The IETF thanks you for your liaison statement COM2-LS161-E (#021.02) and your comments on draft-ietf-mpls-tp-survive-framework-04.txt.
Disposition of #012.02 Comments

First we would like to comment on your statements about #012.02. You say:

We reviewed the response to our liaison #012.02 providing comments on version 02 of this draft. We have noted that a large number of the comments were rejected. We cannot accept this disposition of our comments. 

You will note that our liaison #012.03 contained an attached Word document that begins:

This document contains proposed changes and comments extracted from the ITU-T review of draft-ietf-mpls-tp-survive-fwk-02 where those changes or comments have not resulted in direct changes to the document.

Each change that was not accepted is listed in this document along with an explanation of why the change could not be made. If, as you say, you are unable to accept the disposition of any of your previous comments, you need to enter into a discussion of those points. It is neither helpful nor constructive to simply say that you do not accept something – this is a cooperation project and the agreed mechanism for cooperation is dialog. Ideally such dialog would be held using the informal email channels, but a formal liaison would be acceptable.

You also said:

In the original liaison we requested that we were give another early review before the draft was submitted for WG last call. This request was ignored, also we did not see any email indicating how the comments were addressed before the simultaneous release of the response liaison and the initiation of the WG last call.

It should be unnecessary to reiterate that there is an agreed process in place for the development of IETF RFCs on MPLS-TP. The process document is co-authored by the ITU-T co-chair of the Ad Hoc Team on MPLS-TP and has been repeatedly liaised to the ITU-T for comment. At no time has the ITU-T expressed any desire to rewrite this process. Therefore it is inappropriate for the ITU-T to make a request for additional review in this way, or to make specific requests to deviate from the agreed process. 

Furthermore, as has been repeatedly agreed, ITU-T experts are encouraged to participate in review and discussions through the normal IETF process for efficiency and speed. Where this has happened, the contributors have discovered that they are able to have flexible and full discussions of their concerns and issues in a timely manner.
Time Available for Review
In your liaison you state:

Several experts have noted that they did not have sufficient time to review this version 04 of this 57 page draft in detail and provided only high level comments or submitted their comments before finishing the full review of the draft. We expect that a more detailed and complete review would uncover many more issues.

We understand that many engineers have multiple calls on their time, and we are very grateful for the time and input that they have been able to put into reviewing this document. We do not wish to comment on the priorities that the employers and sponsors of individual experts place on the use of their time. Clearly, high level comments are better than no comments at all.

Please note that, in response to the indirect request received via several Rapporteurs, the time for comments on this document was explicitly extended to ease the burden on your experts.

Statement on Support for this Document
Your liaison concludes:

Because of the above comments, we feel the current draft is not mature enough for publication. The Q9 experts would expect these comments to be addressed and appreciate the opportunity of providing further review and comments on the revised draft.

The agreed process for this cooperation project (draft-ietf-mpls-tp-process) gives the following guidance to the ITU-T for handling reviews during Working Group last call. This guidance was sourced by the relevant Rapporteurs:

      During the final stages of development (e.g., Working Group last

      call) the IETF will send a liaison to ITU-T for action.

      At this stage the experts of the ITU-T must make a judgement if

      the draft being reviewed is a suitable basis for a normative

      reference from an ITU-T Recommendation. The group must reach a

      consensus on this opinion.

      A liaison to indicate support for the IETF to approve the draft

      should contain the following text:

        The experts of Qx have reviewed draft-xxxx by correspondence and

        either:

        - Have no concerns with the IETF proceeding with approval;

        or

        - Request that the following changes are made before the IETF

          approves the draft.

      Exceptionally, if consensus to support approval of the draft

      cannot be reached, a response liaison must be sent indicating

      that consensus could not be reached by correspondence and that

      the matter will be addressed at the next SG (or interim)

      meeting.

   If the ITU-T is unable to reach consensus, the working group may

   proceed to reach its own consensus on the document on the

   understanding that it may be necessary to revise the document later

   when ITU-T consensus is reached.

It is unclear from your latest liaison whether you are saying that you would support the approval of the document subject to your comments being addressed, or whether you are saying that you are unable to reach consensus to support approval and understand that the working group will proceed to reach its own consensus.

In this case, and in the interests of constructive progress on this work, we have chosen to interpret your liaison as conveying the former message. Thus, we have attended to all your review comments and are producing a new revision of the draft.

Detailed Review Comments
Thank you for your thorough and productive review. Your comments from this review and the previous review have been very helpful in advancing this document.

The attached document, prepared by the editors of the draft, lists each comment and proposed change and explains what action has been taken as a result. A new revision of the draft will be submitted soon containing all the updates for you comments. A second working group last call will be issued soon after that, and this will give the ITU-T the opportunity to review and comment on the changes that have been made to address all working group last call comments.
