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1. Introduction
Introductory text [REPLACE]

1.1. Requirements Language
The key words "MUST", "MUST NOT", "REQUIRED", "SHALL", "SHALL NOT", "SHOULD", "SHOULD
NOT", "RECOMMENDED", "NOT RECOMMENDED", "MAY", and "OPTIONAL" in this document are
to be interpreted as described in BCP 14  when, and only when, they appear
in all capitals, as shown here.

2. Body [REPLACE]
Body text [REPLACE]

with respect to this document. Code Components extracted from this document must include
Revised BSD License text as described in Section 4.e of the Trust Legal Provisions and are
provided without warranty as described in the Revised BSD License.
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To use a cite tag, see  and .

Ordered list item [REPLACE/DELETE] 

Bulleted list item [REPLACE/DELETE] 

First term: [REPLACE/DELETE]
Definition of the first term [REPLACE/DELETE] 

Second term: [REPLACE/DELETE]
Definition of the second term [REPLACE/DELETE] 

Column 1 [REPLACE]

Cell [REPLACE]

Table 1

5. References

5.1. Normative References

[exampleRefMin] [exampleRefOrg]

1. 

• 

Figure 1: Source [REPLACE]

<CODE BEGINS> file "suggested filename [REPLACE/DELETE]"

source code goes here [REPLACE]

<CODE ENDS>

Figure 2: Diagram [REPLACE]

-------------
     art
-------------

3. IANA Considerations
This memo includes no request to IANA. [CHECK]

4. Security Considerations
This document should not affect the security of the Internet. [CHECK]
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[RFC2119]

[RFC8174]

[exampleRefMin]

[exampleRefOrg]
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, , March 1997, 
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, , 
, , , May 2017, 
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5.2. Informative References

, , 2006. 

, , 1984, 
. 

Appendix A. Appendix 1 [REPLACE/DELETE]
This becomes an Appendix [REPLACE]

Bradner, S. "Key words for use in RFCs to Indicate Requirement Levels" BCP 14
RFC 2119 DOI 10.17487/RFC2119 <https://www.rfc-editor.org/info/
rfc2119>

Leiba, B. "Ambiguity of Uppercase vs Lowercase in RFC 2119 Key Words" BCP
14 RFC 8174 DOI 10.17487/RFC8174 <https://www.rfc-editor.org/info/
rfc8174>

Surname [REPLACE], Initials [REPLACE]. "Title [REPLACE]"

Organization [REPLACE] "Title [REPLACE]" <http://www.example.com/
>

Acknowledgements
This template uses extracts from templates written by Pekka Savola, Elwyn Davies and Henrik
Levkowetz. [REPLACE]

Contributors
Thanks to all of the contributors. [REPLACE]
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