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Abstract

Cumlative TGk conference call Minutes for November and December 2003.
Detailed minutes follow:

Wednesday, December 3, 2003 – 8:00 AM PST
1. Chairperson called the conference call to order at 8:00 AM
2. Agenda 
a. Cover Internal Review Ballot (word document)
b. Instructions on how to complete spreadsheet
3. Attendance

a. Paine, Gray, Bagby, Falk, Johnson, Olson, Shelton, Kwak, Black, Klein, Kim
4. Conversion
Ballot projected to start today and stop on 12/20. 

Comment - concern that the 20th would not give everyone enough time to fully review the document.  Extending past the first of the year would allow us to work over the Holidays.

Richard – will extend until 01/05/04.  He will compile the list of comments prior to our last conference call on 01/07/04.

Comment – we won’t get comments until the very end.

Question – who will have the ability to comment?  Anyone can comment, but we hope to scope it to the 802.11k members.

Comment – we need to be careful on how we word this document, so other members will not misconstrue this as a Ballot.  

Comment - Richard will use Dave Bagby’s Access DB and application to track and process comments.  

Comment – we must respond to all comments “yes” or “no”

Comment – we should include the Y/N column in the database.  Richard will update database.

Comment – we need to soften the text in section 5 of the new draft.

Comment – Dave wanted to let people know that TGi does not protect management frames.  If we as a group feel strongly we should voice our opinion on 802.11i letter ballot comments.  Authentication after association has caused this issue.  TGi letter ballot closes prior to the meeting in January.

Comment – There are two tacks that TGi will take; decide to address it or pass it to a new task group to resolve.

Comment – We should bring it to a head in TGi.  This will reveal how big of a battle we face if we decided to address this issue in 802.11k.  There has been an acceptable solution that was presented in the past.

Comment – If we put it on our document it will apply to the entire standard.  Is TGk always required?  Do you have to have TGk in order to have protected management frames?  This is a piece of a bigger discussion.

Comment – If we push this issue there is a possibility of staling security for another year.  We are really late in answering the industry’s requirements.  These issues can be addressed after the fact?

Comment – If there are problems in TGi they should be addressed.

Comment – John will present security of action frames at the next meeting in January.

Chair – we only have two conference calls prior to the 01/05 conference call.  We need to get comments which we can address on the 10th and 17th.

Comment – it is illegal to only send our internal review documents to the 802.11k email reflector.  It must go the real email reflector.
Wednesday, December 10, 2003 – 8:00 AM PST
1. Chairperson called the conference call to order at 8:00 AM

2. Agenda 

a. Review comments
3. Attendance

a. Paine, Gray, Johnson, Kwak, Emily (Intel), Zhong
4. Conversion

Discussion on protection of action frames.  

Richard reviewed his comments

· Section 5.1.1.5

· Added new section 5.2.5

· Section 5.4.4

Comment – should we protect all action frames or only TGk action frames?  

Question – Has Richard discussed protection of action frame with TGe?  He will discuss with TGe and TGi.

Comment – all management frames are unprotected, should we protect all or some.  

Comment – action frames are a subset of management frames.  Jon’s presentation only deals with action frames.

Comment – we need somebody or some group to address this issue.  There seems to be consensus “to protect” on the issue.

Comment – maybe we should seek advice from Harry and Stuart.

Question – which of the 3 solutions purposed by Jon would work best?  
Comment – we need to review each of the frames (group, pairwise, or none).

Comment – Three outstanding issues are:
· Periodic Measurements – this needs to be changed to minor issue

· Signal Quality Measurements – making progress

· Security of Action Frames – hopefully other working groups will address.

Wednesday, December 17, 2003 – 8:00 AM PST
1. Chairperson called the conference call to order at 8:00 AM

2. Agenda 

a. Review comments

3. Attendance

4. Conversion

Discussed document from Mike Moreton (992R0) which describes a method for encrypting action frames

This is a continuation of a discussion about the fact that TGi has decided to not deal with the issue of the unprotected action frames (and all management frames).

Richard requested that everyone review document 992R0 when it becomes available.

Richard discussed comments he would like to make in section 5 about the interaction with upper layer and measured WLAN.

Discussed TPC. Richard is addressing the issue of why we have included TPC in TGk.

Joe Kwak feels that TPC should be included because it is a good thing to have as it is a method for reducing interference. He also feels that changing what came from TGh as little as possible is a good thing.

Richard discussed the fact that we need to resolve the TBDs in the PICS.

Currently we do not have a noise measurement as mandatory in the PICS. A straw pole indicated that the group feels we should have a mandatory measurement. However a vote to include the current Noise Histogram measurement failed. Need to resolve this in Vancouver.

Simon Barber noted that the changes in the 0.9 are not correct with respect to the TGh text. Since TGh is already included in the base draft this should not be included in the TGk draft. 
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