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1. Introduction

This contribution reports on the current status of the MAPSEC DOI, the changes that have been incorporated to the draft to reviews by the IESG, and requests the SA3 to decide whether to submit the attached document as the final RFC contents or not.

2. Status

The MAPSEC DOI document, draft-arkko-map-doi-08.txt, is in the so called “RFC Editor Queue” state at the IETF. This means that it has received the IESG review appropriate for its type, and has been approved for publication. The document is an individual submission, not an output from a WG or an Internet standard. As a result, the official review only checks for conflicts with past or ongoing IETF work, or so called “end-runs”. However, in this case some additional comments were received from the IESG. These are listed below.

COMMENTS FROM INDIVIDUAL IESG MEMBERS

Steve Bellovin Comments: [2004-03-29]

(1)   2.1 & 2.3:  It says that MAP runs over IP, but it seems to

      run over UDP/IP.

(2)   4.2:  Is the 0x01 right- or left-justified in the four octets?  It

       would be clearer if you gave a 4-octet value.

(3)   The security considerations section is inadequate -- are there special

      MAPSEC-related vulnerabilities to be cautious of?  If not, say so.

Ted Hardie Comment: [2004-03-31]

(4) In section 4:

    "The definition of MAPSEC transforms in the 3GPP Technical

     Specifications such as [7] MUST specify if the use of Key Length

     is necessary and what the legal values are."

   is a bit odd.  Can the IETF put a MUST requirement on another SDO?

   by name?  Would it be as useful to write it as follows?

   To achieve interoperability, transform definitions MUST specify if the

   use of Key Length is necessary and what the legal values are.

[Actually, this latter is also a misuse of MUST; it has more the flavor

of a logical imperative than of a requirement level for the

specification. So the RFC Editor suggests:]

   To achieve interoperability, transform definitions must specify if the

   use of Key Length is necessary and what the legal values are.

Scott Hollenbeck Comment: [2004-03-25]

(5)  Section 7, IANA Considerations, 2nd paragraph:

     s/by the the standardization bodies/by the standardization bodies/

(6) I'm not really sure that sections 7.1 - 7.5 belong in the IANA

    Considerations section as they describe parameters to be

    managed by entities other than IANA.  They might better be

    described in a section of their own.

End-run Review

This document was reviewed by Russ Housley for the IESG.

IESG Note

This document is not a candidate for any level of Internet

Standard. The IETF disclaims any knowledge of the fitness of this

document for any purpose, and in particular notes that it has not

had IETF review for such things as security, congestion control or

inappropriate interaction with deployed protocols. The RFC Editor

has chosen to publish this document at its discretion. Readers of

this document should exercise caution in evaluating its value for

implementation and deployment.

3. New Revision

A new revision, draft-arkko-map-doi-09.txt, has been attached to this contribution. We believe this addresses all issues raised by the IESG.

4. Call for Input and Decision

The new revision has not been submitted to the IETF yet. When it is submitted, it is likely to become an RFC shortly thereafter, as-is. The process for individual submissions allows for corrections of IESG-noted issues while in the RFC Editor Queue, and there are no new review checkpoints, unless major changes are introduced. If major changes are introduced, then the document would have to start a new process.

At this point we would like to solicit first some input from the SA3 regarding:

· Editorial or small technical corrections.

· Input related to the IESG comments. For instance, Steven Bellovin wanted to see a more in-depth security considerations section. Some additional description has been provided, but it is possible that the SA3 wishes to improve or extend this description.

Then SA3 needs to make a decision how to proceed. If these above changes are sufficient, we will submit the document to the IETF after waiting for an appropriate time for the input, and the document becomes an RFC. Otherwise, if the SA3 wants to make bigger changes or re-think some of the technical solutions, we would either have to revise the current document or start a new one.
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