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Agenda	
  

•  Changes	
  w.r.t.	
  the	
  previous	
  version	
  	
  
•  Next	
  steps	
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Changes	
  
•  Lou’s	
  review	
  comments	
  from	
  IETF	
  91	
  addressed:	
  
–  Explanatory	
  text	
  added	
  re	
  RSVP	
  FEC	
  in	
  Client-­‐Ini+ated	
  
Iden+fier	
  sec+on	
  (sec+on	
  1.1)	
  referencing	
  RFC3209	
  

–  Added	
  note	
  on	
  border/	
  transit	
  node	
  processing.	
  
Specifically,	
  only	
  nodes	
  in	
  the	
  domain	
  that	
  perform	
  path	
  
computa+on	
  are	
  expected	
  to	
  understand	
  the	
  Diversity	
  
subobject;	
  other	
  transit	
  nodes	
  are	
  not	
  required	
  to	
  process	
  
it.	
  	
  

–  DI	
  type	
  values	
  defined	
  in	
  this	
  dra?	
  
–  IANA	
  sec+on	
  cleaned	
  up	
  (all	
  suggested	
  values	
  removed)	
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Next	
  Steps	
  

•  Solicit	
  feedback/comments	
  from	
  the	
  group.	
  

•  No	
  open	
  issues.	
  
•  Editors	
  are	
  of	
  the	
  opinion	
  that	
  the	
  I-­‐D	
  is	
  ready	
  
now	
  for	
  WG	
  last	
  call.	
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Thank	
  You!	
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