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Note Well 
Any submission to the IETF intended by the Contributor for publica)on as all or part of an IETF Internet‐DraE 
or RFC and any statement made within the context of an IETF ac)vity is considered an "IETF Contribu)on". 
Such statements include oral statements in IETF sessions, as well as wriLen and electronic communica)ons 
made at any )me or place, which are addressed to:  

•  the IETF plenary session, 
•  any IETF working group or por)on thereof, 
•  the IESG or any member thereof on behalf of the IESG, 
•  the IAB or any member thereof on behalf of the IAB, 
•  any IETF mailing list, including the IETF list itself, any working group or design team list, or any other list 
func)oning under IETF auspices, 
•  the RFC Editor or the Internet‐DraEs func)on 

All IETF Contribu)ons are subject to the rules of RFC 3978 (updated by RFC 4748) and RFC 3979(updated by 
RFC 4879). 

Statements made outside of an IETF session, mailing list or other func)on, that are clearly not intended to be 
input to an IETF ac)vity, group or func)on, are not IETF Contribu)ons in the context of this no)ce. Please 
consult RFC 3978 (and RFC 4748) for details. 

A par)cipant in any IETF ac)vity is deemed to accept all IETF rules of process, as documented in Best Current 
Prac)ces RFCs and IESG Statements. 

A par)cipant in any IETF ac)vity acknowledges that wriLen, audio and video records of mee)ngs may be 
made and may be available to the public. 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                         intarea Agenda - IETF 76 
                        1300-1500 2009-11-09 (Mon) 
                   (Last revised 2009-11-09 08:33 AM ET) 
                   ------------------------------------- 

Administrivia                                   Arkko/Droms      10 minutes 
Updates on INT area WGs                         Arkko/Droms      05 minutes 
Discussion of intarea WG formation              Arkko/Droms      15 minutes 
Update on lightweight IGMP                      R. Bonica        10 minutes 
Issues with IP Address Sharing                  M. Ford          20 minutes 
IP Router Alert Considerations and Usage        F. Le Faucheur   15 minutes 
  Accept as WG work item (assuming intarea WG is formed)? 
Traffic safety applications requirements        C. Cano          15 minutes 
  Can these performance requirements be met by IP based  
  network and transport solutions? 
The Subnetwork Encapsulation and Adaptation Layer (SEAL) 
                                                F. Templin       20 minutes 
  Accept as WG work item (assuming intarea WG is formed)? 
Other WG issues, new business, etc.             Arkko/Droms      10 minutes 
                                                                ----------- 
                                                                120 minutes 
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INT Area WG Updates 

DNA ‐‐ closed aEer comple)ng their work 
PANA ‐‐ will be closed aEer comple)ng their work 
16ng ‐‐ work completed; will be closed 
6MAN ‐‐ mee)ng on Tuesday, will be discussing UDP 
checksums in IPv6 

NETEXT ‐‐ discussing the outcome of the cross‐interface 
proxy MIP BOF (NETEXT2) 

6LOWPAN – will discuss 6lowpan‐ND 
IPv4‐IPv6 co‐existence ‐‐ SOFTWIRE, BEHAVE WGs 
 ‐‐ aplusp BOF 

    ‐‐ 3GPP‐IETF joint mee)ng on IPv6 in cellular networks 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intarea WG Forma)on 

•  Dual role: 
“Primarily a forum for discussing far‐ranging topics 
that affect the en)re area.” 
“Has a secondary role to serve as the forum for 
developing […] work  items in the IETF.” 

•  Will have usual WG co‐chair organiza)on; 
volunteers welcome! 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intarea WG Work Items 

New  work must sa)sfy the following condi)ons: 
(1)  WG consensus on the relevance for the Internet at large. 
(2)  WG consensus on the suitability and projected quality of 

the proposed work item. 
(3)  A core group of WG par)cipants with sufficient energy 

and exper)se to advance the work item according to the 
proposed schedule. 

(4)  Commitment from the WG as a whole to provide 
sufficient and )mely review of the proposed work item. 

(5)  Agreement by the ADs, who, depending on the scope of 
the proposed work item, may decide that an IESG review 
is needed first. 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Ini)al Milestones 

December 2009:  Submission of IPID document 
to the IESG as PS 

March 2010:  Submission of tunneling issues 
document to the IESG as Info 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