ITU Telecommunication Standardization Sector				AVC1167


Study Group 16


Former Question 2 & 3/15 Rapporteur Meeting


Boston, 18-21 February 1997








Source:	Siemens





Title:	Info from ITU-T SG8 on the relation of ITU-T and IETF





Purpose:	Information








Contact:	Dr. Istvan Sebestyen�Siemens�Hofmannstr. 51�81359 Munich, Germany�Phone:	+49-89-722-47230�Fax:	+49-89-722-47713�Email:	sebes@pnsta1.zfe.siemens.de








Abstract:	This paper and information is overdue. Fortunately, at the recent ITU-T SG8 meeting in Geneva (6-13, February 1997) it was distributed as general document, so I took the opportunity to distribute it. The Source is: TSB. So they should know what the status actually is.








�
ITU - Telecommunication Standardization Sector	Temporary Document 0011


STUDY GROUP 8	





Geneva, 4-13 February 1997








Question: ALL








SOURCE:	TSB





TITLE:	THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THE ITU-T AND THE INTERNET SOCIETY





_________________








This document contains the extracts from two TSAG reports:





Extract from clause 5 and Annex 6 of TSAG-R29 “Report of the meeting of the Group on cooperation and coordination” held during the TSAG meeting (Geneva, 1-5 July 1996).


Extract from clause 3.6 of the WTSC-96 Document 36: “Report of the TSAG to�WTSC-96, Part I”, August 1996.


�



I.	Extract from clause 5 and Annex 6 of TSAG-R29 “Report of the meeting of the Group on cooperation and coordination” held during the TSAG meeting (Geneva, 1-5 July 1996)


5.	Cooperation between ITU-T and the Internet Society


5.1	Background





The September 1995 meeting of TSAG noted the decision of the Council  in June 1995 to admit the Internet Society (ISOC) to participate in the work of two Sectors of the ITU, as a member, in accordance with Article 19, No. 231 of the ITU Convention (APP, Geneva 1992), for a period of one year and on the basis of reciprocity.





The meeting agreed that the standards produced by the ISOC (Internet Society) and IETF (Internet Engineering Task Force) would be very important in the development of the Global Information Infrastructure (GII), and that cooperation between ITU-T and ISOC must be encouraged. In particular, opportunities should be considered to work collectively on specific matters of direct interest and concern, such as End-to-End Performance, Numbering and Addressing, Directories, and Security, where cooperation would have benefits to both ITU-T and ISOC including where normative referencing of each others' standards is appropriate. Contacts in the ITU-T are the Chairman of Study Group 13,  Brian Moore (brian@bwmc.demon.co.uk) and the Chairman of Study Group 7  Herb Bertine (hvb@arch4.lucent.com).





In particular, the September 1995 meeting agreed that the proposed ITU-T Study Group 13 Task Force (now known as the Joint Rapporteur Group on GII) should consider Internet aspects of the GII, and encourage ISOC participation.





At the February 1996 meeting of TSAG, relations with ISOC/IETF were again reviewed. It was noted that the Chairman of Study Group 7 had attended past IETF meetings and that leaders of the IETF had participated at the Joint IEC/ISO/ITU Seminar on GII in Geneva, January 1996. Also that ITU Information Services Department would be represented at the IETF meeting in Los Angeles, USA.





There has been high level representation at events from both sides. What was of concern was that we had not had participation by IETF in the technical work of ITU-T Study Groups.





Further, the Chairman of Study Group 13 proposed to encourage participation from IETF to the meetings of the Joint Rapporteur Group on GII. He forwarded the report of the JRG GII meeting held in January 1996 to the IETF for information.


As well, it was agreed to extend an invitation to IETF to give a presentation to the July meeting of TSAG. The intention being to enable TSAG to gain further insight as to where specific matters might be addressed to the mutual benefit of both organizations. It is noted that some members of TSAG also participate in the work of IETF.


5.2	Latest developments





Further cooperative efforts have been made on both sides. Contacts with ISOC and IETF leaders have been made by TSAG participants. Our invitation to ISOC/IETF to make a presentation was cordially accepted, and was made on 2 July 1996 in Geneva.





It was noted that the Council at its June 1996 meeting, had decided to extend the admission of the Internet Society as a member of two Sectors of the ITU in accordance with the terms referenced earlier for a two year period.





During the TSAG meeting fruitful discussions were held with the ISO/IETF representatives �Mr. Scott Bradner (Vice-President for Standards for ISOC) and Mr. Brian Carpenter (Chair of the Internet Architecture Board (IAB) of IETF). In particular, these discussions and previous correspondance activity, resulted in clear procedures being produced. These procedures should assist Study Groups to make normative references to IETF RFCs, should they decide to do so (Annex 6) (Temporary Document DT/381(Rev.2)).





A joint coordination meeting was also held including liaison representatives from ITU-T and ISO/IETF to further clarify informal procedures and points of contact. Different points of contact are preferred for different topics. No fundamental difficulties were identified, but the need for a pragmatic approach was stressed.


5.3	Future





It was generally concluded that good progress had been made in improving cooperation and that there were real opportunities to collaborate on certain issues.


�
ANNEX 6�(Temporary Document DT/381(Rev.2))





PROCEDURES FOR INCLUDING REFERENCES TO IETF RFCs IN ITU-T RECOMMENDATIONS








1.   Background


At the 19-23 February 1996 TSAG meeting, discussion concerning the relationship of the ITU-T with the Internet Society (ISOC) took place and was reported in Annex 6 of the Report of the Meeting of the Group on Coordination and Cooperation (TSAG-R23). Annex 6 states "In particular, opportunities should be considered to work collectively on specific matters of direct interest and concern, such as End-to-End Performance, Numbering and Addressing, Directories, and Security, where cooperation would have benefits to both ITU-T and ISOC including where normative referencing of each others' standards is appropriate".


In several instances within ITU-T Study Groups and the Internet Engineering Task Force (IETF), the question has been raised regarding how to reference appropriate IETF Requests for Comment (RFCs) in ITU-T Recommendations. Subsequently, the Internet Society and other members of the ITU-T have surfaced the need to develop a clear procedure for making such references. A documented procedure would be helpful to the concerned Study Group and its members if and when the Study Group desires to make such references within its Recommendations. 


Section 2 of this paper contains a set of procedures as agreed by the Group on Cooperation and Coordination during the July '96 TSAG meeting, with the understanding that the ISOC grants the ITU-T blanket authorization to reference RFCs in ITU-T Recommendations. Many elements of these procedures are similar to elements of the ISO/IEC JTC 1 Guidelines for Normative Referencing of Specifications other than International Standards in JTC 1 International Standards (JTC 1 N 4046).


2.   Procedures for Including References to IETF RFCs in ITU-T Recommendations


a)	A member of an ITU-T Study Group identifies the need to make a specific reference (either normative or informative) to an IETF RFC within a specific draft Recommendation.


b)	The member submits a contribution to the Study Group including the following information:


	- a clear description of and reason for the specific reference to the RFC.


	- a full copy of the existing RFC. No reformatting is necessary. 


	- whether the RFC is a standards document or not.


	- current information, if any, about IPR issues (some information may be available 


	in the IETF IPR archives at ftp://ds.internic.net/ietf/IPR).


	- the degree of maturity of the RFC, i.e.:





	(i) For a standards document, whether it is:


	* Best Current Practice


					(defines procedures and operational issues; considered the 	recommended way to perform a certain function; not required 	to describe actual current practice)


	* Proposed Standard 


					(stable and well-understood; real implementation desirable 		but not necessary; no known technical flaws; considered 			immature)


	* Draft Standard 


				(at least two independent, interoperable implementations 		and sufficient successful operational experience exist; if IPR 		issues are known, then independent implementations must 		be based on at least two separate exercises of the licensing 		process; considered mature and final form of spec) 


	* Internet Standard 


				(significant implementation and successful operational 			experience has been obtained)


	(ii) For a non-standards document, whether it is:


	* Informational, or


	* Experimental


c)	The Study Group discusses the contribution and comes to its conclusions based on the usual consensus process. If it decides to make the reference to the RFC, the reference should always be made by RFC number (and not by other designations such as STD, BCP, etc.). References should not be made to documents referred to as "Internet Drafts" or RFCs categorized as “Historic”. In addition, nested references should be investigated. (Note that each revision of a given RFC has a different RFC number, so no confusion is possible. An index of RFCs and their status may be found in the IETF archives at  ftp://ds.internic.net/rfc/rfc-index.txt).





Notes:


1.	If the Study Group decides to make the reference to the RFC, the reference should always be made by RFC number (and not by other designations such as STD, BCP, etc.). References should not be made to documents referred to as "Internet Drafts" or RFCs categorized as “Historic”.


2.	Each revision of a given RFC has a different RFC number, so no confusion is possible. All RFCs always remain available on-line. An index of RFCs and their status may be found in the IETF archives at  ftp://ds.internic.net/rfc/rfc-index.txt


3.	The Internet Engineering Steering Group (IESG) is responsible for on-going maintenance of the RFCs when the need arises. Comments on RFCs and corresponding changes are accomodated through the existing standardization process.


�
II.	Extract from clause 3.6 of WTSC-96 Document 36 - “Report of the TSAG to WTSC-96, Part I”, August 1996


3.6	Main achievements of the Group on Cooperation and Coordination


3.6.1	Prior to the first TSAG meeting, there had been an increasing awareness of the necessity to explore ways and means of ensuring closer cooperation with industry fora. In particular, the Additional Plenipotentiary Conference in 1992 (APP-92) had drawn attention to the need to work closely with other organizations in general and fora in particular. This notion was reinforced at WTSC-93 in Helsinki, and again at the Plenipotentiary Conference in Kyoto in 1994.


At the outset, TSAG addressed the issue of how to collaborate with fora and consortia, as well as other less formal entities such as the Global Standards Collaboration (GSC) meetings dealing with interregional coordination.


Many positive steps have been taken in a number of venues, and some significant progress has been made to build bridges, and close gaps.


In particular, contacts with many of the fora have been made, especially by the Study Group Chairmen and members of Study Groups. In order to provide guidance in dealing with fora and consortia, the Group on Cooperation and Coordination developed procedures on the communication process including a set of criteria for qualifying the fora on a case-by-case basis. These procedures are stipulated in a draft Recommendation for WTSC-96. This single action is an important step forward in ensuring that closer cooperation occurs.


3.6.2	The traditional cooperation maintained with other international organizations has continued. Successful working relations exist, particularly with the International Organization for Standardization (ISO) and the International Electrotechnical Commission (IEC), and their Joint Technical Committee on Information Technology (JTC 1). Where common interest is identified by ITU-T and JTC 1, it is possible to produce common text Standards/Recommendations. This has been done by ITU-T Study Groups in collaboration with JTC 1 Subcommittees and over 150 Recommendations have been produced in this way. This mode of production is seen to be particularly important for emerging areas of standardization, such as the Global Information Infrastructure (GII). The Group on Cooperation and Coordination has revised the Resolutions and Recommendations which govern cooperation with ISO and IEC. Furthermore, the Guide for ITU-T and ISO/IEC JTC 1 has been revised, and aligned with JTC 1 procedures. This is an essential part of the overall process of cooperation, upon which precision of Recommendations depends.


3.6.3	At recent meetings of TSAG the attention of the Group on Cooperation and Coordination had been drawn to the need to ensure that cooperation between ITU-T and the Internet Society (ISOC) is encouraged. In particular, there are opportunities to work collectively on specific matters of mutual interest and concern. Since September 1995, ISOC has been a member of the Standardization Sector although direct participation has not yet grown to any extent. Nevertheless, there have been fruitful discussions and exchange of information in a variety of ways including attendance of ISOC representatives at the seventh meeting of TSAG. As always, clear procedures are invaluable to ensure coordination. In this respect, TSAG has produced a procedure which will enable each side to reference documents of the other organization. This is an important step forward. It is anticipated that additional steps will be taken, thus facilitating the collaboration process.


With regard to coordination with the Radiocommunication and Development Sectors, this has worked well during the period.


In the case of ITU-R, there have been joint meetings between the Advisory Groups, RAG and TSAG which have produced good results. No significant problems have been identified, and the meetings have been flexible enough to allow for natural differences of approach. The work of the Inter-Sector Coordination Groups has been reported and many of the difficulties encountered in the last period appear to be resolved.


Active liaison has taken place with representatives of the Development Sector to ensure that the interests of developing countries are included in the work of the Standardization Sector.


TSAG has also benefited from input from the General Secretariat, in particular from the Strategic Planning Unit (SPU).


________________________





____________________
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