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Note Well 
•  Any submission to the IETF intended by the Contributor for publication as all or part of an 

IETF Internet-Draft or RFC and any statement made within the context of an IETF activity 
is considered an "IETF Contribution". Such statements include oral statements in IETF 
sessions, as well as written and electronic communications made at any time or place, 
which are addressed to: 

–  The IETF plenary session  
–  The IESG, or any member thereof on behalf of the IESG  
–  Any IETF mailing list, including the IETF list itself, any working group or design team 

list, or any other list functioning under IETF auspices  
–  Any IETF working group or portion thereof  
–  Any Birds of a Feather (BOF) session  
–  The IAB or any member thereof on behalf of the IAB  
–  The RFC Editor or the Internet-Drafts function  

•  All IETF Contributions are subject to the rules of RFC 5378 and RFC 3979 (updated by 
RFC 4879).  

•  Statements made outside of an IETF session, mailing list or other function, that are clearly 
not intended to be input to an IETF activity, group or function, are not IETF Contributions 
in the context of this notice. 

•  Please consult RFC 5378 and RFC 3979 for details. 
•  A participant in any IETF activity is deemed to accept all IETF rules of process, as 

documented in Best Current Practices RFCs and IESG Statements. 
•  A participant in any IETF activity acknowledges that written, audio and video records of 

meetings may be made and may be available to the public. 



Agenda (1) 
•  Monday: 15:10 - 16:10 Afternoon Session II 

–  Room 241 
–  Temporary Chairs: Keith Drage, ??? 

•  10  Agenda Bash and Status Report 
–  Chairs 

•  20  Requirements 
–  Requirements for an End-to-End Session Identification in IP-Based Multimedia 

Communication Networks 
•  draft-jones-ipmc-session-id-reqts-01 
•  Paul Jones / James Polk / Parthasarathi Ravindran / Laura Liess / Roland Jesske / 

Salvatore Loreto / Hadriel Kaplan 
•  https://datatracker.ietf.org/doc/draft-jones-ipmc-session-id-reqts/ 



Agenda (2) 
•  15  Additional requirements and use cases 

–  Session Initiation Protocol (SIP) Header Parameter for Debugging 
•  draft-dawes-dispatch-debug-00 
•  Peter Dawes 
•  https://datatracker.ietf.org/doc/draft-dawes-dispatch-debug 

–  Session Initiation Protocol (SIP) Extension  for logging and debugging 
•  draft-kaithal-dispatch-sip-log-information-00 
•  Parthasarathi Ravindran (on behalf of Adarsh Kaithal / Sandeep K S) 
•  https://datatracker.ietf.org/doc/draft-kaithal-dispatch-sip-log-information 

–  A Session Identifier for the Session Initiation Protocol (SIP) (ANNEX A ONLY) 
•  draft-kaplan-dispatch-session-id-03 
•  Hadriel Kaplan 
•  http://tools.ietf.org/html/draft-kaplan-dispatch-session-id-03 

 



Agenda (3) 
•  12  Solutions documents 

–  End-to-End Session Identification in IP-Based Multimedia Communication Networks 
•  draft-jones-ipmc-session-id-03.txt 
•  Paul Jones / Chris Pearce / James Polk / Gonzalo Salgueiro 
•  https://datatracker.ietf.org/doc/draft-jones-ipmc-session-id/ 

–  A Session Identifier for the Session Initiation Protocol (SIP) 
•  draft-kaplan-dispatch-session-id-03 
•  Hadriel Kaplan 
•  http://tools.ietf.org/html/draft-kaplan-dispatch-session-id-03 

•  3  Next steps 
–  Chairs 



Charter 
•  INSIPID was chartered on Thursday 15th March 2012 
•  An end-to-end session identifier in SIP-based multimedia communication networks refers to the 

ability for endpoints,  intermediate devices, and management and monitoring system to dentify 
and correlate SIP messages and dialogs of the same higher-level end-to-end "communication 
session" across multiple SIP devices, hops, and administrative domains. Unfortunately,  there are 
a number of factors that contribute to the fact that the current dialog identifiers defined in SIP are 
not suitable for end-to-end session identification. Perhaps the most important factor worth 
describing is that in real-world deployments of Back-to-Back User Agents (B2BUAs) devices like 
Session Border Controllers (SBC) often change the call identifiers (e.g., the From-tag and To-tag 
that are used in conjunction with the Call-ID header to make the dialog-id) as the session 
signaling passes through.  
 
An end-to-end session identifier should allow the possibility to identify the communication session 
from the point of origin, passing through any number of intermediaries, to the ultimate point of 
termination. It should have the same aim as the From-tag, To-tag and Call-ID conjunction, but 
should not be mangled by intermediaries.  
 
A SIP end-to-end session identifier has been considered as possible solution of different use 
cases like troubleshooting, billing, session tracking, session recording, media and signaling 
correlation, and so forth. Some of these requirements come from other working groups within the 
RAI area (e.g., SIPRec). Moreover, other standards organizations have identified the need for SIP 
and H.323 to carry the same "session ID" value so that it is possible to identify a call  end-to end 
even when performing inter working between protocols.  
 
This group will focus on a document that will specify a SIP identifier that has the same aim as the 
From-tag, To-tag and Call-ID conjunction, but is less likely to be mangled by intermediaries. In 
doing this work, the group will pay attention to the privacy implications of a "session ID", for 
example considering the possibility to make it intractable for nodes to correlate "session IDs"  
generated by the same user for different sessions.  



Other documents 

•  draft-worley-references 
– Author input: I don't think there are any 

requirements missing from draft-jones-ipmc-
session, although draft-worley-references is 
intended to identify larger groups of dialogs 
that the "session id“ concept.  Let me review 
the discussions I participated in a few months 
ago and see if I find anything. 


