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TSAG informs SG11 and SG13 of the documents considered and the discussions related to New IP / Future Vertical communication Networks at its September 2020 meeting.
The documents and their summary are found in the Appendix and are attached.
In summary, TSAG heard a diversity of views on the documents on many points, but consensus is elusive at this point.
TSAG recognized the need to understand work being undertaken on this topic in the standardization ecosystem and the need for collaboration and cooperation in this regard.
TSAG encourages open-minded discussions to be continued in the meetings organized over the next two months, including the December meetings of Study Groups 11 and 13, in order to find a suitable and equitable solution if possible.
Attachments: 10
· Attached are the 10 documents listed in the Appendix.
Appendix – List and summary of documents
	Source: Title
	Document
	Summary and proposal

	ITU-T SG5: LS/r on New IP, Shaping Future Network (reply to TSAG-LS23) [from ITU-T SG5]
	TSAG-TD879
	This liaison answers TSAG-LS23.

	ITU-T SG11: LS on New IP, Shaping Future Network [from ITU-T SG11]
	TSAG-TD887
	ITU-T SG11 informs TSAG on the results of SG11 discussion on new Questions O/11 and P/11 proposed for next Study Period.

	ITU-T SG12: LS/r about TSAG Information Session on Network 2030 (reply to FG NET2030-LS5) [from ITU-T SG12]
	TSAG-TD906
	This liaison answers FG NET2030-LS5.

	ITU-T SG12: LS/r about TSAG Information Session on Network 2030 (to TSAG-LS33) [from ITU-T SG12]
	TSAG-TD832
	This liaison answers TSAG-LS33.

	IETF: LS/r on new IP, shaping future network (TSAG-LS23) [from IETF]
	TSAG-TD837
	This liaison answers TSAG-LS23.

	Austria, Czech Republic, Denmark, Estonia, the European Commission, Finland, France, Germany, Greece, GSMA, Italy, Latvia, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta, the Netherlands, Norway, Poland, Portugal, RIPE NCC, Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, UK: “NewIP”
	TSAG-C139
	This contribution expresses concerns about the development in Study Groups 11 and 13 of draft new questions on “New IP” (or “future vertical communication networks”) and proposes that the views of other relevant Standards Development Organisations should be considered and fully taken into account.
1) To transmit the liaison from the IETF to Study Groups 11 and to 13 and ask them to include it and any other incoming liaisons in their consideration of the text of new questions and to report back to the next TSAG meeting
2) That discussions of the proposed study questions should clarify the exact meanings of the terms used in the proposed study questions
3) To intensify liaison with other relevant SDOs, using the output of FGNet2030, to be transmitted at the level of Director, as to whether the issues asserted in the proposed new questions can be met by an evolution and development of current network technology, and if so, what work is already going on in these SDOs and what work ITU-T might usefully do.

	Huawei Technologies Co. Ltd., China Telecom, China Mobile
About the WTSA-20 preparation activities of ITU-T SG13 and SG11 concerning the proposed new questions Q.F/13, Q.G/13, Q.O/11 and Q.P/11
	TSAG-C148
	This contribution provides suggestions for TSAG consideration and promotion with respect to the WTSA-20 preparation activities of ITU-T SG13 and SG11 concerning the proposed new questions Q.F/13, Q.G/13, Q.O/11 and Q.P/11 related to Future Vertical Communication Networks (FVCN).
Although there is still no consensus among the parties involved in the WTSA-20 preparation activities of ITU-T SG13 and SG11, FVCN is an open and technical topic. We hope that all members will participate and contribute technical contents in the discussions on the proposed new questions over the next months. In line with the above considerations, we provide the following suggestions for TSAG consideration and promotion as appropriate:
1. It is expected that a technically-focused discussion on the texts of the proposed questions Q.F/13, Q.G/13, Q.O/11 and Q.P/11 be actively pursued and progressed inside SG13 and SG11 towards the objective of reaching positive conclusions (i.e. compromise and agreement on the texts for the proposed questions). TSAG should encourage and support the two study groups in carrying out their work towards positive conclusions.
2. TSAG should encourage the strengthening of the collaboration between ITU-T and other SDOs while reminding that the need of collaboration is not an argument that can be used to hinder the study groups of ITU-T from conducting work within the ITU-T mandate. As far as the proposed FVCN studies, falling into the mandate of ITU-T, it is in fact expected that ITU-T is empowered to fully play its role, while coordinating where and as appropriate in the international standardization arena.

	Russian Federation: On conducting studies toward the new architecture of telecommunication networks and protocols in ITU-T SGs
	TSAG-C154
	This contribution presents the Russian Federation’s concerns by the trying to stop the possibility of research on topics that are within the mandate of ITU-T and its SG.
The Russian Federation stresses that the development of new protocols and architecture of telecommunication networks is fully consistent with the ITU-T mandate, which is a comprehensive and representative platform for addressing standardization issues for all ITU-T members.
The Russian Federation invites all interested ITU-T members at December SG11 and SG13 meetings, which will consider Questions O/11, P/11, F/13, and G/13, respectively, to submit technical contributions with proposals in the documents’ contents, clearly showing technical work aspects or non-compliance of the proposed work with the mandate, if any.
The Russian Federation encourages relevant interested SDOs to increase their participation and substantive technical discussion of Questions within ITU through its ITU members or through its representatives in case of having ITU membership or through Memorandums of Understanding (MoUs) and other forms of cooperation and participation in the work of ITU (if up to this point they are absent).

	Institute of Electrical and Electronics Engineers, Inc. (IEEE) (United States): Statement on Standards Development for the Internet
	TSAG-C156
	This contribution notes that collaborative standards development for the Internet of which IEEE SA is a participant.

	RTFM LLP (United Kingdom): Review of ITU-T Focus Groups
	TSAG-C151
	TSAG is requested to conduct a review into the oversight mechanisms for ITU-T Focus Groups.
TSAG is requested to review the current arrangements for overseeing the work of Focus Groups to identify possible areas of improvement and, if necessary, introduce suitable processes to bring about those improvements.
Possible oversight measures include asking a Focus Group to produce an outline project plan, document roles and responsibilities (particularly for liaison and outreach), ensure regular progress reports and/or review by their parent Study Group, explain any deviations from the agreed Terms of Reference, publish tentative dates for deliverables and so on. [This is not a definitive list — it is just for illustrative purposes.] These measures would help members to track the progress of a Focus Group and make timely interventions if needed instead of waiting for publication of a final report that may not meet expectations.
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