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draft-ietf-grow-bgpopsecupd

(Process question: Go through all three drafts, discuss then, or discuss after each?)




The original plan

Focus should be on:
= Short enough for policymakers to read
= Generic enough to be resilient to specific technology changing
= Testable independent of implementation
= Published quick enough to prevent harm (more months than years)
Split out individual eggs from the current draft basket:
V' Keep the core of the document that focuses on timeless truth about BGP security
(purpose/goals/high-level), which can replace BCP194 as a BCP
v An informational document listing ‘the basket of eggs’ that is there in terms of what can be
done to secure BGP
v An informational document reporting terminology ‘as used in drafts around the time of
writing’
x Be. Quick; Before things become laws.



State: draft-ietf-grow-bgpopsecupd-08

Recent changes since 122/-04:
V" Some minor formulation changes
v" Removed the 'E-D’ references to draft-ietf-grow-routing-ops-sec-inform and
draft-ietf-grow-routing-ops-terms
What is next?
= Did you read it? (It is 4.5p; Please do!)
= What is missing for WG LC?
= Anything else?




draft-ietf-grow-routing-ops-sec-inform




The original plan

Generally:
= Summarize available techniques to secure routing (accomplish goals set in BCP194)
= Don’t make it a BCP to have a shorter turn-around time for changes/revisions
= Don’t make it a BCP to have less disagreement on what should (not) be included
= Potentially keep updating it in the WG continuously (routing changes fast)
Specifically:
= |ist options, potentially multiple to accomplish requirements from BCP194
= Do not be prescriptive beyond ‘if you want X, you should do Y’ (your network your rules)




State: draft-ietf-grow-routing-ops-sec-inform-00

Recent changes since 122/-04:
= Not many; Essentially the adopted version (+some minor updates)
Todo:
= ASPA part needs a bit of an update
= Referenced draft-ietf-sidrops-avoid-rpki-state-in-bgp-01 is expired; Include text or revive
document?
= Go over the text and align terminology with draft-ietf-grow-routing-ops-terms (Just because it
is not authoritative does not mean the drafts shouldn’t be consistent)
= General clean-up work (Need to find some time; Big day-job-tasks are done, so should be
able to give this another revision after 123)




draft-ietf-grow-routing-ops-terms-00




The original plan

Generally:
= Collect terms used in global routing operations (French style dictionary)
= Don’'t make it a BCP or try to be prescriptive (Oxford style dictionary)
= Not like the (somewhat similar) DNSOP work
= Potentially keep updating it in the WG continuously (routing (language) changes fast)




State: draft-ietf-grow-routing-ops-terms-00

Recent changes since 122/-04:
= Not many; Essentially the adopted version (+some minor updates)
Todo:

= Need to revisit the structure; There are some todo items and bugs for specific terms and
general consistency

= Reuvisit structure: Cluster glossary and descriptions or properly merge?
= Reuvisit structure: Grouping terms by topic or alphabetically?
= Add some missing terms (there are tickets for that)

= General clean-up work (Need to find some time; Big day-job-tasks are done, so should be
able to give this another revision after 123)




Discussion

draft-ietf-grow-bgpopsecupd

WGLC or not?

draft-ietf-grow-routing-ops-sec-inform

Pull requests welcome! How to handle draft-ietf-sidrops-avoid-rpki-state-in-bgp?

draft-ietf-grow-routing-ops-terms-00
Pull requests welcome! Cluster alphabetically / by topic?
Merge glossary for TLAs (Three Letter Acronyms) and terms, or leave them seperated?
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