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Abst ract

In order to support arbitrary network topol ogies and multi-honing the
| ETF Hormenet Architecture [ RFC7368] requires that a routing protocol
operates inside each home network. For interoperability reasons it
is necessary for there be a single "nmandatory to inplenent" routing
protocol. Wth the Honenet Wrking G oup unable to reach clear
consensus on which protocol that should be the Wrking Goup Chairs
(with the support of the Internet Area Director) declared rough
consensus that the chosen protocol is BABEL [RFC6126]. This docunent
(not intended for publication as an RFC) serves as an additional
record of that decision.

Status of This Meno

This Internet-Draft is submtted in full conformance with the
provi sions of BCP 78 and BCP 79.

Internet-Drafts are working docunents of the Internet Engineering
Task Force (IETF). Note that other groups may also distribute
wor ki ng docunments as Internet-Drafts. The list of current Internet-
Drafts is at http://datatracker.ietf.org/drafts/current/.

Internet-Drafts are draft documents valid for a maxi num of six nonths
and nay be updated, replaced, or obsol eted by other docunents at any
time. It is inappropriate to use Internet-Drafts as reference
material or to cite themother than as "work in progress.”
This Internet-Draft will expire on July 24, 2016.

Copyright Notice

Copyright (c) 2016 | ETF Trust and the persons identified as the
docunent authors. Al rights reserved.

This 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
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publication of this docunent. Please review these docunents
carefully, as they describe your rights and restrictions with respect
to this docunment. Code Conponents extracted fromthis docunment 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. Statenent

On the 27th of COctober, 2015, the Working Goup Chairs and the
Internet Area Director nmade the follow ng statenent to the Homenet
Mai | ing List:

The Chairs believe that there is WG consensus that a single
"mandatory to inplenent" routing protocol nust be chosen. W also
believe that further delaying the direction here has |ong passed
the point of dimnishing returns.

Based on the feedback received in Prague and on the W5 nailing
list thereafter, we are therefore declaring rough consensus that
BABEL [ RFC6126] shall be the "mandatory to inplenment" routing
protocol for Honenet routers, albeit only on an Experinental basis
at this tine.

The aimin naking this decision is to allow the non-routing-
protocol aspects of Honenet to nove forward in the near term
while allowing time for additional inplenentation, experinentation
and specification. To that end, we solicit Experinental Internet
Drafts to document Honenet-specific profiles of any applicable
routing solution and to report results of any rel evant
experinmentation and i npl enent ati on.

We expect that this decision will be revisited in a future
St andards Track docunent based on specifications and running code
avail able at that tine.

Vendors | ooking to ship Honenet routers in the near term shoul d

refer to [ RFC6126], [ RFC7557],
[1-D. boutier-babel -source-specific], and avail abl e open source
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i mpl ement ations thereof for the routing protocol portion of the
Honenet sol uti on space.

2. | ANA Consi derations
Thi s docunent has no | ANA consi derati ons.
3. Security Considerations
Thi s docunent has no security considerations.
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