1. RFC Series Editor

The RFC Series Editor is an individual who may have assistants and
who will regularly be provided support from an advi sory group (see
Section 4.1). The RSE is responsible for:

1. Identifying appropriate steps for RFC Series continuity;

2. Exercising executive-level managenment over the inplenentation of
policies, processes, and procedures established to ensure the
quality and consistency for the RFC Series. The RFC Series
Editor will work with the RSAG and, where appropriate, the | AB
and | ACC to devel op new policy and see that contractua
agreenents are net;

3. Taking proposed changes to the comunity, and working with the
| AB so that the 1 AB can ensure that there is sufficient community
revi ew before significant policies or policy changes are adopt ed;

4. Coordinating with the I AB and/or | ACC and, together with the | AB
and/ or 1 ACC, participating in reviews of the RFC Publisher, RFC
Production Center, and | ndependent Subni ssion Editor functions to
ensure the above-nentioned continuity;
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5. Devel opi ng, mmintaining, and publishing the RFC Style Manual for
use by authors, editors, the stream nanagers, the RFC Production
Center, and the RFC Publisher;

6. Managi ng the RFC errata process;
7. Liaising with the |AB;

8. Overseeing consistency of RFCs with the RFC Series and RFC Style
Manual .

There are many potential issues with respect to RFC Series
continuity. To nane a few |ook and feel of the series, indexing

net hodol ogi es, accessibility of the publications, |PR and copyri ght

i ssues, and formatting issues. After identifying the appropriate
steps to address such issues, the inplenmentation of those steps
resides nmostly with the RFC production and publishing functions.
Since the I AOCC mai ntai ns oversight of the inplenentation, the RFC
Series Editor is expected to be invited and to participate in reviews
of that inplenentation

The RFC Series Editor is a senior technology professional with the
foll owi ng qualifications

1. Strong understanding of the | ETF and RFC process.

2. Executive managenent experience suitable to managi ng the
requi renents outlined el sewhere in this docunent and the nmany
aspects of this role, and to coordinating the overall RFC Editor
process.

3. Good understandi ng of the English | anguage and technica
term nology related to the Internet.

4. Cood conmuni cation skills.

5. Experience with editorial processes.
6. I ndependent worker.

7. Experience as an RFC aut hor desired.

There are alternative selection nethods for selecting the individua
to serve as the RFC Series Editor

The first alternative involves a Request for Proposal (RFP) process

run by the 1AOC. The I AOC woul d seek a person with the listed
qualifications in a broadly distributed RFP. The wi nner would be
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selected by the AOC in consultation with the |1 AB, and then, the | ACC
woul d contract for the services. Contract terns, including |ength of
contract, extensions, and renewals, shall be as provided in the RFP
The opportunity to bid shall be broadly available. Fees and expenses
to support the administrative operation of the RFC Series Editor
woul d be part of the awarded contract and be part of the | ASA budget.

The second alternative involves a nomination and confirmation
process. Candi dates are nomi nated, and then an individual with the
listed qualifications is selected by the Internet conmunity and
confirnmed by the I AB. An approach simlar to the one used by the | AB
to select an | ACC nenber every other year (as described in

Appendix A) will be used. Once the selection is nade, a contract

will be negotiated between the person selected and the | ACC

foll owi ng the general nodel above. Financial conpensation and
expenses to support the administrative operation of the RFC Series
Editor selected in this manner would be part of the | ASA budget.

Based on an Request for Infornmation (RFI) issued by the 1ACC in
Decenber 2008, the | ACC recommended that the second alternative is
chosen for the selection cycle to be conpleted in 2009.

3.2. Independent Subm ssion Editor

The | ndependent Submission Editor is an individual who may have
assistants and who is responsible for:

1. Mintaining technical quality of the Independent Subm ssion
stream

2. Review ng, approving, and processing |Independent Subm ssions.

3. Forwarding to the Production Center the Internet-Drafts that have
been accepted for publication as RFCs in the | ndependent
Submi ssi on Stream

4. Reviewing and approving RFC errata in | ndependent Subni ssions.

5. Coordinating work and conform ng to general RFC Series policies
as specified by the |1 AB and RSE.

6. Providing statistics and docunentation as requested by the RSE
and/ or | ACC.

The | ndependent Submission Editor is a senior position for which the
followi ng qualifications are desired
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1. Technical conpetence, i.e., broad technical experience and
perspective across the whole range of Internet technol ogi es and
applications, and specifically, the ability to work effectively
with portions of that spectrumin which no personal expertise
exi sts.

2. Thorough famliarity with the RFC series.

3. An ability to define and constitute advisory and document review
arrangenents. |f those arrangenments include an Editorial Board
simlar to the current one or sonme equival ent arrangenent, assess
the technical conpetence of potential Editorial Board nenbers

4. ©ood standing in the technical comunity, in and beyond the | ETF.

5. Denonstrated editorial skills, good command of the English
| anguage, and denonstrated history of being able to work
effectively with technical docunents and materials created by
ot hers.

6. The ability to work effectively in a nmulti-actor environment wth
di vided authority and responsibility simlar to that described in
this docunent.

The | ndependent Subnission Editor may seek support from an advisory
board (see Section 4.2) and may forma teamto performthe activities
needed to fulfill their responsibilities.

The individual with the listed qualifications will be selected by the
| AB after input is collected fromthe conmmunity. An approach sinmlar
to the one used by the | AB to select an | ACC nenber every other year
(as described in Appendix A) should be used. Wile the ISEitself is
consi dered a volunteer function, the | AB considers maintaining the

I ndependent Submi ssion streamw thin the RFC Series part of the |AB' s
supported activities, and will include the expenses nade for the
support of the ISE in its | ASA-supported budget.

3.3. RFC Production Center

RFC Production is perfornmed by a paid contractor, and the contractor
responsibilities include:

1. Editing inputs fromall RFC streans to conply with the RFC Style
Manual ;

2. Creating records of edits perfornmed on docunents;
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3. I dentifying where editorial changes m ght have technical inpact
and seeking necessary clarification

4. Engagi ng i n di al ogue with authors, docunent shepherds, | ANA
and/ or stream dependent contacts when clarification is needed;

5. Creating records of dial ogue with docunent authors;

6. Requesting advice fromthe RFC Series Editor as needed;

7. Provi di ng suggestions to the RFC Series Editor as needed;

8. Coordinating with  ANA to perform protocol paraneter registry
acti ons;

9. Assi gni ng RFC nunbers;

10. Establishing publication readi ness of each docunent through
communi cati on with the authors, docunent shepherds, | ANA and/ or
stream dependent contacts, and, if needed, with the RFC Series
Edi t or;

11. Forwardi ng ready-to-publish docunents to the RFC Publisher

12. Forwarding records of edits and author dialogue to the RFC
Publ i sher so these can be preserved,

13. Liaising with | ESG and | AB.

The RFC Production Center contractor is to be selected by the | ACC
through an RFP process. The IACC will seek a bidder who, anong ot her
things, is able to provide a professional, quality, tinely, and cost-
ef fective service against the established style and production
guidelines. Contract terns, including |length of contract, extensions
and renewal s, shall be as defined in an RFP. The opportunity to bid
shal | be broadly avail abl e.

As described in Section 3.1, this nodel allows the IACC to recomend
the RSE position to be selected through an RFP process. |In that

case, the nodel also allows conbining the RFC Production Center bid
with the RSE bid. For 2009, the recommendati on was nade that the RSE
is selected through an | AB-1ed sel ection process.
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3.4. RFC Publisher

4.

4.

4,

The RFC Publisher responsibilities include:

1. Announcing and providing on-line access to RFCs.

2. Providing on-line systemto subnmt RFC Errata.

3. Providing on-line access to approved RFC Errata.

4. Providing backups.

5. Providing storage and preservation of records.

6. Authenticating RFCs for |egal proceedings.

Al'l these activities will be done under general supervision of the
RSE and need sone | evel of coordination with various subm ssion
streams and the RSE.

| mpl ement ati on of the RFC Publisher function can be pursued in two
di fferent ways. The choice between these alternatives will be based
on an RFl issued by the 1 ACC in January 2009.

The first alternative is to nodify the | ETF Secretariat contract to
i nclude these services. Expenses to support these services would be
part of the revised contract.

The second alternative is a separate vendor selected by the | ACC

t hrough an RFP process, possibly as part of the sane contract as the
RFC Series Editor. Expenses to support these services would be part
of the awarded contract.

Conmmi ttees
1. RFC Series Advisory Goup (RSAG
1.1. Charter

The purpose of the RSAGis to provide expert, informed gui dance
(chiefly, tothe RSE) in matters affecting the RFC Series operation
and devel opnent. Such matters include, but are not limted to,

i ssues in operation of the RFC nodel conponents, and consideration of

additional RFC streans, to give a sense of the range of topics
cover ed.
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The RSAG is chartered by the | AB. As such, it operates independently
of the 1AB to fulfill that charter, and provides periodic reports to
the 1AB via the RSE.

The group provides guidance to the RSE, who in turn addresses

i medi at e operational issues or opportunities with the |ISE
Production Center, or Publisher. |In cases where these issues have
contractual side-effects, the RSE provides guidance to the | ETF
Adnministrative Director (I AD). The RSAG al so serves to provide
advice to the RSE on longer-term |arger-scal e devel opnents for the
RFC Series. This inforns the proposals the RSE takes to the
community for discussion, and the | AD/I ACC as proposals for

i mpl enent ati on.

The RSAG will assist the RSE in identifying and | eadi ng conmunity

di scussi on of inportant issues and opportunities facing the RFC
Series. The IAB retains its oversight role and is responsible for
ensuring that adequate conmunity di scussion has been held on any such
significant topics.

4.1.2. Menbership

The RSAG full nenbers are all at-large nenbers, selected for their
experience and interest in the RFC Series, to provide consistency and
constancy of the RFC Series interpretation over tine; the nenbers do
not represent a particular RFC stream or any organi zations. In
particular, there is no requirenent or expectation that RSAG nenbers
will be | AB nenbers. The RSAG nenbers are proposed by the Series
Editor in consultation with the sitting RSAG nenbers, and then
confirnmed and fornally appointed by the IAB. 1In addition to these
full menbers, each RFC stream approver will appoint a liaison to the
RSAG to provide context specific to their stream The liaisons do
not have to be nenbers of the stream approval bodies. Initially,
there will be no 1ACC or 1AB liaison for their oversight role;
however, as experience is gained, the ACC, |AB, or RSAG may request
such |iai sons

The RSAG does not sel ect or appoint the RSE, or any other conmponent
of the RFC Editor nodel, although it acts as an inportant resource
for inform ng any sel ection process.

It is envisioned that the RSAG wi ||l be conposed of appointed ful
menbers serving staggered 3 year terns, plus the RSE. The ful
menbers will serve at the pleasure of the | AB -- appointed by the
| AB, and if necessary, renoved by the | AB.
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In order to provide continuity and to assist with a snoboth transition
of the RFC Editor function, the nmenbers of the existing RFC Editor
Editorial Board who are willing to do so are asked to serve as an
interimRSAG effective as of the tine of approval of this docunent.
Wthin one year fromthe tine the RFC Editor function transitions to
the new nodel and after consideration of the operation of the new
nodel in practice, the interimRSAG and RSE will fornul ate
reconmendations to the | AB about this nodel, regarding the regul ar
conposition, size, and selection process for the permanent RSAG in
particul ar.

4.1.3. Disagreenents anong RFC Editor Entities

If during the execution of their activities, a disagreement arises
over an inplenmentation decision made by one of the entities in the
nmodel , any rel evant party should first request a review and

reconsi deration of the decision. |If that party still disagrees after
the reconsideration, that party nay ask the RSE to decide or
especially if the RSE is involved, that party nay ask the | AB Chair
(for a technical or procedural matter) or | AD (for an adm nistrative
or contractual one) to nmediate or appoint a nmediator to aid in the
di scussi ons, although neither is obligated to do so. All parties
should work informally and in good faith to reach a nmutually

agr eeabl e concl usi on

I f such a conclusion is not possible through those infornal
processes, then the matter nust be registered with the RFC Series
Advi sory Group. The RSAG may choose to offer advice to the RSE or
nore general advice to the parties involved and may ask the RSE to
defer a decision until it forrmulates its advice. However, if a
tinmely decision cannot be reached through discussion, nediation, and
mut ual agreenent, the Series Editor is expected to nake whatever

deci sions are needed to ensure the snooth functioning of the RFC
Editor function; those decisions are final

RSE decisions of this type are limted to the functioning of the
process and eval uation of whether current policies are appropriately
i npl enented in the decision or need adjustnment. |In particular, it
shoul d be noted that final decisions about the technical content of

i ndi vi dual docunents are the exclusive responsibility of the stream
approvers for those docunents, as shown in the illustration in

Fi gure 1.

If a disagreenent or decision has imediate or future contractua

consequences, the Series Editor nust identify the issue to the | ACC
and, if the RSAG has provided advice, forward that advice as well.

Kol kman & | AB I nf or mat i onal [ Page 13]



RFC 5620 RFC Edi tor Model (Version 1) August 2009

After the | AOC has notified the | AB, the | AD as gui ded by the | ACC,
with advice provided by the Series Editor, has the responsibility to
resol ve these contractual issues

If informal agreenments cannot be reached and formal RSAG revi ew
and/ or RSE or stream approver decisions are required, the RSE nust
identify the issues involved to the community and report themto the
IAB in its oversight capacity. The RSE and | AB shall nutually
devel op a satisfactory mechanismfor this type of reporting when and
if it is necessary.

| AB and comunity discussion of any patterns of disputes are expected
to informfuture changes to Series policies including possible
updates to this docunent.

4.2. Independent Subm ssion Stream Editorial Board

Today the RFC Editor is supported by an Editorial Board for the

revi ew of | ndependent Subm ssion stream docunents. This board is
expected to evolve in what we will call the |Independent Subni ssion
Stream Editorial Board. This volunteer Editorial Board will exist at
the pleasure of the ISE, and the menbers serve at the pleasure of the
I SE. The existence of this board is sinply noted within this nodel,
and addi tional discussion of such is considered out of scope of this
docunent .

5. | ANA Consi derations

Thi s docunent defines several functions within the overall RFC Editor
structure, and it places the responsibility for coordination of

regi stry value assignnments with the RFC Production Center. The | ACC
will facilitate the establishnent of the relationship between the RFC
Production Center and | ANA

Thi s docunment does not create a new registry nor does it register any
values in existing registries, and no I ANA action is required.

6. Security Considerations

The sane security considerations as those in RFC 4844 apply. The
processes for the publication of documents nust prevent the

i ntroduction of unapproved changes. Since the RFC Editor nmintains
the index of publications, sufficient security nust be in place to
prevent these published docunents from bei ng changed by externa
parties. The archive of RFC docunents, any source docunents needed
to recreate the RFC docunents, and any associated origi nal docunents
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(such as lists of errata, tools, and, for sone early itens, non-
machi ne-readabl e originals) need to be secured against failure of the
storage nmedi um and ot her simlar disasters.

The 1 ACC shoul d take these security considerations into account
during the inplenentation of this RFC Editor nodel.
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Peterson, and Dave Thal er.
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Appendi x A. 2009 Sel ection Process

In 2009, the 1AB is responsible for the selection of the RFC Series
Editor and for the selection of the |Independent Subm ssion Editor.
The 1 ACC sel ects the RFC Production Center and the RFC Publisher from
vendors that choose to submit a proposal. The | ACC procurenent
process is not described in this docunent.

The selection process for the | SE and RSE is taken from[2] but

nmodi fied to allow for subject-matter experts to advise the IAB, to
take into account that the community with interest in the RFC series
ext ends beyond the | ETF community.

A.1. Ad Hoc Advisory Conmittee(s)

It is expected that the 1AB and 1ACC will, during the various stages
of the bidding process, establish one or nore ad hoc advisory
comrittees to assist themin the selection of the various functions.
The nanmes of the nenbers of the committees, who do not need to be | AB
nmenbers or | ETF participants, will be made public through the I AB and
| ACC m nutes and possi bly other mechani snms as wel | .

Menmbers of these committees are expected to have an understandi ng of
the RFC series and rel ated processes, and of procedures and interests
of the various streans.

Members of the subcommittees will be privy to confidential material
and are expected to honor confidentiality. Because they are subject
to confidential material, they are recused from bi dding on any of the
functions for which financial conpensation is offered.

The | AB and | ACC bear the responsibility for the selections of the
candi dates for defined functions. The committees provide advice and
recomendati ons but are not expected to act as nom nation or

sel ection committees.

A 2. The | AB Selection Process of an RFC Series Editor and/or an
| ndependent Submi ssion Editor

A.2.1. Nominations and Eligibility

The 1AB will be nmaking a broad public call for nominations. The
public call will specify the manner by which nomi nations will be
accepted and the neans by which the Iist of noninees will be
published. Self-nominations are pernitted. Al ong with the nane and
contact information for each candi date, details about the candidate's
background and qualifications for the position should be attached to
t he nomi nati on.
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Peopl e that served on the ad-hoc advisory conmittee(s) nentioned
above are not eligible. There are no further limtations.
Specifically, nom nees do not have to be actively contributing to the
| ETF and active participation as a working group chair, an | ETF

Nom nating Conmittee nenber, or an | AB or | ESG nenber is not a
limtation.

| AB nenbers who accept a nomination for an | AB-sel ected position will
recuse thenselves from | AB sel ecti on di scussi ons.

A 2.2. Committees in 2009

During the 2009 sel ection process, a conmttee assisted the | ACC | AB
in creating the job descriptions and statements of work. This
comrittee may al so assist in assessing the bids nmade to the | AOC for
the Production Center and the RFC Publisher. Another conmittee, the
Ad Hoc Conmittee for Selection of Editorial Functions, assists the
IAB in the assessnent of the RFC Series Editor and the | ndependent
Subni ssi on Editor candi dates.

A .2.3. Selection

The 1AB will publish the list of nom nated persons prior to naking a
decision, allowing tine for the cotmmunity to pass any rel evant
commrents to the | AB. Wen established, the advisory comittee will
be asked to provide a notivated shortlist. The IAB will reviewthe
nom nation material, any subnitted comments, the shortlist fromthe
advisory comittee, and make its selection

It is noted that the comunity nentioned above is the community with
an interest in RFCs and the RFC Editor’s functioning; the | ETF
community is only a part of that community.

The main intent is to select the superior candidate, taking the
continuity of the series into account.

A 2.4. Care of Personal Information

The followi ng procedures will be used by the I AB in managi ng
candi dat es’ personal information

0 The candidate’'s nane will be published, with all other candidate
nanes, at the close of the nomi nations period.

0 Except as noted above, all information provided to the |IAB during

this process will be kept as confidential to the | AB and, when
est abl i shed, the advisory conmmittee.
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A.2.5 Termof Ofice and Selection Time Frane

Subject to further negotiations and in the interest of providing
stability, terns of office are expected to be five years with no
restrictions on renewals and with provision for shorter actual
contracts and internmediate reviews. In addition, an effort should be
made so that terns of office for the RSE, | SE, and RFC Production
Center do not terminate concurrently.
The selection tinefrane for 2009 is roughly:

June - IAB calls for nomnations for | SE and RSE positions;

July - A Conmittee conducts interviews;

M d- August - Conmmittee recommends individuals to | AB for | SE and
RSE positions;

Second hal f of Septenber - | AB appoints | SE and RSE, subject to
successful negotiations of agreenent with | ACC

M d- Cct ober - Menoranduns of understanding (MOUs) executed with
| AD, | SE for expenses, RSE for stipend and expenses;

M d- Cct ober - Transition begins;
January 2010 - Contract begins.

The tineline for future selections is subject to reconmmendati on from
the RSAG and review by the |AB.

Aut hors’ Addr esses
A af M Kol kman (editor)
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