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Dear Mr. Maeda, Mr. Abbas, Mr. van Helvoort, Mr. Betts and Mr. Lam,
Thank you for your Liaison COM 15 - LS 58 - E "Review of the MPLS-TP OAM Requirements draft" of August 2009. 

Your Liaison notes that the ITU-T SG15 experts were unable to reach consensus on comments that arose during the ITU-T SG15 review of draft-ietf-mpls-tp-oam-requirements-02.txt, and that further discussion would take place on the 
ahmpls-tp@lists.itu.int and the IETF mpls-tp@ietf.org lists. 

According to normal IETF process, the IETF is in the closing stages of producing a revised version of the draft (draft-ietf-mpls-tp-oam-requirements-03.txt) that addresses the consensus resolution of all of the comments that we have received during working group last call. The changes are not more than minor editorial fixes and we would not expect to hold a further working group last call. 

The IETF needs to progress draft-ietf-mpls-tp-oam-requirements 
in a timely manner to fulfil its obligation to the ITU-T regarding MPLS-TP. In order to meet that obligation, the IETF requests that ITU-T SG15 forward any additional comments on draft-ietf-mpls-tp-oam-requirements-02.txt on which it has reached consensus by 11th September 2009. If ITU-T SG15 is unable to achieve consensus within that time we request that it indicates approval for progressing this OAM requirements document based on its previous review of draft-ietf-mpls-tp-oam-requirements-02.txt.
We understand that there may be important discussions to be held within the ITU-T on this work, and that reaching consensus may not be easy. Nevertheless, we would like to point out that according to the JWT agreement, the ITU-T undertakes to review by correspondence and reply with comments during working group last call. Continued delay of this document would be most regrettable and would put the cooperation on MPLS-TP between the ITU-T and the IETF under strain. 

If after approval of this document the ITU-T SG15 reaches consensus on additional OAM requirements, the IETF requests that these be documented in an Internet-Draft according to the MPLS Change Process described in RFC 4929, and in the spirit of the MPLS-TP cooperation. Any such additional requirements will then be brought to the MPLS-TP mailing list in the IETF for proper discussion. 

We are aware that one of the issues about which the ITU-T SG15 experts were unable to reach consensus was also raised on the MPLS-TP mailing list during working group last call of this I-D. The issue was whether MPLS-TP OAM should support horizontal "stateless" inter-working between MPLS-TP and other PTNs (specifically Ethernet). We have asked the IESG whether this topic is in scope for the MPLS-TP effort. 

The IESG has ruled that the topic is not in scope for the MPLS-TP effort or any of the IETF working groups chartered to work on MPLS-TP. Requirements for this type of 
inter-working were not brought to the JWT, and were not documented in draft-ietf-mpls-tp-requirements that was recently agreed for publication by the IETF and by ITU-T SG15. 

As previously described, if ITU-T SG15 has requests for additional OAM requirements on which they have reached consensus, and in particular for the support horizontal "stateless" inter-working between MPLS-TP and other PTNs (specifically Ethernet), they are requested to bring them to the IETF using the MPLS change process. If the new requirements are outside the current scope of MPLS-TP, the IESG will examine assigning the work to an existing working group or chartering a new working group to take on the work. 


The MPLS-TP wiki

We would also like to point to the MPLS-TP wiki:

http://wiki.tools.ietf.org/misc/mpls-tp/


We are also please to inform you that the MEAD team wiki has been refreshed and that it should much easier to find information on the progress of the MPLS-TP project and can be used to find the latest revisions of the MPLS-TP drafts.
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