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Abst ract

Thi s docunent specifies requirenents for new functionality to be
added to the | ETF Datatracker tool to make it possible for Wrking
Goup (W5 Chairs and their Del egates to input and update the status
of the Internet-Drafts (l1-Ds) associated with their Wes. After these
requirenents are inplenented, WG Chairs will be able to use the

Dat atracker to provide everyone with nore infornation about the
status and progression of Ws I-Ds than is currently possible.

Status of This Meno

This docunent is not an Internet Standards Track specification; it is
publ i shed for informational purposes.

Thi s docunent is a product of the Internet Engineering Task Force
(IETF). It represents the consensus of the IETF community. It has
recei ved public review and has been approved for publication by the
Internet Engineering Steering Group (IESG. Not all docunents
approved by the I ESG are a candidate for any |level of Internet

St andard; see Section 2 of RFC 5741.

I nformati on about the current status of this document, any errata,

and how to provide feedback on it may be obtained at
http://ww. rfc-editor.org/info/rfc6175.
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Copyri ght Notice

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

Thi s docunent is subject to BCP 78 and the | ETF Trust’'s Legal
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 document nust

include Sinplified BSD License text as described in Section 4.e of
the Trust Legal Provisions and are provided without warranty as
described in the Sinplified BSD License.
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1. Introduction

The | ETF Datatracker is a web-based system for managi ng i nfornation
about Internet-Drafts (1-Ds) and RFCs, |PR disclosures, liaison
statenments, and several other inportant aspects of the | ETF process
[ | DTRACKER] .

The Datatracker can track and report on the status of every |-D that
has been subnmitted to the | ESG for evaluation and publication. In
contrast, the tool currently has alnost no ability to track the
status of |-Ds that have not been submitted to the IESG [RFC6174]

Docurent authors and others have asked for nmore visibility into the
status and progression of | ETF Wrrking G oup (W5 drafts.

Thi s docunent specifies requirenments to extend the Datatracker to
enabl e status tracking and reporting for W 1-Ds. After these
requirenents are inplenented, WG Chairs will be able to use the
Dat atracker to provide everyone with nore informati on about the WG
status of the |I-Ds associated with their Wss than is currently
possi bl e.

2. Conventions Used in This Document

The terms "WG | -D', "WG docunent”, and "WG draft" are used
synonynously throughout this document. The sane is true for the
pl ural case of each term

A "Ws draft" is an |I-D that has achi eved consensus for adoption as a
work itemby a WG (conpared to an individual subm ssion |-D that has
not, or has not yet, achi eved consensus).

The terms "Ws docunent” and "WG draft” are not intended to apply to
any ot her docunment that may be revi ewed, discussed, or produced by an
| ETF Wrking G oup. W5 neeting materials such as Bl ue Sheets,
agendas, jabber |ogs, scribe s notes, mnutes, and presentation
slides are not to be considered "W5 docunents” or "WG drafts” in the
context of this document.

The phrase "WG status of an |-D' refers to the W5 state that an I-D
is in per the definitions in Section 4.2 of [RFC6174]. This phrase
does not refer to an |I-D's availability status (e.g., "Expired"
"Active", "Replaced by") as described in Section 3.1 of [RFC6174], or
to any of the IESG states used by | ETF Area Directors (ADs) to
describe the status of |1-Ds they nay be evaluating. Note that this
phrase encomnpasses all of the states that a Ws 1-D may be in, plus
one nore (viz. "Call for Adoption by WG I ssued").
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The phrase "I1-D associated with a WG' is intended to describe two
types of Internet-Drafts:

- |-Ds that have been accepted as Ws drafts; and

- |1-Ds that are being considered under the guidance of a WG Chair
for adoption by a W&

An |-D having a filename that contains the string 'draft-ietf-’
followed by a W6 acronymis al nost always a W5 draft and is to be
interpreted as being an "I-D associated with a W5' for the purposes
of this docunent.

An |-D having a fil ename that includes the author’s name and a WG

acronym but does not include the string '-ietf-' may be a candi date
for adoption by a Ws and, if so, is also to be interpreted as being
an "I-D associated with a W&' for the purposes of this docunent.

The requirenents specified in this docunent use English phrases
ending with "(R-nnn)", where "nnn" is a unique requirenment numnber

VWhen used in the context of the requirenents in this docunment, the
key words "MJST", "MJST NOT", "SHALL", "SHALL NOT", "SHOULD', "SHOULD
NOT", and "MAY" are to be interpreted as described in RFC 2119

[ RFC2119]. RFC 2119 defines the use of these key words to hel p make
the intent of standards track documents as clear as possible. The
sane key words are used in this docunment to make the neaning of the
requi rements specified herein as clear as possible.

3. General Requirenents

The enhancements to be made to the Datatracker described in this
docunent MUST be inplenented in a manner that provides WG Chairs and
the people they designate to act as their Del egates with the option
to input and update the WG status of sone, all, or none of the I-Ds
associated with their Wss using the W |1 -D states and |-D status
annotation tags defined in [RFC6174] (R-001). In other words, the

i mpl ement ati on nust not require that WG Chairs change their way of
wor ki ng, but only provide optional features. WG Chairs nust have the
flexibility to use the enhancenments to the Datatracker to track the
W5 status of their 1-Ds as is nmost appropriate for them

To ensure that at |east sone WG status information is tracked for
every |-D associated with a W5 the Datatracker nust be enhanced to
generate a few automatic state transitions for every W 1-D. The
requirements for this feature are specified in Section 7 of this
docunent .
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Requi renment R-001 SHALL NOT inpair the ability of the Datatracker to
track and display the availability state of any I-D (R-002). 1-D
availability states (e.g., "Active", "Expired", "Replaces") are
described in Section 3.1 of [RFC6174].

The Datatracker SHALL NOT permit users other than a Working Group’s
Chairs (e.g., the Chairs of a different |ETF W5 to update the WG
status of a WG s docunents through the regul ar Datatracker interface,
unl ess the privileges to do so have been explicitly delegated to them
by one of the W6 s Chairs (R-003).

The user interface to be provided by the Datatracker to WG Chairs
(and their Del egates) to input the W5 status of the |-Ds associ ated
with their Wes SHOULD have a | ook and feel that is simlar to the
interface currently used by ADs to identify the status of |-Ds under
formal evaluation by the | ESG (R-004).

Any new pages created to display the status of WG |-Ds SHOULD be
designed to have a |l ook and feel that is simlar to the pages
currently provided by the Datatracker to display the status of |-Ds
under formal evaluation by the I ESG (R-005).

New j avascript user interface code and style sheets inplenented to
satisfy the requirenents in this docunent SHOULD reuse or share
exi sting code where practical so that when a change to the | ESG
status of an I-Dis entered into the Datatracker, the W5 status
tracking for that 1-D can benefit, and vice versa (R-006).

The Dat atracker MJIST date and tinestanp every update to the WG status
of an I-D that is associated with a W6 and be able to use that

i nfornmati on when it displays the status change history for the I-D
(R-007). The WG status change history for an |I-D MJST al so identify
the person or entity that updated the WG status of the I-D (e.g., one
of the W& s Chairs, a Delegate, an AD, the System the | ETF
Secretariat) and describe the change (e.g., "W5 State changed from
"a'’ to 'b'", "WG Annotation Tag 'x' Set (or Reset)") (R-008).

The inputting or updating of the WG status of an I|-D SHALL NOT
overwite any previously archived status change history informtion
for the I-D; every update to the WG status of an |-D MJST be added to
the status change history log for the 1-D (R 009).

WG | -D status tracking MJST be inplenented per-draft, not per-Ws
(R-010).

W5 | -D status tracking SHOULD be inplemented as a new front-end to
the Datatracker’s existing | ESG state machine [I ESG DSM (R-011).
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The Datatracker SHALL permt authorized users (e.g., W5 Chairs,
Del egates) to change the WG state of a draft independently fromthe
| ESG state of the sane |-D and vice versa (R 012).

4. Privilege and Access Control Requirenents
4.1. For Everyone

Everyone needs to be able to view informati on about the W5 status of
an |-D without logging on to the Datatracker. Everyone SHALL be
given 'read’ access to Wo |I-D status information (R-013).

Peopl e who need to input, nodify or update the WG status of an |I-D
(e.g., Ws Chairs and their Delegates) need 'wite' privileges; these
users SHALL be required to log-on to the Datatracker using a personal
user-id and password (e.g., an | ETF tools password) in order to gain
"wite access (R 014).

4.2. For | ETF Working Group Chairs

After successfully logging on to the Datatracker as specified in
Requi rement R-014, WG Chairs:

- SHALL be given full 'read’ and "wite privileges to input and
update the WG status infornmation for all of the |I-Ds associated
with their Was (R-015).

- SHALL be able to able to choose fromall of the Ws 1-D states and
WG | -D status annotation tags defined in [RFC6174] to describe the
current WG status of the I-Ds associated with their Was (R-016).

- SHALL NOT be allowed to create new Ws | -D states or state names
(R-017).

- SHALL NOT be allowed to update or nodify information that is not
related to the W status of an I-D (e.g., | ANA status, RFC Editor
status, |ESG status) (R 018).

- SHALL be able to designate a maxi mum of three people to act as
their Del egates to input and update the WG status of the I-Ds
associated with each of their Wss (R-019). A suitable way to
specify a Delegate may be to use the individual’s current e-nmil
address, but the delegation MJUST be to the individual identified
by the login credentials used by the Datatracker at any given tine
rather than to an e-mail address (R-020). |Individuals nust be
able to update their e-mail addresses in the future w thout
breaki ng the del egati on specified in Requirenent R-019.
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- SHALL be able to designate a maxi mum of three different people to
act as their Delegates in a different W if a Ws Chair is also
responsi ble for the different Ws (R-021).

- SHALL be able to designate people who have other roles in the |IETF
process (e.g., are Chairs of different Was, are ADs in a different
Area) to be their Del egates (R-022).

- SHALL be able to review and change their Del egates (R-023).

- SHALL be able to input or upload Docurment Shepherd protocol
witeups for all of the I-Ds associated with their Wa (R-024).

- SHALL be able to designate thensel ves as the Document Shepherds
for some or all of the I-Ds in their Wss (R-025).

- SHALL be able to designate other people to be Docurment Shepherds
for one or nore of their Wo I-Ds if this role will not be
perfornmed by the WG Chairs (R-026). A suitable way to designate
peopl e to be the Docunent Shepherds nay be to use their e-nmil
addresses, but the del egati on MIST be to the individuals
identified by the login credentials used by the Datatracker at the
time, rather than to the e-mail addresses (R-027). The
Dat at racker MJUST be able to maintain an individual’'s designation
as a Delegate per R 026 in the event that the person changes their
e-mai | address in the future (R-028).

- SHALL be warned in real-time (e.g., via the Datatracker’s regul ar
user interface) if a person they try to designate as a Del egate or
Docurent Shepherd does not have the necessary |login credentials
for the Datatracker (R-029). The Datatracker SHALL then allow the
WG Chairs to confirmthe original designee or to pick another
(R 030).

- SHALL be able to review and change the peopl e designated to be
Docurent Shepherds for each of their W 1-Ds (R-031).

- SHOULD be able to access the sane user interfaces the Datatracker
provides to their Del egates and Docunent Shepherds in order to
ment or or coach them on how to input and update WG | -D st at us
information in the Datatracker (R-032).
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4.3. For Delegates of IETF WG Chairs

After successfully logging on to the Datatracker, the Del egates of WG
Chairs (e.g., W5 Secretaries) SHALL have the same privileges as their
WG Chairs to input Wo 1-D status information and Docunent Shepherd
protocol witeups as specified in Requirenents R 015 to R 018

i nclusive, R 024, and R 025 (R-033).

The Datatracker SHALL send an e-mmil to the Chairs of the W5 the

| ETF Secretariat, and to a newy designated Del egate if the newy
desi gnat ed Del egate does not have a personal user-id and password to
|l og-on to the Datatracker (R-034). The purpose of the e-mail is to
notify the WG Chairs that the person they designated to be a Del egate
needs to take action to obtain a personal user-id and password, and
to informthe Del egate that he/she needs to take action (e.g., to
contact the | ETF Secretariat) to obtain their own user-id and
password for the Datatracker.

4. 4. For | ETF WG Docunent Shepherds

The | ETF docunent shepherdi ng process and the role of an | ETF WG
Docurent Shepherd is described in RFC 4858 [ RFC4858] .

The requirenents in this Section describe the access privileges to be
granted to a WG Docunent Shepherd who is not a WG Chair or a Del egate
with the privileges specified in Section 4. 3.

Per Requirement R-014, each person designated to be a Docunent
Shepherd for a W5 draft needs to have their own personal user-id and
password to |l og-on to the Datatracker.

The Datatracker SHALL alert the WG Chairs, the | ETF Secretariat, and
the newl y designated Docunent Shepherd (e.g., via e-nail) if a person
new y designated as a Docunent Shepherd does not have a personal
user-id and password to |l og-on to the Datatracker (R-035). The
purpose of the e-mail is to notify the WG Chairs that the Docunent
Shepherd needs to take action to obtain a personal user-id and
password, and to informthe Docunent Shepherd that he/she needs to
take action (e.g., to contact the | ETF Secretariat) to obtain a
personal user-id and password for the Datatracker.

Docurent Shepherds need to be able to upload or input protocol
witeups into the Datatracker for the W | -Ds assigned to them They
also need to be able to set and reset the Ws | -D status annotation
tag called "Doc Shepherd Foll owmup Underway" as defined in Section
4.3.10 of [RFC6174] for I-Ds in the "W5 Consensus: Waiting for
Witeup" state.
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After successfully logging on to the Datatracker, Docurment Shepherds
SHALL have restricted 'wite’ privileges to upload or input protocol
witeups for the Ws | -Ds assigned to themwhen the |-Ds are in the
"W Consensus: Waiting for Witeup" state (R-036).

Docurent Shepherds SHALL al so have the ability to set and reset the
WG | -D status annotation tag called "Doc Shepherd Fol | owup Underway"
as defined in Section 4.3.10 of [RFC6174] (R-037).

The "Doc Shepherd Fol | omup Underway" annotation tag should be set to
i ndi cate when the Docunment Shepherd has started work on a witeup for
the docunent. The absence or resetting of this annotation tag nay

i ndicate the protocol witeup has not yet been started, or has been
put on-hold for sone reason, or has been conpleted. The |og of set
and reset operations performed on this annotation tag will provide
insight into the status of the protocol witeup for a W5 I -D.

Section 5.3 describes how Docunent Shepherds may input or upl oad
protocol witeups to the Datatracker for the W 1-Ds assigned to
t hem

4.5. For the Responsible Area Director

After successfully logging on to the Datatracker, an AD SHALL have
the sanme privileges as a Ws Chair to input and update WG | -D status
i nformati on, to designate Del egates and Docunent Shepherds (R-038).
An AD SHALL have the privileges specified in Requirenent R 038 for
every Woin his or her Area (R 039). ADs MJST also retain their
existing privileges to input and update the I ESG status of the |-Ds
for which they are responsible (R 040).

To minimze confusion, the Datatracker MJST nake it easy for ADs to
di stingui sh between their 1ESG | evel privileges (to input or update
the 1ESG status of an 1-D) and the WG 1evel privileges they will
obtain as a result of R-038 and R-039 for |-Ds associated with the
WG for which they are responsible (R-041).

4.6. Role of the |ETF Secretariat in Granting Perm ssions

The | ETF Secretariat is involved in granting perm ssions to people
who need to log in to the Datatracker.

Before granting permnissions to update WG | -D status settings to a
person who does not have them the | ETF Secretariat should verify
that the person requesting the permssions is a Ws Chair or an AD, or
has been del egated the authority to update WG | -D status information
by one of the WG s Chairs or a Responsible AD. The e-mails to be
generated and sent by the Datatracker per Requirenents R-034 and
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R-035 will alert the Secretariat that the granting of perm ssions to
some new people will be needed.

5. Inputting and Updati ng WG Document Status |Information
5.1. W5 I-D States

Requi renents R 001, R-016, and R017 specify that the WG state of an
I-D may only be described using the states defined in Section 4 of
[ RFC6174] .

When a WG Chair or Delegate logs on to the Datatracker to input or
change the WG state of an |-D, the Datatracker SHOULD di splay the
current state of the I-D, the length of tinme the docurment has been in
its current state, the anobunt of time the |-D nmay continue to renain
inits current state if this information is available (viz. per
Requi renents R- 064 and R-083), and the nost |ikely next WG state (or
states) for the I-D (R-042). The Datatracker MAY use the WG I-D
state nmachine illustrated in Section 4.1 of [RFC6174] to identify the
"nost likely next state’ (or states) for an I-D that is associated
with a We (R-043).

After displaying the information required by R 042, the Datatracker
SHALL make it easy for the WG Chair or Delegate to select a next
state for the I-D and to enter sone text to explain the state change
for the I-D s status change history (R 044). The Datatracker SHALL
encour age the person who updates or changes the W5 state of an I-D to
provi de sone context for the status change by entering text to

descri be the change in the I-D s status change history |og (R 045).

The Datatracker SHALL allow a WG Chair (or Del egate) to select the
next state for an I-D fromthe 'nost |likely next states described by
Requi rement R-043, or fromany of the other Ws | -D states (per
Requirenment R-016) if a different state change is required (R 046).

5.2. WG I-D Status Annotation Tags

WG | -D status annotation tags may be used to describe a condition
that is affecting a docunent (e.g., why a W 1-Dis in the state it
isin) or to indicate an action needed to progress the documnent;
however, annotation tags do not change the state of W5 |-Ds.

Section 4.3 of [RFC6174] defines the nmeaning and usage of the W I -D
status annotation tags to be added to the Datatracker.

The Dat atracker SHALL allow WG Chairs and their Del egates to set and

reset each of the Ws |1 -D status annotation tags defined in Section
4.3 of [RFC6174] for every I-D associated with their Wss (R-047).
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WG | -D status annotation tags SHALL be able to be used individually
or in conbination with other annotation tags to describe the status
of any |-D associated with a W6 (R-048).

VWhen a WG Chair, Delegate, or Docunent Shepherd logs in to the

Dat atracker to set or reset one or nore Ws | -D status annotation tags
for the I-Ds they are responsible for, the Datatracker SHOULD di spl ay
a summary of all annotation tag set/reset operations to date for
those W | -Ds, fromthe present tine backwards, split by pages, and
then guide the user to select one (or nore) annotation tags to be set
or reset (R 049). Note that Docunent Shepherds who are not WG Chairs
may only set and reset the annotation tag called "Doc Shepherd

Fol | owup Underway" per Requirement R-037.

The summary of annotation tag set/reset operations (required by
R-049) SHALL al so indicate when each annotation tag attached to the
current state of each I-D was set or reset and the identity of the
person or entity that set or reset each |-D status annotation tag
(R-050).

The Datatracker SHALL allow nmore than one annotation tag to be set or
reset per |ogon, and the Datatracker SHALL encourage the user to

i nput sone text to explain why each annotation tag is being set or
reset (R-051).

5.3. WG |-D Protocol Witeups

The 1 ESG currently requires a protocol witeup for every W 1-D
before the I-Dis submtted to the I ESG for eval uati on.

When a user (e.g., WG Chair, Docunent Shepherd) logs in to the

Dat atracker to input or upload a protocol witeup for an I-D, the

Dat atracker SHOULD nmeke it easy for the user to understand the
current status of the protocol witeup for every |I-D for which he/she
is responsible (R 052). The Datatracker SHOULD i ndicate at |east the
dat e when the nost recent protocol witeup was upl oaded or inputted
for each I-D and the identity of the person or entity that perfornmed
the upl oad or input operation (R-053).

After displaying the information required by R 053, the Datatracker
SHALL provide the user with an interface to input or upload a
protocol witeup for the I-Ds that he/she is responsible for, and to
set or reset the "Doc Shepherd Fol |l owmup Underway" annotation tag for
|-Ds (R 054). The Datatracker SHALL encourage the user to set or
reset the "Docunent Shepherd Fol |l owup Underway" annotation tag before
the end of each protocol witeup uploading or inputting session and
to input sone descriptive text (for context) to be stored in I-Ds
status change history |og (R-055).
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6.

6.

Per Requirement R-100, the Datatracker will send an e-mail to the
aut hor of a WG draft (and carbon copy (CC) the WG Chairs and

Del egat es) when the protocol witeup for the I-Dis |oaded into the
Dat atracker. A copy of the e-mail SHALL al so be sent to the Docunent
Shepherd if he/she is not the W5 Chair (or Delegate) as notification
that the protocol witeup for the I-D was successfully |oaded into
the Datatracker (R-056).

Recal |l that W5 Chairs and their Del egates shall be able to input a
protocol witeup for any of their W5 drafts at any time per
Requi rements R- 024 and R-033.

I f a Docunment Shepherd who is not a WG Chair or other Del egate
attenpts to upload or input a protocol witeup for an I-D that is not
inthe Ws state called "W5 Consensus: Waiting for Witeup", the

Dat at racker SHOULD war n the Document Shepherd that it may be too
early to input a witeup, and then direct the Document Shepherd to
contact one of the WG s Chairs for guidance (R-057). The WG Chair
nmay decide to nove the I-D into the "WG5 Consensus: Waiting for
Witeup" state to enabl e the Docunment Shepherd to upl oad his/ her
protocol witeup, or the WG Chair nmay upl oad the protocol witeup as
specified in Requirement R-024.

Requi renment R-032 specifies that WG Chairs should be able to access
the Docunent Shepherd user interface and call up a display of the
same WG docunent protocol witeup status information that the

Dat atracker provides to each of a WG Chair’s designated Docunent
Shepherds. This is to enable each W5 Chair (or Delegate) to be able
to nentor new Docunment Shepherds and to review the workl oad assi gned
to each Docunent Shepherd. WG Chairs (and their Del egates) who are
logged in to the Datatracker with their normal privileges SHALL be
able to access the Docunent Shepherd user interface w thout having to
| ogout and | og back in to the Datatracker (R-058).

Speci al Requirenents for Some WG | -D States and Conditions
1. Call for Adoption by WG I ssued

The "Call for Adoption by WG I ssued" state nay be used to describe a
draft that is being considered for adoption by an |ETF W An |-Din
this state has not yet achi eved consensus, preference, or selection
in a working group.

This state may be used to describe an |I-D that sonmeone has asked a WG
to consider for adoption if the W5 Chair has agreed with the request.
This state may al so be used to identify an |I-D that a WG Chair asked
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an author to wite specifically for consideration as a candidate WG
item and/or an I-Dthat is listed as a 'candidate draft’ in the W& s
charter. [RFC6174]

The Datatracker SHALL allow a W5 Chair or Delegate to nove an |-D
into the "Call for Adoption by WG Issued" state in her or his W if
the I-Dis not currently being considered for adoption in any other
W5 is not yet adopted by any other WG, is not expired, and has not
been withdrawn (R-059). An I-D can only be in the "Call for Adoption
by WG | ssued” state in one Ws at a tinme.

The Datatracker SHALL NOT change the WG status of an I-D that is in
the "Call for Adoption by W5 I ssued" state until the |I-D expires,
until the WG Chair (or Delegate) nmoves the |I-Dinto a different
state, or until it is decided that the WG will not adopt the I|-D,

whi chever comes first (R-060). 1In case a W5 decides not to adopt an
I-Dthat is in the "Call for Adoption by WG | ssued” state, the

Dat atracker SHALL allow the WG Chairs (and Del egates) to cancel their
interest inthe I-D (R 061).

The Datatracker SHALL transition the state of an |-D that expires or

is not adopted (per Requirement R-061) fromthe "Call for Adoption by
A WG' state into a "NULL" state with respect to the W5 state machi ne

and then update the status change history log of the |-D accordingly

(R-062). An |I-Dthat is not adopted by a WG may revert back to

havi ng no streamspecific state in the Datatracker.

If a different WG Chair (or Delegate) attenpts to nobve an I-Dinto
the "Call for Adoption by W5 Issued” state in while the I-Dis
associated with another W5 the Datatracker will not allow the
attenpted state change to occur because of Requirenment R-059. In
this case, the Datatracker SHALL informthe W5 Chair or Delegate in
real-time (via the user interface that he/she is |logged in to) that
the I1-Dis currently associated with a different W5 and that the
state change they requested cannot be made at this tine (R 063).

A WG Chair (or Delegate) who noves an |-Dinto the "Call For Adoption
By WG | ssued" state SHALL be able to, but is not required to, specify
a length of time the I-D may remain in this state (R 064). It SHALL
be possible to specify the maxinumlength of tinme as a "number of
weeks"; however, the maxi mum | ength MJST NOT be all owed to extend
beyond the expiry date of the I-D (R-065). Qher ways to specify
this length of tinme MAY optionally be provided (R 066).

If an I-Dis still in the "Call for Adoption by WG | ssued" state when
the length of tine specified in R 064 runs out, the Datatracker SHALL
send an e-mail to informthe W5 Chairs and Del egates that the tine
has run out and that the I-Dis still in "Call for Adoption by WG
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| ssued" state (R-067). The purpose of this nmessage is to rem nd the
WG Chairs and Del egates that they had planned to nmake a deci sion on
adopting the |1-D by now.

6.2. Adopted by a W5

The "Adopted by a WG' state describes an individual submssion |-D
that an | ETF W5 has agreed to adopt as one of its W5 drafts.

An individual submission |-Dthat is adopted by a W may take weeks
or nonths to be resubmitted by the author as a new (version-00) W5
draft.

WG Chairs who use this state will be able to clearly indicate when
their WG has adopted an individual submission |-D. This wll
facilitate the Datatracker’s ability to correctly capture "Repl aces"
information for WG drafts and "Repl aced by" information for the

i ndi vidual subm ssions |I-Ds that are replaced by WG drafts.

The Dat atracker shall allow an individual subnmission |I-Dto be noved
into the "Adopted by a W5' state if the I-Dis not expired and it has
not been w thdrawn, been 'replaced by’ another 1-D, or been adopted
by another 1ETF W6 (R-068). Wen a W5 Chair or Delegate noves an |-D
into the "Adopted by a W' state, the Datatracker SHALL confirmthis
state change via e-nmail to the author of the I-D and to the Chairs
and Del egates or the WG that adopted the |1-D (per Requirenment R-100).

Requi rement R-009 specifies that changes to the WG status of an |I-D
shall not overwite any previously archived |-D status history
information for the I-D. All status change history infornation for
an |-D needs to be preserved, including when an I-D is revised and
subsequent |y approved for posting as a new version-00 "W Docunent”
having a different filename (viz. a filenane that includes the string
"draft-ietf-’ followed by a W5 acronym .

6.3. WG Docunent

The "WG Docunent” state describes an |-D that has been adopted by an
| ETF WG and is being actively devel oped.

W5 Chairs and their Del egates SHALL be allowed to nove an I-D that is
not associated with any other Ws into the "Ws Docunent” state in
their WG unless the |-D has expired, been withdrawn, or ’'replaced by’
another |-D or RFC (R 069).

Alternatively, WG Chairs may rely on the functionality specified in

Requi renment R-070 to automatically nove a version-00 draft into the
"W Docunent" state.
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The Datatracker SHALL autommtically place a new version-00 I-Dinto
the "Ws Docunent" state if a W5 Chair approves the submission of the
|-D for posting in the | ETF docunment repository and if the fil enane
of the I-D includes the string 'draft-ietf-wyname-' (R-070).

The Dat atracker SHOULD encourage the WG Chair to input, confirm or
correct the filename of the individual submission |-D that is being
"replaced’ (if any) by a new version-00 WG draft at the time that the
WG Chair approves the posting of the new I-D (R 071).

The WG Chair (or Del egate) who approves or noves an |-Dinto the "W
Docurment" state for the first tinme SHALL be encouraged to i nput an
"Intended Maturity Level" for the |-D as defined in Section 5 of
[RFC6174] if the Datatracker cannot automatically determine this
information for sonme reason (R-072). The Datatracker SHALL allow the
"Intended Maturity Level" to be changed after first being set, and
the Datatracker SHALL allow a WG Chair or Delegate to enter this
information at a later time if the "Intended Maturity Level" for an
|-D could not be identified when the I-D was initially noved into the
"WG Docunent" state (R 073).

The Datatracker SHALL allow WG Chairs and their Del egates to nove an
[-Dinto the "WG Docunent” state fromany other W 1-D state (e.qg.,
per Sections 3.2 and 4.1 of [RFC6174]) if the I-D has not expired,
been wi t hdrawn, or been ’'replaced by’ another |-D or RFC (R-074).

Under normal conditions, it should not be possible for an I-D to be
in the "W5 Docunent"” state in nore than one |ETF W5 at a tinme. The
Dat atracker SHALL NOT allow a WG Chair or Delegate to nove an |-D
into the "W5 Docunent" state in their Wsif the I-Dis already in
some W |-D state in a different Ws (R-075).

An I-Dthat is in the "W5 Docunment” state nay be transferred from one
W5to a different W5 by a Responsible AD. The Datatracker SHALL

all ow a Responsible ADto transfer an I-D fromone Wsto a different
WG and it SHALL encourage the AD to input some text for the status
change history log of the I-D to provide context for the transfer
(R076). If an AD transfers an |-D, the Datatracker SHALL send an
e-mail to the author of the I-D and CC the Chairs, their Del egates,
and the Responsible ADs (for the Wes affected by the transfer) to
informthemthat the I-D has been transferred (R 077).
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6.4. Parked WG Docunent

A "Parked WG Docunent" is an |I-D that has lost its author or editor,
is waiting for another docunment to be witten or for a review to be

conpl eted, or cannot be progressed by the working group for sone
ot her reason.

The Datatracker SHALL all ow a Responsible AD to transfer a "Parked WG
Docurent" that is not expired fromone Wsto a different W5 and it
SHALL encourage the AD to i nput some text to provide context for the
transfer in the status change history log of the I-D (R 078).

If an AD transfers an |-D, the Datatracker SHALL send an e-mmil to
author of the I-D, to the WG Chairs and their Del egates, and to the
Responsi ble ADs (of the W& affected by the transfer of an I-D) to
informthemthat the |-D has been transferred to a different WG
(R-079).

6.5. Dead WG Documnent

A "Dead WG Docunent” is an |-D that has been abandoned. Note that
"Dead’ is not always a final state for a Ws1-D. |If consensus is
subsequently achi eved, a "Dead WG Docunment” may be resurrected;
however, a "Dead WG Docunment” that is not resurrected will eventually
expire.

The Datatracker SHALL allow a Responsible AD to transfer an |-D that
is not expired frombeing in the "Dead W5 Docunent" state in one W5
to a non-dead state in different W5 and the Datatracker SHALL
encourage the AD to input sone text to provide context for the
transfer in the status change history log of the I-D (R 080).

If an AD transfers an |-D under the conditions specified by

Requi rement R-080, the Datatracker SHALL send an e-mail to the author
of the 1-D, the WG Chairs, the Del egates, and the Responsi bl e ADs
(for the Wes affected by the transfer) to informthemthat the I-D
has been transferred to a different Ws (R-081).

6.6. In W5 Last Call

A docunent that is in the "In Ws Last Call" state is an |I-D for which
a Wrking Goup Last Call (WAC) has been issued and is in progress.
Note that W5 Last Calls are an optional part of the | ETF W5 process,
per Section 7.4 of RFC 2418 [ RFC2418].

A WG Chair who decides to conduct a WALC on an |-D may use the "In WG
Last Call" state to track the progress of the WA.C.
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A WG Chair (or Delegate) SHALL be able configure the Datatracker to
send a WELC nessage to one or nore mailing |ists when he/she noves a
WG draft into the "In W6 Last Call" state and be able to select a
different set of mailing lists for each |-D because sone docunents
may need coordi nation with other Wss (R-082).

The Dat atracker also needs to be able to send an e-mail, after a
specified period of tine, to remnd or "nudge’ a WG Chair to concl ude
a WALC and to deternmine a next state for the |I-D.

The WG Chair (or Del egate) who noves an I-D into the "In W5 Last
Call" state SHALL be required to specify a length of tinme for the
WELC (R-083). The anmount of tine SHALL be able to be expressed as a
"nunber of weeks", but it SHALL NOT be allowed to extend beyond the
expiry date of the I-D (R-084). Oher neasures of time (e.g., "until
a specific date in the future") MAY optionally be supported (R-085).
The anmount of time MJST be able to be changed after first being set
(R-086) .

If an I1-Dis still inthe "In W5 Last Call" state when the anmount of
time specified in R-084 or R 085 runs out, the Datatracker SHALL send
an e-mail to informthe WG Chairs and Del egates that the I-Dis still
inthe "In Ws Last Call" state, and to rem nd themthey had pl anned
to conclude the WALC by now (R-087).

Note that a WALC may | ead directly back into another WGLC for the
same docunent. For exanple, an |-D that conpleted a WALC as an
"Informational " docunent nmay need another WALC if a decision is taken
to convert the I-Dinto a Standards Track document. The Dat atracker
MUST allow this to occur. (R-088)

6.7. WG Consensus: Waiting for Witeup

A docunent in the "W5 Consensus: Waiting for Witeup" state has
essentially conpleted its devel opnent within the W5 and is nearly
ready to be sent to the IESG for publication. The last thing to be
done is the preparation of a protocol witeup by the Docunent
Shepherd. The IESG requires that a protocol witeup be conpl eted
bef ore publication of an I-D is requested.

An I-D in the "W5 Consensus: Waiting for Witeup" state SHALL remain

inthis state until the WG Chair (or Del egate) noves the docunent to
a different state (R-089).
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The Dat atracker SHOULD be configurable to send an e-mail to a WG s
Chairs and Del egates after a specified period of tine to rem nd or
"nudge’ themto check the status of the Docunent Shepherd' s writeup
for an I-D (R 090). This feature SHOULD | ook and feel simlar to the
way that Requirenents R-064 to R-067 inclusive are inplenmented
(R-091).

6.8. Submitted to | ESG for Publication

This state descri bes a WG docunent that has been submitted to the

| ESG for publication and that has not been sent back to the W5 for
revision. An |-Din this state may be under review by the | ESG or
it may have been approved and be in the RFC Editor’s queue, or it may
have been published as an RFC. Qther possibilities exist too. The
docunent may be "Dead" (in the IESG state machine) or in a "Do Not
Publ i sh" state.

The Datatracker SHOULD | ook for the presence of WG | -D status
annotation tags when a W draft is noved into this state. |If there
are any tags that have not been cleared or reset, the Datatracker
SHOULD encourage the WG Chairs (or Delegates) in real-tine to reset
or clear any extraneous annotation tags (R 092).

6.9. Revised |-D Needed (Annotation Tag)

After an I-Dis subnitted to the IESG it may be judged as needi ng
revision before it can be published as an RFC. An AD or the | ESG as
a whole may return a docunent to a W5 for revision.

An |-D that needs revision may be identified when the Responsible AD
appends the "Revised |-D Needed" annotation tag to the | ESG state of
the I-D.

If an AD or the | ESG as a whol e sends an |-D back to a W5 for
revision (e.g., as described in Section 3.2 of [RFC6174]), the WG s
Chairs nay decide to change the WG state of the I-D from"Subnmitted
to IESG for Publication" to a different state and to append one or
nore W | -D status annotation tags to the |-D (e.g., per Sections
4.3.8 or 4.3.9 of [RFC6174]).

The Datatracker SHALL allow, but not require, the WG Chair or

Del egate who attaches a "Revised |-D Needed" annotation tag to the WG
status of an I-D to indicate the nunber of weeks they expect it wll
take for a revised docunment to be produced (R-093). The Datatracker
shoul d al so prompt the user to consider changing the WG state of the
|-D from"Submitted to | ESG for Publication" to sonething else (e.qg.,
Par ked WG Document, WG Document, WAiting for WG Chair CGo- Ahead)
(R-094).
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If a revised version of the I-Dis not submtted to the WG before the
time specified in R 093 el apses, the Datatracker SHALL send an e-nail
to the WG s Chairs and Del egates to remind or 'nudge’ themto

foll owup on the revisions to the docunent (R-095).

The Datatracker SHALL automatically reset or clear the "Revised |I-D
Needed" annotation tag attached to the WG status of an |I-D when a
revi sed version of that I-Dis posted (R 096).

7. Automatic State Changes for |-Ds
To reduce the ampunt of information that WG Chairs and Del egat es need

to input to the Datatracker, the tool nust automatically generate the
following W state transitions:

- The Datatracker will nove a version-00 |I-D into the "W Docurent "
state when a WG Chair approves the posting of an |I-D that includes
the string '"-ietf-’ inits filenanme (as specified in Requirenent
R-070; and

- The Datatracker SHALL transition a draft into the WG state call ed
"Submtted To | ESG For Publication”" at the same tinme that the |I-D
is moved into the "Publicati on Requested” state in the | ESG state
machi ne by an AD or the I ETF Secretariat (R 097).

8. WG I-D Status Change Reporting Requirenents

Everyone with "wite’ access to W 1-D status information SHALL be
able to obtain a summuary display of all status changes made to the W5
|-Ds that *they* are responsible for, fromthe present tine
backwards, split by pages, after successfully logging on to the

Dat atracker (R-098).

The Dat atracker SHOULD provide a convenient way for WG Chairs to
obtain a summary of all WG I-D status changes nade on their behal f by
their Del egates, fromthe present time backwards, split by pages
(R-099).

The Datatracker SHALL send an e-nmil nessage to the authors of an I-D
and to the Chairs and Del egates of the Woto which the I-Dis

associ at ed whenever the WG status of the I-D is updated; the contents
of the e-mail SHALL provide details about the change in the WG status
of the docurment (e.g., the new state the |I-D has been noved to and/or
the nanes of any newly set or reset |-D status annotation tags), the
date of the change in status, and an indication of who (or which
entity) caused the change to the W5 status of the |-D (R 100).
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9. W5 I-D Status Reporting Requirenents

The Datatracker SHALL provide everyone with a convenient way to query
the status of every docunent in an |ETF WG and to see a display of
the current status of sone or all of the docunents in the W5

i ncludi ng the Docunent Shepherd protocol witeups for |-Ds that have
been subnmitted to the | ESG and the names of the Docunent Shepherds
(R-101).

The Dat atracker SHALL al so provide everyone with the ability to
search for the status of documents witten by a specific author, or
I-Ds in a specific Wo 1-D state or having a specific "Intended
Maturity Level", or having a specific annotation tag attached

(R 102).

The Datatracker’s existing I-D status di splay pages SHOULD be
nodified to display at | east the netadata and status information for
an |-D that is associated with a W6 as shown in the foll ow ng exanpl e
(R-103):

Document stream | ETF

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

Last updat ed: year-nmdd (e.g. 2010-11-18)

| ETF WG status: * Applicable W5 state & nane of WG or WGs

I ntended RFC status: ** Informational / Experimental / etc.
Docurent shepherd: *** Nanme of Docunent Shepherd (if assigned)

| ESG status: **** Nane of applicable |ESG state

Responsi bl e AD: Name of the Responsible AD

* The "I ETF WG status" SHALL display the current WG state of the

|-D and the Wo that the I-Dis associated with, and any |-D
status annotation tags that are currently set (R 104).

** The "I ntended RFC status" for |-Ds in the W5 state call ed
"Adopted for W Info Only" SHOULD be di spl ayed as "None"
(R-105).

** The field called "Intended RFC status" SHOULD be renaned to

"RFC status" when the Datatracker displays the status of a
docunent that has been published as an RFC (R-106).
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* k% This field SHOULD di splay the nane of the person (or e-nmail
address of the person) designated as the Docurment Shepherd for
the 1-D, or be left blank if a Docunent Shepherd has not yet
been desi gnated (R-107).

****  This field SHALL di splay the current |ESG status of the
docunent or the word "None" for documents that are not yet
bei ng tracked by the | ESG (R-108).

10. Error Handling Requirements

Errors with respect to inputting or updating the status of a WG
docunent are possible.

Per Requirement R-009, the creation of new or updated status
i nformati on cannot erase, overwite, or cause the deletion of any
previously entered docunent status change history information

Errors in data entry by a W6 Chair or Del egate should be corrected by
a WG Chair or Delegate taking action to update any erroneous status
information in the Datatracker with correct information, so that the
correct status of the I-Dis displayed. For exanple, a document that
was accidentally placed into the wong state can be noved into the
correct state by the WG Chair (or Delegate), and a coment should be
entered into the docunent’s status change history |log to explain what
happened.

11. Security Considerations

Thi s docunent does not propose any new | nternet nechani sns and has no
security inplications for the Internet.

However, this docunent contains specific requirements to add features
to the | ETF Datatracker to make it possible for a greater nunber of
users to input and/or update status information about |-Ds associated
with | ETF Wss. Enhancing the Datatracker nay create an opening for
new deni al -of -service (DoS) attacks and/or attenpts by malicious
users to corrupt the infornmation in the WG docunent status dat abase.

Thi s docunent does not propose any specific requirenents to mtigate
DoS attacks on the Datatracker.
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