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ATIS/SIP Forum IP-NNI Task Force Meeting
Meeting Notes
Denver, CO – August 6, 2015
1. WELCOME & CALL TO ORDER
Martin Dolly (AT&T), ATIS/SIP Forum IP-NNI Task Force Co-Chair, called the meeting to order and welcomed participants at 9:00 a.m. on August 6, 2015. 
2. INTRODUCTIONS & SIGN IN

The meeting participants are listed below:

	Name
	Company
	Email

	1. Martin Dolly (TF Co-Chair)
	AT&T
	mdolly@att.com

	2. Chris Wendt (TF Co-Chair)
	Comcast
	chris_wendt@cable.comcast.com

	3. John Barnhill (TF Co-Chair)
	Genband
	john.barnhill@genband.com

	4. Jim Calme
	Alcatel-Lucent
	jim.calme@alcatel-lucent.com

	5. Viqar Shaikh*
	Applied Communication Sciences
	vshaikh@appcomsci.com

	6. Penn Pfautz*
	AT&T
	pp3129@att.com

	7. David Hancock
	CableLabs
	d.hancock@cablelabs.com

	8. Phil Linse
	CenturyLink
	Philip.linse@centurylink.com

	9. Mary Retka
	CenturyLink
	Mary.Retka@centurylink.com

	10. Mary Barnes*
	Comcast (consultant)
	mary.sip.barnes@gmail.com

	11. Jose Jimenez*
	Cox
	jose.jimenez@cox.com

	12. Arleen Elliott
	Ericsson
	arleen.elliott@ericsson.com

	13. Hala Mowafy
	Ericsson
	hala.mowafy@ericsson.com

	14. John Curreri*
	iconectiv
	jcurreri@iconectiv.com

	15. Joe Clark*
	iconectiv
	jclark@iconectiv.com

	16. Chris Drake
	iconectiv
	cdrake@iconectiv.com

	17. Gabor Kiss
	iconectiv
	gkiss@iconnectiv.com

	18. Gary Richenaker
	iconectiv
	grichenaker@iconectiv.com

	19. Mike Usry
	iconectiv
	musry@iconectiv.com

	20. Doug Bellows*
	Inteliquent
	dbellows@inteliquent.com

	21. Ken Politz
	Neustar
	ken.politz@neustar.biz

	22. Alex Markman
	Rogers
	alexander.markman@rci.rogers.com

	23. Peter Heinemeyer*
	Shaw Communications
	peter.heinemeyer@sjrb.ca

	24. Richard Shockey
	Shockey Consulting
	richard@shockey.us

	25. David Holmes*
	Sprint
	david.holmes@sprint.com

	26. James Castagna*
	Verizon
	james.t.castagna@verizon.com

	27. Mark Desterdick*
	Verizon
	desterdick@verizon.com

	28. Drew Greco
	ATIS
	dgreco@atis.org

	29. Jim McEachern
	ATIS
	jmceachern@atis.org

	30. Jackie Voss*
	ATIS
	jvoss@atis.org


*Virtual participation
3. REVIEW & APPROVAL OF AGENDA

It was noted that the agenda was made available to participants via the ATIS Workspace as IPNNI-2015-000029R001. The agenda was updated and approved as modified.
4. ATIS INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY RIGHTS (IPR) & ANTITRUST POLICIES 
ATIS Procedure Notice:  ATIS Forum and Committee activities must adhere to the ATIS Operating Procedures (including basic principles such as fairness, due process, respect for minority opinions, and common sense).

IPR Notice:  In connection with the development of an American National Standard, or other deliverable that requires use of patented inventions, the use of patented inventions shall be governed by the ANSI Patent Policy as adopted by ATIS and as set forth in Section 10 of the "Operating Procedures for ATIS Forums and Committees."  Under this policy:

· Disclosure of relevant patented inventions at the earliest possible time in the development process is encouraged. An opportunity will be provided for the members to identify or disclose patents that any member believes may be essential for the use of a standard under development. 

· Neither the Committee, nor its leaders, can ensure the accuracy or completeness of any disclosure, investigate the validity or existence of a patent, or determine whether a patent is essential to the use of an ATIS deliverable. 

· ATIS prohibits any discussion of licensing terms in its Forums and Committees.

Antitrust Risk Notice:  The leaders further remind attendees that participation in industry fora involves the potential for antitrust concerns or risks. To avoid such concerns and risks, participants should carefully observe the "Operating Procedures for ATIS Forums and Committees". In addition, sensitive discussion topics such as price, territories, specific contractual terms, etc., should be avoided. 

Questions:  Participants having questions, comments, or concerns regarding any of these topics should consult with their company's legal counsel, the Committee leadership, ATIS staff, or ATIS legal counsel.

It was asked if there were any patents to identify or disclose at this time.  There were no patent disclosures made by the attendees.

5. APPROVAL OF PREVIOUS MEETING NOTES

The following previous meeting notes were available on the ATIS Workspace (AWS) for participant comment:

· IPNNI-2015-00028R000, July 8, 2015, Meeting in Philadelphia, PA
It was noted that there were no questions or comments regarding these meeting notes and they were accepted, without objection, as published.
6. IP-NNI PHASE 2
IPNNI-2015-00023R002, IP NNI Phase II Deliverables

Jim McEachern (ATIS) presented this contribution, which provides a condensed version of the list of proposed IP NNI Phase 2 work items as modified during the July 8, 2015, meeting in Philadelphia, PA. 
There was discussion on the next steps for video. It was suggested that the NNI interface could work for making a video call. The initial step, prior to creating the documentation, is to find unified communication service providers that would like to do proof of concept and, based on test results, would develop a work plan to determine what needs to be fixed. At that point, the profile could be updated appropriately to identify the testing that was done.

Action Item: Mr. Shockey to contact unified communications service providers to assess interest in testing and updating the NNI specification to explicitly include video.
Action Item: Mr. McEachern to update the contribution by changing to title of the STIR items to Anti-Spoofing Mechanism and note that STIR is but one example of that.

Agreement Reached: The contribution was accepted as modified, recognizing that the modified version will be posted as IPNNI-2015-00023R003.

IPNNI-2015-00024R000, Proposed Work Items for IP-NNI Task Force, Phase 2

Jim McEachern (ATIS) presented this contribution, which contains proposed work items for phase 2 of the Task Force. This contribution was noted.
IPNNI-2015-00031R000, VoIP Transition Security Whitepaper

Mr. Dolly presented the draft baseline of the VoIP Transition Security Whitepaper.  
An Editor’s Note was incorporated into the baseline as a reminder to add text to the Purpose section identifying the target audience.
It was suggested that any comparison made between managed/unmanaged IP and TDM be minimized. 

It was noted that the baseline will progress with input from participants. As more details are added, it would be helpful to have company security resources review the text.

Agreement Reached: The contribution was accepted as modified as the baseline for future contributions, recognizing that the modified version will be posted as IPNNI-2015-00031R001.
7. ANTI-SPOOFING CALLER VALIDATION SOLUTIONS
It was noted that there needs to be an agreement on how the industry would address spoofing. While work is being done in this area at IETF and other organizations, the end result of that work will not come to fruition for many years. It was suggested to look at this work to determine if it would be helpful in developing the overall work plan for this effort.

It was suggested that a brief whitepaper be created with the best tactical and strategic plans to counter robocalls and caller ID spoofing. It is recognized that even if there is a STIR solution available, it would not address TDM origination. In addition, this is not a global issue. It is a problem in the United States. It is also an issue in other English speaking countries; however they do not have the same immediate need for a solution.
Action Item: Jim Castagna (Verizon) to draft a contribution for a robocall/caller ID spoofing whitepaper.

It was asked how to reflect the work of Messaging, Malware and Mobile Anti-Abuse Working Group (M3AAWG).  It was noted that the work of this group is not as public as other aspects of this work. It was further noted that this is not just a problem within the United States, but is also a problem with calls directed into the United States. There is a need to cover how capabilities are limited by being able to control and verify the originating parties and carriers. It is recognized that there is no one solution. Even once a solution is deployed, spoofing will still occur.
It was noted that the criteria for working this topic will be developed with the contribution process.

IPNNI-2015-00032R000, Verified Caller Token Proposal

Chris Wendt (Comcast) presented this contribution, which contains a straw-man proposal for a simpler and more deploy-able shorter term solution for validating caller-id in the context of STIR solutions, for discussion.
The most likely place to implement this solution would be in the Telephony Application Server (TAS) function. It was noted that there is standard TAS behavior defined in 3GPP, but there is also scope for custom features. There are certain elements within an IMS deployment that lend themselves more for custom development on top of the standard. TAS is one of those elements. 

It was noted that one problem with a STIR solution is that it has to be all encompassing, all the way to the end user device.

Participants agreed with attaching the “token” defined in this proposal to the PAI, starting with simple mechanisms and shared keys, and eventually making it more complex. There are no restrictions to prevent it being done carrier by carrier.

Action Item: Chris Wendt to develop a contribution to draft next steps with a more detailed proposal for the next meeting and in time to make the IETF November agenda as an informational RFC stating that it is a way to use existing tools, some of which are already defined by IETF.

It was suggested that instead of stating that the solution is tied to specific equipment, to state that it’s tied to an authenticated identity that is authorized to use a caller ID number. Authentication could happen at the user login. It could cover more cases of what this token is going to mean.
8. MODERN
The following points were noted from the last Modern Working Group meeting:

· A number of requirements were presented.
· A framework document was presented that attempted to define an interaction model for a number and the mapping to potential protocols. It was proposed to use the TeRQ model as a base.
· A distributed registry protocol was discussed. A reference was made to the open source project Paxos.
The following suggestions were offered:

· Service providers would prefer to use web service mechanisms and build proposals similar to those discussed in the TLT rather than implement protocols.
· Submit a contribution to the Modern Working Group. 
· As noted, Comcast will bring their draft proposal to IETF in order to gain support. 
· It was further suggested to have the code available from an open source perspective from the testbeds to determine if additional people would like to participate.
· Focus on number allocation issues.

· A distributed registry protocol can be used for general purposes. This could make it possible to delay defining the data model until it is felt that the right approach has been reached.
9. FUTURE WORK/ASSIGNMENTS/MEETINGS

The following interim meeting was noted:
· September 3, 2015, from 10:00 a.m.-2:00 p.m. ET

· Progress Charter Items giving priority to Anti-Spoofing Solution
· September 28, 2015, from 10:00 a.m.-2:00 p.m. ET

· Progress Charter Items giving priority to Anti-Spoofing Solution

· October 22, 2015, from 9:00 a.m.-5:00 p.m. CT (Austin, TX)
10. ANY OTHER BUSINESS

IPNNI-2015-00030R000, Testbed Landscape Team (TLT) Draft Baseline Document
Gary Richenaker (iconectiv) presented the TLT Draft Baseline. This document was submitted to the Task Force for larger visibility to the testbeds and also to seek input and determine if any other companies want to participate in any of the test plans. Mr. Richenaker asked for any feedback on this contribution to be provided by the end of August 2015 directly to the TLT. Comments are also welcomed to this group for information. 

IPNNI-2015-00033R000, iconectiv Demo
Joe Clark (iconectiv) provided a demonstration on iconectiv’s Services Interconnection Registry (SIR). 
This demonstration was provided for information.
The following points were noted:

· Participants agreed to no longer use the term STIR as higher level identifier, but rather call it Anti-Spoofing Caller Validation Solutions until such time as a new term is chosen.
· The deadline for submissions to the November IETF meeting is the end of October. 
11. ADJOURNMENT

Mr. Dolly thanked participants for attending and adjourned the meeting at 2:05pm ET on August 6, 2015. 

Notes submitted by:

Drew Greco, ATIS Committee Administrator
PAGE  
- 1 -

