I nt ernet Engi neering Task Force (I ETF) P. Hof f man
Request for Comments: 6322 VPN Consortium
Cat egory: | nformational July 2011
| SSN: 2070-1721

Dat at racker States and Annotations for
the 1 AB, I RTF, and | ndependent Subm ssion Streans

Abst r act

Thi s docunent describes extending the | ETF Datatracker to capture and
di splay the progression of Internet-Drafts that are intended to be
published as RFCs by the | AB, | RTF, or Independent Subm ssions
Editor. The states and annotations that are to be added to the
Datatracker will be applied to Internet-Drafts as soon as any of
these streans identify the Internet-Draft as a potential eventua

RFC, and will continue through the lifetime of the Internet-Draft.
The goal of adding this information to the Datatracker is to give the
whol e Internet comunity nore information about the status of these
Internet-Drafts and the streans from which they originate.

Status of This Meno

This docunent is not an Internet Standards Track specification; it is
published for informational purposes.

This docunent is a product of the Internet Engi neering Task Force
(IETF). It represents the consensus of the I ETF comunity. |t has
recei ved public review and has been approved for publication by the
Internet Engineering Steering Group (IESG. Not all docunents
approved by the | ESG are a candi date for any |evel of Internet

St andard; see Section 2 of RFC 5741.

I nformation about the current status of this docunent, any errata,

and how to provide feedback on it nay be obtained at
http://ww. rfc-editor.org/info/rfc6322
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Copyright Notice

Copyright (c) 2011 I ETF Trust and the persons identified as the
docunent authors. Al rights reserved.

This docunent is subject to BCP 78 and the I ETF Trust’'s Lega
Provisions Relating to | ETF Docunents
(http://trustee.ietf.org/license-info) in effect on the date of
publication of this docunment. Please review these docunents
carefully, as they describe your rights and restrictions with respect
to this document. Code Conponents extracted fromthis docunment nust
include Sinplified BSD License text as described in Section 4.e of
the Trust Legal Provisions and are provided wi thout warranty as
described in the Sinplified BSD License.

Thi s docunent may contain material from|ETF Docunents or |ETF
Contributions published or made publicly avail abl e before Novenber
10, 2008. The person(s) controlling the copyright in sonme of this
material may not have granted the I ETF Trust the right to all ow

nodi fications of such material outside the | ETF Standards Process.
Wt hout obtaining an adequate |icense fromthe person(s) controlling
the copyright in such materials, this docunent may not be nodified
out side the | ETF Standards Process, and derivative works of it may
not be created outside the | ETF Standards Process, except to fornmat
it for publication as an RFC or to translate it into |anguages other
t han Engli sh.

1. I nt roducti on

As described in Section 5 of [RFC4844], there are currently four
streans that feed into the RFC publication process: the | ETF docunent
stream the Internet Architecture Board (1 AB) docunment stream the

I nternet Research Task Force (I RTF) document stream and the

I ndependent Submi ssions streamthat is admnistered by the

I ndependent Submi ssions Editor (I1SE). Each of these streans consi st
of Internet-Drafts (often abbreviated "I-Ds") that have been
identified by an organi zation or role as being part of their stream
Each stream nai ntai ner progresses docunents towards RFC publication
inits own fashion. A docunment can only be in one streamat a tine.

In recent years, there has been a desire by | ETF participants and
others to see nore of the process used by each stream For exanple,
sonme people want to know how close the IABis to finishing a
particul ar docunent; |ETF participants mght want to know t he
progress of | RTF research docunments that are in areas related to
their engi neering work; people who have asked for the I SE to publish
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their docunment want to track its progress. |f the | ETF Datatracker
("tracker") has nore informati on about each streanis states, this
information is nuch nore easily accessible.

In this docunent, the term"I|ETF Datatracker” is used as a generic
nane for the existing tool used to track state changes as |nternet-
Drafts are processed. The word "I ETF" in the name "I ETF Datatracker"
is not neant to limit use of the tool to the | ETF document stream
this docunent expands use of the tool to the other streans described
in RFC 4844.

Thi s docunment describes the additional tracker states that are
specific to each of the IAB, the IRTF, and the | SE docunent flows. A
document might al so have one or nore annotations assigned as well.
Because each streamis controlled by a different organization, this
docunent separates out the proposed states and annotations for each
stream and associ ates specific semantics stream by-stream

Annot ati ons nmay be applied at any tinme to a docunent that is intended
for the particular stream A docunent nmay have nore than one
annotation applied to it. It is likely that the comments for these
annotations will supply valuable infornmation about the annotation.
Each stream owner needs to have wite access to the states and
annotations for all the docunents in their stream They should al so
be able to assign others to have the same wite privileges.

Thi s docunent does not describe which person in each stream m ght be
able to edit these states and annotations; it is assuned that this is
a sinple enough task that it can be negotiated between each stream
admi nistrator and the tracker adnministrator. Also, this docunent
assunes that whoever is making the edits to the state and annotati ons
can enter comrents that will be publicly visible.

Some streams have comments that are very long, such as docunent
reviews and document poll results. The tracker needs to be able to
store long annotati on conments.

Note that this document does not discuss docunents in the | ETF
stream The states and perm ssions for | ETF stream docunents that
have been requested for publication are already inplenmented in the
tracker. A separate set of docunents, [RFC6174] and [ RFC6175],
describe the tracker states and associ ated pernissions proposed for
docunents in the | ETF streamthat have been adopted, or are being
consi dered for adoption, by | ETF Wrking G oups.

The intent of this docunent is to informan initial devel opnment

effort for the tool described here. It is not intended to stand as
the requirenents against the tool once it is deployed. That is,
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there is no current intention to update this docunment frequently as
the tool evolves and small features are added and changed.

Thi s docunent defines three state machines that fit into the | ETF
Dat atracker. The Datatracker will have multiple state machi nes
Thi s docunent was prepared in coordination with the I AB, | RTF, and
| SE, at the request of the | ETF Adninistrative Oversight Comittee
(1 ACC).

2. | AB Stream

This section describes the desired states and annotations for the | AB
stream

2.1. States for the | AB Stream

0o Candidate | AB Docunent -- A docunent being considered for the | AB
stream
0o Active | AB Docunent -- This docunment has been adopted by the | AB

and is being actively devel oped.

o Parked | AB Document -- This docunent has lost its author or
editor, is waiting for another docunent to be witten, or cannot
currently be worked on by the | AB for sone other reason
Annot ati ons probably explain why this docunent is parked.

0 |AB Review -- This docunment is awaiting the IAB itself to conme to
i nternal consensus.

0 Community Review -- This docunent has conpleted internal consensus
within the 1 AB and i s now under conmunity review. (The |AB
normal Iy allows conmunity input during earlier stages of the
process as well.)

o Approved by 1AB, To Be Sent to RFC Editor -- The consideration of
this docunent is conplete, but it has not yet been sent to the RFC
Editor for publication (although that is going to happen soon).

0 Sent to a Different Oganization for Publication -- The | AB does
not expect to publish the docunment itself, but has passed it on to
a different organization that m ght conti nue work on the docunent.
The expectation is that the other organization will eventually
publish the docunent.
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2.

. 2.

0 Sent to the RFC Editor -- The | AB processing of this docunent is
conplete and it has been sent to the RFC Editor for publication
The docunent may be in the RFC Editor’s queue, or it nay have been
published as an RFC, this state doesn’t distinguish between
different states occurring after the docunent has left the |AB.

0o Dead | AB Docunent -- This document was an active | AB docunment, but
for sone reason it is no |onger being pursued for the | AB stream
It is possible that the docunent mght be revived later, possibly
i n anot her stream

Annot ations for the | AB Stream

o Editor Needed -- The docunent has lost its editor but it is stil
i ntended to be part of the | AB stream

o Wiiting for Dependency on O her Document -- Activity on this
docunent is expected to be | ow or non-existent while waiting for
anot her docunent (probably listed in the comments) to progress.

o Waiting for Partner Feedback -- The | AB often produces docunents
that need to be socialized with outside organizations (such as the
| EEE) or other internal organizations (such as the | ESG or the
| ACC). This docunent has been sent out for feedback from one of
these partner groups.

0 Awaiting Reviews -- Activity on this docunment is expected to be
| ow or non-existent while waiting for reviews that were solicited
by the | AB.

0 Revised |-D Needed -- Coments that will cause changes have been
submitted, and no processing is expected until a new draft is
i ssued.

0 Docunent Shepherd Foll owmup -- The docunment’s shepherd is expected

to take sone action before the docunent can proceed.
Access Control for | AB States and Annotati ons

Sorre | AB nenbers, and nenbers of the | AB Executive Directorate, need

to be able to set the states and annotations for | AB docunents during
their life cycle. The IAB Chair needs to be able to grant access to

individuals to nodify the state and annotations; such access applies

to all I AB Stream docunents
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3.

.1

| RTF Stream

This section describes the desired states and annotations for the
| RTF stream Sone of the steps take place in | RTF Research G oups
(RGs), while others take place in the Internet Research Steering
G oup (I RSG.

States for the | RTF Stream

Candi dat e RG Docunent -- This docunent is under consideration in
an RG for becom ng an | RTF docunent. A docunent in this state
does not inply any RG consensus and does not inply any precedence
or selection. It's sinply a way to indicate that sonebody has
asked for a docunment to be considered for adoption by an RG

Active RG Docunent -- This docunment has been adopted by an RG and
is being actively devel oped.

Parked RG Docunment -- This document has lost its author or editor,
is waiting for another docunent to be witten, or cannot currently
be worked on by the RG that adopted it for sonme other reason

In RG Last Call -- The docunent is inits final reviewin the RG

Wai ting for Docunent Shepherd -- | RTF docunents have docunent
shepherds who hel p RG docunents through the process after the RG
has finished with the docunent.

Waiting for IRTF Chair -- The IRTF Chair is neant to be perform ng
sone task such as sending a request for | ESG Review.

Awai ting | RSG Revi ews -- The docunent shepherd has taken the
docunent to the IRSG and solicited reviews fromone or nore | RSG
menbers.

In IRSG Poll -- The IRSGis taking a poll on whether or not the
docunent is ready to be published.

In ESG Review -- The | RSG has asked the |ESGto do a review of
t he docunent, as described in [RFC5742].

Sent to the RFC Editor -- The docunent has been subnitted for
publication (and not returned to the IRTF for further action).

The docunent may be in the RFC Editor’s queue, or it nay have been
published as an RFC, this state doesn't distinguish between
different states occurring after the docunent has left the | RTF.

Hof f man I nf or mat i onal [ Page 6]



RFC 6322 Dat atracker States for Alternate Streans July 2011

Hof

0 Docunent on Hold Based on | ESG Request -- The | ESG has requested
that the docunment be held pending further review, as specified in
RFC 5742, and the | RTF has agreed to such a hold.

0 Dead | RTF Docunent -- This docunent was an active | RTF documnent,
but for sone reason it is no | onger being pursued for the I RTF
stream It is possible that the docunent mght be revived later
possi bly in anot her stream

Annot ations for the | RTF Stream

o Editor Needed -- The docunent has lost its editor but it stil
i ntended to be the output of an RG

o Shepherd Needed -- The docunent needs a shepherd assigned to it.
o Wiiting for Dependency on O her Document -- Activity on this

docunent is expected to be | ow or non-existent while waiting for
anot her docunent (probably listed in the comments) to progress.

0 Revised |-D Needed -- Discussion has ensued that is expected to
cause changes, and no progress is expected until a new draft is
i ssued.

0 | ESG Review Conpleted -- The | ESG has conpleted its review on the
document, as described in [RFC5742].

Access Control for | RTF States and Annot ations

An RG Chair needs to be able to set the states and annotations for an
| RTF docunent before the RG has sent the document to the | RSG for
review. The RG Chair also needs to be able to give the sane ability
to a shepherd that is assigned by the RGchair. This access contro
is simlar to the access control that is specified in [ RFC6175] for

| ETF W5 chairs and their docunment shepherds

The RG chairs should be able to nodify the state and annotations for
any of that RG s documents at any time. The |RTF Chair should be
able to nodify the state and annotations for any |IRTF Stream docunent
at any tine.

RG chairs and docunent shepherds nmay change at any point in a

docunent’s life cycle. The Datatracker nust allow for and | og these
changes.
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4.

I ndependent Submi ssion Stream

This section describes the desired states and annotations for the
I ndependent Submi ssion stream The ISE will do his or her own
record-keeping for data not related to states and annotati ons.

Many docunents in the | ndependent Subnission stream cone fromthe
other three streans. Because of this, the tracker needs to preserve
previous states and annotations on drafts that come to the

I ndependent Submi ssion stream

States for the Independent Subm ssion Stream

0 Subm ssion Received -- The draft has been sent to the ISE with a
request for publication

o Finding Reviewers -- The ISEis finding initial reviewers for the
docunent .

0 In ISE Review -- The ISE is actively working on the docunent.

0 Response to Review Needed -- One or nore reviews have been sent to
the author(s), and the ISE is awaiting response.

0 In I ESG Review -- The | SE has asked the 1ESGto do a review on the
document, as described in [RFC5742].

0 Sent to the RFC Editor -- The | SE processing of this docunent is
complete and it has been sent to the RFC Editor for publication.
The docunent may be in the RFC Editor’s queue, or it nay have been
published as an RFC, this state doesn't distinguish between
different states occurring after the docunment has left the I SE

0 No Longer In |Independent Submi ssion Stream-- This docunent was
actively considered in the Independent Subm ssion stream but the
| SE chose not to publish it. It is possible that the docunent
m ght be revived later. A docunent in this state nmay have a
comment expl ai ning the reasoning of the | SE (such as if the
docunent was going to nove to a different stream.

0o Docunment on Hold Based on | ESG Request -- The | ESG has requested
that the docunent be held pending further review, as specified in
RFC 5742, and the | SE has agreed to such a hold.
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4.2. Annotations for the |Independent Subni ssion Stream

o0 Wiiting for Dependency on O her Docunment -- Activity on this
docunent is expected to be | ow or non-existent while waiting for
anot her docunent (probably listed in the conmrents) to progress.
The ot her docunents nmay or nay not be in the | ndependent
Subni ssi on stream

0 Awaiting Reviews -- Activity on this docunment is expected to be
| ow or non-existent while waiting for reviews that were solicited
by the I SE

0 Revised |-D Needed -- Requests for revisions have been sent to the

aut hor(s), and no further |SE processing is expected until a new
draft is issued.

0 | ESG Review Conpleted -- The I ESG has conpleted its review on the
docunent, as described in [RFC5742].

5. Display in the Datatracker

When t he Datatracker displays the netadata for an individual draft in
the 1AB stream I|IRTF stream or |ISE stream it should show at | east
the follow ng infornation

Docunent stream I AB / I RTF / I ndependent Submni ssion

|-D availability status: Active /| Expired / Wthdrawn / RFC
Repl aces / Replaced |-D or RFC
(if applicable)

Last updat ed: year-mmdd (e.g. 2010-07-25)
| RTF RG status: * Applicable RG state *and* nane of

RG (or RGs)
I ntended RFC st at us: Informational / Experimental / etc
Docunent shepherd: ** Name of Docunent Shepherd (if assigned)
Approval status: Nanme of applicable state fromthe | AB /

| RTF / | ndependent Submi ssion stream

* The "IRTF RG status" is only shown for the IRTF stream it is to
be conpletely renmoved for the | AB and | ndependent Stream

** This field displays the nane and email of the person assigned as

the shepherd for the I-D; the line is omitted if the shepherd has
not yet been assigned
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6.

Movenent between Streans

Internet-Drafts sonetinmes nove between streanms. For exanple, a draft
m ght start out in the | ETF stream but then nove to the | ndependent
Submi ssion stream or a draft might nmove froman IRTF RGto the | ETF
stream Thus, the | ETF Datatracker needs to be able to change the
designated streamof a draft. It is expected that this will be done
by the stream managers. |In addition, the | ETF Datatracker should
preserve all data fromthe earlier streanm(s) when a docunent noves
bet ween streans.

Internet-Drafts sonmetinmes nove out of a streaminto a non-stream
state. For exanmple, a draft that is in the "Candi date | AB Docunent"
"Candi date RG Docunent", or "Subm ssion Received" state m ght not be
adopted by the stream and revert back to having no streamspecific
state. The | ETF Datatracker needs to be able to handle the
transition fromhaving a streamrelated state to a null state.

New streans nmay be added in the future, and the tool needs to be able
to handl e additional streans.

| ESG Mail Sent for the I RTF and | ndependent Stream

After the I|ESG perforns a review of potential RFCs fromthe | RTF and
| ndependent streans, as described in RFC 5742, the | ETF Dat atracker
sends out email to the IANA the |ESG ietf-announce@etf.org, and
the stream nanager with the results of the IESGs review |In the
past, the subject Iine and body of that nessage has been ni sl eadi ng
about the scope and purpose of the nessage. There is now a

requi renent that the nmessage clearly state that the nessage is about
the IETF-conflict review of a particular Internet-Draft.

Note that these letters have effects on the state machine for the
| ESG, al though those effects are not covered in this docunent.

Security Considerations

Changing the states in the Datatracker does not affect the security
of the Internet in any significant fashion

Revi ew of These Requirenents

The 1 AB has reviewed this docunent and agrees that this docunent
neets the | AB's consent requirenents.

The I RTF Chair has reviewed this docunent and agrees that this
docunent neets the requirenments for the | RTF stream
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The | SE has reviewed this docunent and agrees that this docunent
nmeets the requirenents of the technical community, as represented by
t he | ndependent Submi ssion stream
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