3GPP TSG-CT WG1 Meeting #103





C1-171588
Spokane, USA, 3-7 April 2017
Source:

3GPP-IETF Coordination Team Lead (BlackBerry)


3GPP-IETF Liaison/CT Chair (Huawei)

Title:

Summary of discussion of CT1 issues at IETF#98
Agenda item:

4.2
Document for:

information
1.Introduction

At the 3GPP-IETF coordination meeting held at IETF#98 with the ART Area Directors (ADs) the following topics which are of particular interest to CT1 were discussed.
2.Topics of Interest
2.1 Country-Specific Emergency Service sub-type
The IETF’s primary issue with the proposed registration of the country specific service sub-type is that this violates the policy for the registry established in RFC 5031 which is “sub-services can be added after expert review and must be of general public interest and have a similar emergency nature”. To allow individual countries to allocate their own subtypes would be in violation of the curent policy and to change the policy would require a standards track RFC that updates RFC 5031 and modifies the current registry policy. Publication of such an RFC would need to go through IETF last call and have community consensus.

Another issue of concern to the ADs was that the emergency-services should not be indicated by numbers, but should be human readable strings that identify the actual service. The intention also has always been that endpoints can be implemented that would work anywhere based on the endpoints understanding the URNs in the registry. Country specific URNS goes counter to that basic philosophy.
There are three possible ways forward:
1) Change the registration process: 3GPP comes up with an internet draft that shows that the current registration of emergency service types is not flexible enough. The draft could suggest that the expert review is not needed anymore. Such draft would need to result in a standards track RFC.
2) Create an exception of the registration process: 3GPP comes up with an internet draft that shows that for country-specific emergency services a different registration policy (without expert review) would be needed. Such a draft would also need to result in a standards track RFC.

3) Use the current process: Collect a list of country-specific services (per country) and send them via one of the ADs for IANA registration. The list doesn't need to be exhaustive, but as complete as possible. Going forward the Ads believe that it shouldn’t take more than a week to complete an expert review and obtain IANA registration.

Open Questions to 3GPP:

1. If the country-specific sub-type would be granted, how and where would the country specific sub-types be registered? 

2. Who would take care of the related registry/registries? Would that be 3GPP? If yes, how would the registration of sub-types work?

Next steps:

CT1 should discuss this input and see if the proposed ways forward are feasible or if more input is needed. Future discussions should, if possible, take place on the ECRIT mailing list.

2.2 RTCweb and draft-ietf-rtcweb-gateways

draft-ietf-rtcweb-gateways has expired and there is no longer interest in the RTCweb WG in completing this draft. It is proposed that 3GPP take the contents of the current draft as a basis for updating 3GPP specifications instead of through referencing the internet draft. RTCweb WG work is nearing completion and it is possible that RTCweb WG will close after IETF#99 in July. There is still some work in other WGs (e.g. MMUSIC) that RTCweb is dependent on that may take a little longer to fully complete and then the RFC editors will have a major task to fully complete the publication of the RFCs but the end of this work is in sight. draft-yusef-sipcore-authn that replaces draft-yusef-sipcore-oatuth that is referenced by TS 24.371 has been accepted as a WG item by SIPcore WG.
