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Motivation

Important for child wellbeing 
• Allow families to manage access to digital devices, screen time, content, and purchases

Many Options
• Device / Operating System ecosystem - Apple (Family Sharing), Google (Family Link), 

Microsoft (Family Safety), Amazon (Parental Controls) 
• Application – eg games
• Network – eg ISP DNS-based offerings 
• Platform – eg social media platforms

Proprietary Tools
• Not interoperable – no coherent management 
• Reduced visibility, consistency, and ultimately effectiveness —parents forced to navigate 

multiple dashboards, apps, and settings
• Steep learning curve – eg similar terminology with different definitions, different 

terminology with same meaning
• Exacerbates digital inequality
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Background

PARCEP-Sync specifies a federated synchronisation protocol and data 
model for guardian-controlled Child Online Protection, enabling 
household policies to be:
• authored at a Policy Administration Point (PAP), 
• distributed over a per-household Messaging Layer Security (MLS) 

group to Policy Enforcement Points (PEPs), and 
• enforced using credentials and artifacts issued by jurisdictional 

Policy Information Points (PIPs). 

The protocol defines a small, regular set of methods for enrolment, 
policy publication and update, revocation, enforcement telemetry, 
digests, appeals, attestation, and artifact fetch, with dual JSON-LD and 
CBOR/COSE encodings for web-scale and constrained environments. 
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Background

It is designed to:
• avoid centralised databases of children’s data, 
• support cross-domain verification of guardianship and age, and 
• provide privacy-preserving, metadata-only event reporting suitable 

for audit and dispute resolution.

This 00 draft is intended to help identify the topic area.  It provides a 
suggested solution to the problem of fragmented parental controls that 
could be used as the starting point for a working group.  It is not 
intended to be either complete or definitive.
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Background

Complementary ITU Activity
• This proposed protocol development complements activity underway 

within the ITU’s Study Group 17.  
• The ITU activity is focused on processes and procedures.  X.PARCEP 

was adopted as a new work item in December 2025 and is 
progressing through SG17’s WP 3 Question 1

• See https://www.itu.int/ITU-T/workprog/wp_item.aspx?isn=23735

Deployment Interest
• Qoria (Aura) – Smoothwall, Qustodio, Linewiz, ySafe
• Vodafone Group 
• Others tba
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Desired dispatch outcome

Recommendation to hold a full BOF
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