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Abstract

This contribution summarises the current XCON documentation within IETF. This contribution represents those IETF RFCs and drafts that have been allocated to the XCON working group. The charter is at http://www.ietf.org/html.charters/xcon-charter.html.

1
Introduction

Sections highlighted in YELLOW indicate documents that are currently required by 3GPP to complete Release 5. Sections highlighted in BLUE indicate documents that are currently required by 3GPP to complete Release 6. Sections highlighted in GREEN indicate documents that arye currently required by 3GPP to complete Release 7. Sections highlighed in MAGENTA indicate documents that are currently required by 3GPP to complete Release 8.
2
Completed request for comments

Each distinct version of an Internet standards-related specification is published as part of the "Request for Comments" (RFC) document series. This archival series is the official publication channel for Internet standards documents and other publications of the IESG, IAB, and Internet community. 

Some RFCs document Internet Standards.  These RFCs form the 'STD' subseries of the RFC series [4].  When a specification has been adopted as an Internet Standard, it is given the additional label "STDxxx", but it keeps its RFC number and its place in the RFC series.

Note that certain standards bodies insist that an RFC must be an Internet Standard before it can be referenced in a published standard.

2.1
Conferencing Scenarios

Contained in: http://www.ietf.org/rfc/rfc4597.txt
This document describes multimedia conferencing scenarios.  It describes both basic and advance conferencing scenarios involving voice, video, text and interactive text sessions.  These conferencing scenarios will help with definition and evaluation of the protocols being developed in the centralized conferencing XCON working group.

Informational.

2.2
Requirements for Floor Control Protocol

Contained in: http://www.ietf.org/rfc/rfc4376.txt

Floor control is a means to manage joint or exclusive access to shared resource in a (multiparty) conferencing environment.  Thereby, floor control complements other functions -- such as conference and media session setup, conference policy manipulation, and media control -- that are realized by other protocols.  This document defines the requirements for a floor control protocol for multiparty conferences in the context of an existing framework.

Informational.

2.3
The Binary Floor Control Protocol (BFCP)

Contained in: http://www.ietf.org/rfc/rfc4582.txt
Floor control is a means to manage joint or exclusive access to shared resources in a (multiparty) conferencing environment. Thereby, floor control complements other functions -- such as conference and media session setup, conference policy manipulation, and media control -- that are realized by other protocols. This document specifies the Binary Floor Control Protocol (BFCP). BFCP is used between conference participants and floor control servers, and between floor chairs (i.e., moderators) and floor control servers.

Proposed standard.

2.4
Connection Establishment in the Binary Floor Control Protocol (BFCP)

Contained in: http://www.ietf.org/rfc/rfc5018.txt
This document specifies how a Binary Floor Control Protocol (BFCP) client establishes a connection to a BFCP floor control server outside the context of an offer/answer exchange.  Client and server authentication are based on Transport Layer Security (TLS).
Proposed standard.

2.5
A Framework and Data Model for Centralized Conferencing

Contained in: http://www.ietf.org/rfc/rfc5239.txt
This document defines the framework for Centralized Conferencing. The framework allows participants using various call signaling protocols, such as SIP, H.323, Jabber and PSTN to exchange media in a centralized unicast conference.  The Centralized Conferencing Framework defines logical entities and naming conventions, along with a conferencing data model. The framework also outlines a set of conferencing protocols, which are complementary to the call signalling protocols for building advanced conferencing applications.  The framework binds all the defined components together for the benefit of builders of conferencing systems.

Proposed standard.

2.6
Conference Event Package Data Format Extension for Centralized Conferencing (XCON)

Contained in: http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-ietf-xcon-event-package-01.txt

Expires: March 2009

This document specifies the notification mechanism for XCON (centralized conferencing).  This mechanism reuses the SIP (Session Initiation Protocol) event package for conference state. Additionally, the notification mechanism includes support for the XCON data model and for partial notifications.

WGLC initiated 4th September 2008 to complete 19th September 2008. Publication requested of -01 version on 19th December 2008. IETF last call initiated 27th January 2009 to complete 10th February 2009 on -01 version as proposed standard. IESG approved -01 version as proposed standard 2nd March 2009. Currently in state: In RFC Editor's Queue waiting on reference to draft-ietf-xcon-common-data-model.

3
Internet drafts identified as work items by the working group or as chartered items

Editor’s note: During the run up to an IETF meeting, there may be a delay between the submission of an internet draft, and the formal posting of the internet draft. I have adopted the policy of identifying only those versions that have been officially posted, although this may delay inclusion in this document by a few days.

During the development of a specification, draft versions of the document are made available for informal review and comment by placing them in the IETF's "Internet-Drafts" directory, which is replicated on a number of Internet hosts.  This makes an evolving working document readily available to a wide audience, facilitating the process of review and revision.

An Internet-Draft that is published as an RFC, or that has remained unchanged in the Internet-Drafts directory for more than six months without being recommended by the IESG for publication as an RFC, is simply removed from the Internet-Drafts directory.  At any time, an Internet-Draft may be replaced by a more recent version of the same specification, restarting the six-month timeout period.

An Internet-Draft is NOT a means of "publishing" a specification; specifications are published through the RFC mechanism described in the previous section.  Internet-Drafts have no formal status, and are subject to change or removal at any time.

Under no circumstances should an Internet-Draft be referenced by any paper, report, or Request-for-Proposal, nor should a vendor claim compliance with an Internet-Draft.

Note: It is acceptable to reference a standards-track specification that may reasonably be expected to be published as an RFC using the phrase "Work in Progress"  without referencing an Internet-Draft. This may also be done in a standards track document itself  as long as the specification in which the reference is made would stand as a complete and understandable document with or without the reference to the "Work in Progress".

3.1
A Common Conference Information Data Model for Centralized Conferencing (XCON)

Contained in: http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-ietf-xcon-common-data-model-23.txt

Expires: August 2011
This document defines an Extensible Markup Language (XML)-based conference information data model for centralized conferencing (XCON).  A conference object, which can be manipulated using a conference control protocol, at a conference server represents a particular instantiation of this data model.  The conference information data model defined in this document is an extension of (and thus, compatible with) the model specified in the Session Initiation Protocol (SIP) Event Package for Conference State.
WGLC initiated 30th April 2008 to complete 15th May 2008. Publication requested 8th June 2010 on -19 version as proposed standard. IETF last call issues 18th February 2011 to complete 4th March 2011 on -23 version as proposed standard. Currently in state: In Last Call.
3.2
Conference Event Package Data Format Extension for Centralized Conferencing (XCON)

Contained in: http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-ietf-xcon-ccmp-12.txt
Expires: August 2011
The Centralized Conferencing Manipulation Protocol (CCMP) allows an XCON conferencing system client to create, retrieve, change, and delete objects that describe a centralized conference.  CCMP is a means to control basic and advanced conference features such as conference state and capabilities, participants, relative roles, and details.  CCMP is a state-less, XML-based, client server protocol that carries, in its request and response messages, conference information in the form of XML documents and fragments conforming to the centralized conferencing data model schema.
WGLC initiated 5th January 2010 to complete 19th January 2010 on -05 version. WGLC initiated 18th June 2010 to complete 25th June 2010 on -05 version as proposed standard. Publication requested 16th August 2010 on -10 version as proposed standard. IETF last call issues 18th February 2011 to complete 4th March 2011 on -12 version as proposed standard. Currently in state: In Last Call.
3.3
Centralized Conferencing Manipulation Protocol (CCMP) Call Flow Examples
Contained in: http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-ietf-xcon-examples-08.txt
Expires: August 2011
This document provides detailed call flows for the scenarios documented in the Centralized Conferencing (XCON) Framework and the XCON Scenarios.  The call flows document the use of the interface between a conference control client and a conference control server using the Centralized Conferencing Manipulation Protocol (CCMP).  The objective is to provide a base reference for both protocol researchers and developers.
WGLC initiated 5th January 2010 to complete 19th January 2010 on -02 version. WGLC initiated 18th June 2010 to complete 25th June 2010 on -02 version as proposed standard. Publication requested 16th August 2010 on -06 version as informational. IETF last call issues 18th February 2011 to complete 4th March 2011 on -08 version as informational. Currently in state: In Last Call.
4
Internet drafts not yet identified as work items by the working group

Editor’s note: During the run up to an IETF meeting, there may be a delay between the submission of an internet draft, and the formal posting of the internet draft. I have adopted the policy of identifying only those versions that have been officially posted, although this may delay inclusion in this document by a few days.

The following internet drafts have been submitted, have not yet expired, but have not yet been accepted as work items by the working group. This does not preclude them currently being worked upon and being accepted as RFCs by the IESG.

Some of these may be quietly allowed to die, some may have been incorporated into another draft, and some may be under active discussion even though they have not been adopted by the working group.

	Label
	Title
	Expires
	Type
	Charter item

	
	
	
	
	

	http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-romano-dcon-framework-08.txt
	A Framework for Distributed Conferencing
	June 2011
	
	

	http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-romano-dcon-recording-03.txt
	Session Recording for Conferences using SMIL
	June 2011
	
	

	http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-romano-dcon-requirements-08.txt
	Requirements for Distributed Conferencing
	June 2011
	
	

	http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-romano-dcon-xdsp-reqs-08.txt
	Requirements for the XCON-DCON Synchronization Protocol
	June 2011
	
	

	http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-yusef-xcon-ccmp-indication-00.txt
	Conference Focus Indicating CCMP Support
	July 2011
	
	


Proposal

This document is for information and should therefore be noted.
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