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1
Decision/action requested

Discuss the issue reported below and take action to update the related references if needed
2
References

-
3
Rationale

The CT chair has sent the following message (6 November) to the CT3 and SA5 leadership about updated IETF drafts referred to by SA5 specs (for JSON schemas). Note: The TSs listed as SA5 TSs (23.333, 24.103, 26.223) are not SA5 TSs; this needs to be checked and corrected.
Yesterday we had the 3GPP/IETF coordination meeting and discussed the dependencies which are still open. I highlighted that the following drafts are currently marked as expired:

https://datatracker.ietf.org/doc/draft-newton-json-content-rules -- referenced by CT3 for eWebRTCi-CT in Rel-13 in 23.334 and 29.334

https://datatracker.ietf.org/doc/draft-handrews-json-schema  -- referenced by SA5 for REST_SS in Rel-15 in 23.333, 24.103, 26.223
https://datatracker.ietf.org/doc/draft-handrews-json-schema-validation -- referenced by SA5
https://datatracker.ietf.org/doc/draft-handrews-json-schema-hyperschema  -- referenced by SA5

Now after some investigation it became clear that these drafts have a very very high likelihood to __not__ progress further in the IETF. 

First of all, they both seem to be different proposals for the same issue, i.e. JSON schemas. So we might in general want to align internally in 3GPP to choose only one solution instead of two different. But the real problem is, that the https://datatracker.ietf.org/doc/draft-ietf-cbor-cddl was adopted by the cbor IETF WG as the solution to go forward with. The cbor-cddl draft has already passed WG last call and was sent to IESG for publication, i.e. it is very very likely that this will be an RFC soon.

So this means our definitions should align with the newly approved draft.

For the moment I don't know how much work this change will cause in CT3 and SA5, I also don't know who brought the related CR's to your groups. Maybe we can investigate this further and then see how to approach this issue.
