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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 BOF (to become working group when charter agreed).

1
Introduction

Sections highlighed in BLUE indicate documents that are currently required by 3GPP to complete Release 6.

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.

NONE

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".
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Description of Proposed Working Group

The focus of this working group is to develop a standardized suite of 

protocols for tightly-coupled multimedia conferences, where strong security 

and authorization requirements are integral to the solution. 

Tightly-coupled conferences have a central point of control and 

authorization so they can enforce specific media and membership 

relationships, and provide an accurate roster of participants. The media 

mixing or combining function of a tightly-coupled conference need not be 

performed centrally, however. Unlike previous attempts at standardizing 

conferencing-related activities, the scope of this effort is intentionally 

very narrow, and is intended to enable interoperability in a commercial 

environment which already has a number of implementations.

Privacy, security, and authorization mechanisms are integral to the 

solution generated by the working group. This includes allowing 

participants to be completely invisible or to be visible but participate 

anonymously with respect to some or all of the other participants. 

Authorization rules allow for participants and non-participants to have 

roles (ex: speaker, moderator, owner), and to be otherwise authorized to 

perform membership and media manipulation for or on behalf of other 

participants. In order to preserve these properties, the protocols used 

will require implementation of channel security and authentication services.

Initially this combination of protocols will be specified with respect to 

session setup with SIP, but most of the specific components would be 

applicable to conferences setup using other protocols. [None of the 

protocols defined by this group will be SIP or require SIP extensions.] The 

group will use the high-level requirements and framework already described 

by documents published by the SIPPING WG.

The deliverables for the group will be:

- A mechanism for membership and authorization control

- A mechanism to manipulate and describe media "layout" or "topology" for 

multiple media types (audio, video, text)

- A mechanism for notification of conference related events/changes (for 

example a roster)

- A basic floor control protocol

- Peer-to-peer cascading of conferences (one conference is a participant in 

another and vice versa)

The following items are specifically out-of-scope:

- Voting

- Multicast media (due to security concerns)

- Fully distributed conferences

- Loosely-coupled conferences (no central point of control)

- Far-end device control

- Protocol used between the conference controller and the mixer(s)

- Capabilities negotiation of the mixer(s)

- Master-slave cascaded conferences

The working group will coordinate closely with the SIPPING and MMUSIC 

working groups. In addition the working group will cooperate with other 

groups as needed, including SIP, AVT, and the W3C SMIL working groups.

In addition, the working group will consider a number of existing drafts (a 

non-exhaustive list is included below) as input to the working group.

Related documents in other working groups:

- draft-ietf-sipping-conferencing-requirements-00.txt

- draft-ietf-sipping-conferencing-framework-00.txt

- draft-ietf-sipping-cc-conferencing-00.txt

- draft-ietf-sipping-cc-framework-02.txt

- draft-ietf-sipping-conference-package-00.txt

Partial list of input documents:

(All documents available at http://ee.wustl.edu/~alan/xcon/ until they 

appear in the IETF archives.)

- draft-even-xcon-conference-scenarios-00.txt

- draft-koskelainen-xcon-cpcp-reqs-00.txt

- draft-even-xcon-media-policy-requirements-00.txt

- draft-koskelainen-xcon-floor-control-req-00.txt

- draft-koskelainen-xcon-xcap-cpcp-usage-00.txt

- draft-levin-xcon-cpcp-00.txt

- draft-mahy-xcon-media-policy-control-00.txt

Comments on the above drafts are welcome on the xcon mailing list:

Mailing-List:   xcon@softarmor.com

                 http://www.softarmor.com/mailman/listinfo/xcon

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-even-xcon-conference-scenarios-00.txt
	Conferencing Scenarios
	December 2003
	
	

	http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-even-xcon-media-policy-requirements-00.txt
	Conferencing media policy requirements
	December 2003
	
	

	http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-koskelainen-xcon-cpcp-reqs-00.txt
	Requirements for Conference Policy Control Protocol
	December 2003
	
	

	http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-koskelainen-xcon-floor-control-req-00.txt
	Requirements for Floor Control
	December 2003
	
	

	http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-koskelainen-xcon-xcap-cpcp-usage-00.txt
	An Extensible Markup Language (XML) Configuration Access Protocol (XCAP) Usage for Conference Policy Manipulation
	December 2003
	
	

	http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-levin-xcon-cpcp-00.txt
	Conference Policy Control Protocol for Centralized Conferencing
	December 2003
	
	

	http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-mahy-xcon-media-policy-control-00.txt
	Media Policy Manipulation in the Conference Policy Control Protocol
	December 2003
	
	


Proposal

This document is for information and should therefore be noted.
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