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Meeting called to order 10:45

Agenad

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	0 
	*
	SESSION CALLED TO ORDER
	-
	Bagby
	1 
	10:30 AM

	 
	1 
	II
	Chair's status update, review objectives for 
	-
	Bagby
	89 
	10:31 AM

	 
	 
	 
	session, adopt session agenda, distribute SB results
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	2
	 
	Recess for lunch
	-
	 
	60 
	12:00 PM

	 
	3 
	DT/MI
	SB comment processing / draft revision
	-
	Bagby
	120 
	1:00 PM

	 
	4 
	*
	Recess for break
	-
	Bagby
	30 
	3:00 PM

	 
	5 
	DT/MI
	SB comment processing / draft revision
	-
	Bagby
	120 
	3:30 PM

	 
	 
	 
	Recess for dinner
	-
	 
	90 
	5:30 PM

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	TASK GROUP F AGENDA - Tuesday, January 14th, 2003 - 7:00 PM

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	6
	DT/MI
	SB comment processing / draft revision
	-
	Bagby
	120 
	3:30 PM

	 
	 
	 
	Recess for day
	-
	 
	 
	5:30 PM

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	TASK GROUP F AGENDA - Wednesday, January 15th, 2003 - 1:00 PM

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	7 
	DT/MI
	SB comment processing / draft revision
	-
	Bagby
	120 
	1:00 PM

	 
	 
	 
	Recess for break
	-
	 
	30 
	3:00 PM

	 
	8
	DT/MI
	SB comment processing / draft revision
	-
	Bagby
	120 
	3:30 PM

	 
	 
	 
	Recess for day
	-
	 
	 
	5:30 PM

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	TASK GROUP F AGENDA - Thursday, January 16th, 2003 - 8:00 AM

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	9 
	DT/MI
	SB comment processing / draft revision
	-
	Bagby
	120 
	8:00 AM

	 
	 
	 
	Recess for break
	-
	 
	30 
	10:00 AM

	 
	10
	DT/MI
	SB comment processing / draft revision
	-
	Bagby
	90 
	10:30 AM

	 
	 
	 
	Recess for Lunch
	-
	 
	60 
	12:00 PM

	 
	11
	DT/MI
	SB comment processing / draft revision
	-
	Bagby
	120 
	1:00 PM

	 
	 
	 
	Recess for break
	-
	 
	30 
	3:00 PM

	 
	12
	DT/MI
	Review EOW status & plenary report, 
	-
	Bagby
	120 
	3:30 PM

	 
	 
	 
	motions for plenary as required
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	Adjourn Session
	-
	 
	90 
	5:30 PM


Motion Adopt agenda 03/010r0

Move Butch Anton

Second Richard Paine

Yes 8

No 0 

Abs 0

Matters arising from minutes 

none

Move to Approve minutes for the November 2002 session

Move Bob O’Hara

Second Butch Anton

Yes  6
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Goals Review recirculation 

The Chair presented the IEEE IP Patent policy Slides 03/024

Comment Resolution:

Document 03/009r0 comment document  

Comment 37, 39, 97

Clause 5.4

Suggested change is in Document 02/758

Resolution:  Postponed action on comment until the Tuesday PM session

Comment 102

Clause 1.3

Resolution:  Motion to accept 

Moved by Andrew Myles

Second Butch Anton

No Objection

Comment 99 

Clause 1.3

Accepted as editorial

Comment 96

Clause 1.4

Resolution: Accept comment – No Objection

Comment 59

Clause 4.10.4

When should the layer 2 update frame be sent?

Send before receiving response?

Resolution:  Decline comment by referring to line 14 and 15  of clause 4.10.4

page 13 It indicates that the AP needs to keep the information from the reassocciation request (what ever it was) and so the AP does have the Old AP value to use when is sends its IAPP moved Request primitive

Move Butch Anton

Second Justin McCann

No Objection  acclamation

Session recessed for Lunch 12:01PM. 

Meeting Called to order 1:02

Comment 30

Clause 4.5.4

Resolution:  Comment Declined  The additional L2 frames will not guarantee an improved response. thus adding the suggestion while helping in very specific cases can actually hurt in other cases.  The TG feels that while the tendered suggestion remedy may help in certain cases does not see a benefit sufficient to accept .

Move Butch Anton 

Second Richard Paine

No Objection – acclamation 

Comment 55

Clause 4.7.4

Resolution: Comment Accepted. 

Moved Butch Anton

Second Justin McCann

No Objection – acclamation

Comment 35

Clause 5.1.2

Resolution:  Comment Accepted. RADIUS doesn’t maintain configurable data for the specific AP pairwise groupings. RADIUS acts more like a third party that facilitates the APs to set up inner-communications. Radius dynamically generates the keys that are needed.  The RADIUS Server tracks the secret of each Radius Client and then the RADIUS Server will provide the security blob that can be used to talk with another RADIUS Client.  We changed “The Security Blocks each contains a shared secret for AP-AP connection to “The Security Blocks each contains information for sharing the AP-AP connection. This information is dynamically  generated by the RADIUS server as the Security Blocks are constructed. The Security Blocks are encrypted using the AP’s BSSID user password (see 5.3.7.2 & 5.3.7.3) in the RADIUS registry. Also change the “shared secret and it is used” to information” last line 5.1.2

Editorial: Also change Page 30 “AP’s support ESP and AH transforms” to “AP’s support ESP transforms and ESP authentication algorithms

The new AP sends the Security Block 

Move  LieWen Wu

Second  Butch Anton

No Objections – acclamation

Comment 63

Clause 5.3.1 table

Resolution:  Accepted    The footnote was still needed to flag some numbers that had not arrived for v4.1  Bob M and Justin M are trying to help get the numbers from the IETF. The numbers needed are for NAS-Port and Server Type   The Footnote will be removed when these numbers are included 

Moved Butch Anton 

Second Justion 

No Objections – acclamation

A letter was sent to request numbers from IETF. 

Comment 101

Clause 5.3.7.3

Resolution: Accepted   Remove the “not”

Moved  Butch Anton

Second  Bob O’Hara

No Objections – acclamation

Comment 100

Clause Annex B

Resolution:  Comment Declined. The MIB was added as a direct result of comments from previous letter ballots. The MIB variables were determined in agreements with other Task Groups. TGf believes that these MIB variables are needed for reasonable operation.

Hold until Tuesday

Comment 103

Clause Annex A

Resolution:  Comment Declined.  The MIB was added as a direct result with comments from previous letter ballots. The MIB variables were determined in agreement with other Task Groups. TGf believes that these MIB variables are needed for reasonable operation.

Move Justin McCan

Second Richard Paine

Comment 67

Clause  General

Resolution:  Comment Declined.  Same reasoning as before

Moved Bob O’Hara

Second Butch Anton

No Objections – acclamation

There will be a 10 day recirculation ballot.

TGi requests any time TGf can give them for comment resolution of their letter ballot on Wednesday and Thursday.

Session recessed 3:07PM

Tuesday, January 14, 2003 3:35 PM

Called to order by Jon. Rosdahl

Continue resolutions of comments.   Document 802.11-03/010r0.  Slide 19.

Eight comments are left for today. 

CID 100  

Why should these MIB entries be in this draft?  These are not in other TGs, and no other PARs are expected, so they need to be here.  It was thought that the Encryption MIB might exist in TGi.  TGf is at the AP level not the client level so it needs to look out for higher level interests.  Comment:  TGk may implement them.

Motion:   In CID 100,  

Move to remove to Annex B

Moved Lwien

Seconded Tim Olson

Any other discussion, no,  

Opposition to calling the question, No

2 for,  4 against,  2 abstain  motion failed. 

Motion:

To accept the following text as the resolution for CID 100. 

Comment Declined.  The MIB was added as a directed result of comments from previous letter ballots.  The MIB variables were determined in agreements with other Task Groups.  TGf believes that these MIB variables are needed for reasonable operation.

Moved,  Butch  Anton

Seconded: Tom T

Discussion:  Tim was concerned about the agreements with other TGs.   What were the agreements actually? 

Friendly amendment to change:  “The MIB…agreements with other Task Groups”  with:

“The MIB variables were determined in discussions with members of other Task Groups.“

Accepted as a friendly amendment.  

Discussion? No, Objection to calling the question? No.

4Yes, 2 No, 1  Abstain 

This is a resolution to a comment.  

After much discussion, the Chair declared this past motion as a procedural because it does change the proposed draft,  

Motion passes. 

4:16 PM.  

CIC 98  - There was discussion about the resolution and the impact on re-circulation.  The final resolution was to adopt the resolution as modified: 

Comment:   Partially accepted.  Change “…can use IAPP as a Denial-of-Service (DoS)… “  to   ”.. can use IAPP of forged management frames as a Denial-of-Service (DoS).  

(refer to the text in the comment tool)

The commenter agreed to the resolution

Motion to approve this resolution
Moved: Butch 

Second: Bob

Discussion, No, Objection to call the question, No.

Passes with unanimous consent.

CIDs, 75, 97

Thanks to Jim Allen for taking minutes 

Comment

Clause  figure 2

Resolution

4.5.1 was incorrect….should have been 4.5.4

Comment

Clause 4.5.4

Add: )    The IAPP-ADD function also indicates that any cache entry for the STA must be cleared since a new association has occurred.

Resolution

Comment 

Clause 4.8.5

Add:   Utilization of Proactive Caching

If the APME is utilizing caching, then the APME must first check the IAPP cache for the STA’s Mac Address. If found (cache hit), then a IAPP-MOVE.request does not have to be issued until after a REASSOCIATION-RESPONSE frame. If the Mac Address of the STA is not found in the cache (cache miss), then the APME must issue a IAPP-MOVE.request as usual.

Furthermore, the Mac Address of the Old AP (obtained from the REASSOCIATION-Request frame) is added to the neighbor graph of the APME

Resolution  

Clause 4.12 added in blue

(Draft 802.11f-d4.1a)

Clause 4.13 added

Figure 8   new cash request and cash Response added

Figure 13 added association – reassociation and cashing

was change from figure12 to 13  when 12 was added

increment all figures from 12

5.1 change : The second(delete) “other” is initiated

Question to go back to figure 12 …..How is IP address obtained 

5.1.3 new section added  refers also to sudo code in 5.6.2

5.5.1note to see 5.5.3 

same note in 5.5.2

5.5.3 added

5.6 added

5.6.1 added has a question and editorial second paragraph change the word independent to dependent

Added 5.6.2 with sudo code

6.1.2 add 2 new values 

6.6, 6.7 additions

Comment 63

Partial Resolution:   Did receive the IANA multicast address request 224.0.1.178 for IEEE IAPP….Port 3517

Comment 73

Clause   General

Resolution:  Comment Accepted….Add single statement in clause 5 after ….local configuration information “or the IETF inverse Address Resolution Protocol (RARP) (RCF 2390)” Also add RARP in the list of acronyms.

Moved  Bob O’Hara

Seconded  Butch Anton

Unanimous

Comment 74

Clause  General

Resolution: Comment Accepted….in clause 1.3 Add “the RADIUS server must provide extensions for IAPP specific operation”

Move Bob O’Hara

Second Justin McCann

Unanimous

Comment 83

Reviewed 83 and was accepted Unanimously

Move to amend the agenda and relinquish the Thursday AM 10:30 to 12:00 session to the Working Group and recess until 1:00 on Wednesday.

Moved  Justin McCann

Second Butch Anton

 Unanimous

Recessed at 5:35pm

Wednesday 1-15  1:00pm

Call to order

Announcements

Only 2 sessions left for the week

Gave up Thursday session

will cover comments 37, 39, 75, 97

Motion to amend agenda 

Add a Special Orders of the day to vote on Bill Arbaugh proposal to resolve the four outstanding comments (37, 39, 75, 97) at 5pm in the Wednesday afternoon  session 

Moved Butch Anton

Second Bob Moskowitz

No Objection 

Comment 37, 39, 75 ,97

add Bill Arbough’s changes ac contained in the TGf/McCann edited Draft 4.1 document with add sentences:

1. And 5.6.1 in the first paragraph “The AP can prevent the addition of bogus neighbors by adding only those APs where an access accept message is returned by the RADIUS.

2. New section 5.6.3 “Correctness of Cache” “The correctness of the cash is context dependent and context implementations should ensure that IAPP-CACHE-update is used.

3. New sentence in 5.6.3 “All IAPP-CACHE-update messages for a particular MAC address  received before an IAPP-CACHE-request message for that particular MAC address are ignored.”

4.  New sentence in 5.6.3 “Upon receipt of a new IAPP-CACHE-request message for a particular MAC address, IAPP-CACHE-update messages for that particular MAC address from other APs are ignored.”

5. New sentence 5.6.3 “IAPP-CACHE-update message for a particular MAC address with a lower sequence number than previously received are ignore.

Correct Figure 2, 7 and 8 were corrected  to reflect the text.

Motion to be moved at 5:00 pm in the Special Orders section

Comment 97

Clause 4.12.1

Resolution:  Replace the last sentence in 4.12.1 with “This primitive causes the APME to send frames to each of the APs indicated in the neighbor graph requesting the included context to be cached.” 

Peter Ecclesine accepted resolution for some of his comments.

Match wording 103 from 100 “agreements with discussions”

Move Andrew 

Second Butch 

Arnoud Zwemmer accepted resolution for his comments.

Changed RARP to InARP

One of Arnoud’s still outstanding

Move to reconsider comment 100 Bob O’Hara, seconded by Arnoud

yes 9   .No  2.   Abs0

Adopt the resolution as stated

Discussion from Bob O’Hara that it did not have sufficient technical review to warrant acceptance.

PM 3:30 pm session

Motion to change the comment resolution for comment 100

Move to comment resolution as stated

Yes  5  No 0   Abs 5

Move to reconsider the acceptance of the resolution of comment 103

Move Bob O’Hara

Second  Arnoud Zwimmer

Yes  8      No  0   Abs  4

New RC1 resolution Comment  patricianly accepted and remove annex B

Unanimously 

Clause 4.10.4

Move to reconsider resolution on ID 59….Butch Anton  second Justin McCann

yes  10     no 0   abs   2

Comment partially accepted replace the IAPP-MOVE-request with a IAPP-ADD-request in the last sentence of 4.10.4.

Vote unanimous 

Mike Morten agrees to accept the resolution to Comment number 67.

Recess for 10 minutes to resume at 4:00

Comment 97

Add to 4.12.4:  

Special Orders

RC1 Response Comment accepted.

Added Bill Arbaugh’s changes as contained in the “TGf McCann –Edit-802.11F-D4.1a 

And 5.6.1 in the first paragraph “The AP can prevent the addition of bogus neighbors by adding only those APs where an access accept message is returned by the RADIUS.

3. New section 5.6.3 “Correctness of Cache” “The correctness of the cash is context dependent and context implementations should ensure that IAPP-CACHE-update is used.

3. New sentence in 5.6.3 “All IAPP-CACHE-update messages for a particular MAC address  received before an IAPP-CACHE-request message for that particular MAC address are ignored.”

4.  New sentence in 5.6.3 “Upon receipt of a new IAPP-CACHE-request message for a particular MAC address, IAPP-CACHE-update messages for that particular MAC address from other APs are ignored.”

5. New sentence 5.6.3 “IAPP-CACHE-update message for a particular MAC address with a lower sequence number than previously received are ignore.

Correct Figure 2, 7 and 8 were corrected  to reflect the text.

Replace the last sentence in 4.2.1with ……Finish later from Chair97

Moved Justin McCann

Second Bob Moskowitz

Unanimously accepted  

Do the commenters accept  these resolutions for there commenters

Bill Arbough  yes

Armoud  Zwimmer   Yes

Peter  Ecclesine   Yes

All No votes have been resolved 

Editor states the draft will be updated with in a week

MOTION

•TGf asks that the WG chair accept the comment responses to RC1.
–And 

•1) ask the IEEE balloting service to run the 2nd recirc Ballot to complete before the March meeting;

–10 day default time is fine.

–All docs for recirc will be avail 1 week from mtg end

–Recirc to complete no later than 2 weeks before the March meeting start.

• 2) ask ExecCom to forward draft 5.0 to Revcom

Moved   Butch Anton

Seconded   Richard

Unanimous 

MOTION

•TGf Requests the WG Chair pre-submit TGf to RevCom agenda  not later than February 16.
Moved      Butch Anton

Seconded    Richard Paine

Yes    11   No    0     Abs   0

New Business 

TGf did receiver multicast address.

Session Output docs 

090r3 comment report

011  Minutes  

TGF D5.o

Objectives   Re010r0

Move to adjourn  

Harry Worstell 

second Butch Anton  Unanimous.
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