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Abstract

Minutes of the 802.11 Task Group I meetings held during the 802.11 WLAN Working Group Plenary Session in Orlando, Florida from January 15th – 19th, 2004.

Monday, March 15, 2004
4:00pm

Call to Order & Agreement on Agenda

Meeting called to order on Monday, March 15, 2004 at 4:07 pm by Chair Dave Halasz.

Chair: Dave Halasz

Secretary: Frank Ciotti
Agenda discussion - Proposed Agenda:
· Approve Agenda

· Approve Meeting minutes from Vancouver and Austin
· Review IP policy & Letters received

· Chairs status

· Sponsor Ballot results

· Submissions & Motions for SB resolution
· 04/291 Dave Halasz

· Jesse Walker – Editing instructions are wrong
· Tim Moore – Secure Bit - obsolete text (Tuesday)
· Dave Nelson – Use of 802.1X to provision WEP keys (later in week)
· Ad-hoc to resolve comments, return for motions

· Prepare for next meeting
Chair: Any Objection to approving the agenda?

None
Agenda Approved

Meeting minutes approval
Chair: Any objection to approving the Meeting Minutes from Vancouver doc 04/0081 and Austin doc 04/208?

None
Minutes Approved

Review IP Policy

Two slides requested by WG chair “IEEE-SA Standards Board Bylaws on Patents in Standards” and “Inappropriate Topics for IEEE WG Meetings” were shown and read by Chair.
Any objections regarding IP Policy are to be made to either the WG or TG chairs.

Chair: Does anybody have a patent they wish to disclose?

No.
Chair’s Status

Chair: In November we went to SB.  We had a follow-up meeting in Austin to get a SB re-circulation.  We went to SB re-circulation which closed on March 12, 2004.  There were 163 voters in the pool with 122 affirmative votes and 11 negative votes - 91% affirmative.  There were 133 comments.  Doc 04/0273 contains the comments on the re-circulation.
Comment: were there any new NO votes?
Chair: no

It would be great if we could get a re-circ at the end of this mtg.  If we want to make June, we have to get on the agenda at the end of this meeting via rule 10.  FYI, both TGe and TGj tried procedure 10 and failed – taken off the agenda – because they did not have the proper package together and were ruled out of order.  This is not a rubber-stamp process.  It would be good to show-up to the ExComm mtg on Friday afternoon to show your support.
Comment: what was the last TG to successfully use Procedure 10?
Comment: I believe it was TGg.

Comment: Do we have what we need for Procedure 10?
Chair: Since we don’t have the actual draft to hand to RevComm, Procedure 10 allows a package to be prepared to state what is required for the draft.
Chair: for addressing comments, our biggest time slot is tomorrow.  We should be prepared to make a large effort on Tuesday to address as many of the comments as possible in sub-groups.
Comment: what about the dependency on 802.1X Rev?
Chair: I spoke with Tony Jeffries about this.  He pointed out that the rules do allow a reference to a draft, but there are rules that apply.

Comment: Do we have any dependency on 802.1af?
Comment: no

Chair: the goal of this mtg is to get a re-circ out.  We have an April mtg, and decide if a compelling reason exists for new version of the draft.  If we decide to make no changes, we reject the comments and re-circulate the comments and the draft without changes.  With no changes to the draft, there can be no new comments.  If we decide in the April meeting that a new draft is required, we would re-circ in May without changes.  We want to be done ahead of time for the June RevComm meeting.
Submission: Dave Halasz – OUI and Ethernet Type - doc 04/291r0
This replaces the place holder for the OUI and Ethertype with the values assigned.
Motion by Tim Moore:


Instruct the editor to incorporate the changes specified in document in 04/291r0 into the TGi draft

Second: Clint Chaplin
Discussion:

None

Vote: 28-0-1 Passes
Submission: Jesse Walker – doc 04/

The editing instruction for Clause 7.2.2, 7.3.1.4 and Table 20 need to be made clearer.  Also change Informative Note style
The editing instructions for 7.2.2 are in error. We only want to alter the paragraph after the lettered list, not replace all the text in 7.2.2.

Motion by Jesse Walker

Change the editing instructions for clause 7.2.2 to read "delete the first paragraph after the lettered list in Clause 7.2.2 and insert the following in its place:”
Change the editing instructions for 7.3.1.4 to read to change the first two paragraphs after "Table 17" as indicated

Change the editing instructions for Table 20 to delete last row and 
replace it with 3 rows:

Reserved

32-47

RSN Information Element
48

Reserved

49-255

Change "Informative Note" to "NOTE (informative)" throughout.
Second: Dorothy Stanley
Discussion:

None

Any objection?

None 

Motion Passes

Chair: Review of the SB comments by clause number.
SB Comment Sub-groups:

	Sub-group lead(s)
	Clause(s)

	Dave Halasz, Frank Ciotti
	2, 3, 4, 7

	Jesse Walker
	5, 6

	Dave Nelson
	8.1, 8.2, 8.3

	Dorothy Stanley
	8.4, 8.5

	Tim Moore
	8.7, 11, Annex D


Chair: I suggest we break into sub-groups and then meet after dinner to see if there are any motions.

Chair: Any objection to breaking into sub-groups and working in an ad-hoc until 8:00pm tonight?

None

<In ad-hoc sub-groups>
8:00pm
Chair: Seeing that there are no motions at this time, we shall continue to work in the ad-hoc sub-groups until 8:00am tomorrow.

Tuesday March 16, 2004
8:00am

Chair: are there motions ready this morning?
Tim Moore has a motion ready on the comments he was working on.

Submission: Tim Moore – doc 04/0325r0 – Clause 8.7, 11 and Annex D

Addresses Comments: 89, 15, 96, 73, 74, 91, 92, 93, 94, 95
Motion by Tim Moore

Instruct the editor to incorporate the changes specified in document in 04/325r0 into the TGi draft deleting the MIB variables dot11RSNAStatsCCMPFormatErrors and dot11RSNAStatsTKIPFormatErrors.
Second: Mike Moreton
Discussion:

None

Any Objection?

None

Motion Passes

Submission: Jesse Walker – doc 04/323r0 - Clauses 5 and 6 Comment Resolution for 802.11i Recirculation 1
Motion by Jesse Walker
Instruct the editor to incorporate the changes specified in document in 04/323r0 into the TGi draft with the following changes:

· Change the instruction for Comment 28 to remove the redundant “Note that”
· Remove the instruction for Comment 110
· Remove the instruction for Comment 111

Second: Doroth Stanley
Discussion:

None
Any objection?

None

Motion Passes

Chair: Any objection to breaking into sub-groups and working in ad-hoc until after the lunch break?
None

<in ad-hoc>

<resume: 1:30pm>
Motion by Dan Harkins

Reject Sponsor Ballot Recirculation Comment 5 from Spreadsheet.
Second: Tim Moore

Discussion:

Dan: For - In Clause 8.1.4 TGi indicates the EAP types that are suitable.  Even without PMKIDs, dictionary attacks are possible.  We suggest methods for providing cryptographic quality entropy for PSKs.  We already voted this down.
Comment: For – I don’t like the PMKID we have, but this argument does not have merit as one could use the same attack against the 4-way handshake.

Vote: 19-0-2 Passes
Presentation of 04/329 by Frank Ciotti
Motion by Frank Ciotti
Instruct the editor to incorporate the changes in document 04/329 r1 excluding the following comments:
· Comment 24

Second: Dorothy Stanley

Discussion: none
Objection: none, motion passes

<chair handed to Dorothy Stanley>
Submission: Tim Moore – doc 04/326r1 - 
Motion by Tim Moore
Instruct the editor to incorporate the changes specified in document in 04/326r1 into the TGi draft.
Second: Clint Chaplin
Discussion:

None

Any objection?

None

Motion Passes

< chair handed back to Dave Halasz>
Submission: Tim Moore – doc 04/340r2 - 

Comment: A definition for Key Data Encapsulation is needed in Clause 3.
Motion by Tim Moore

Instruct the editor to incorporate the changes specified in document in 04/340r2 into the TGi draft with the following change:
· Change the text of the instruction to comment 88 to “(including any padding or expansion by the AES key wrap)”
Second: Jesse Walker
Discussion:

None
Any objection?

None

Motion Passes

Chair: Any objection to a 5 minute recess?
None

Submission: Dorothy Stanley – doc 04/332r4 
Motion by Dorothy Stanley
Instruct the editor to incorporate the changes specified in document in 04/332r4 into the TGi draft with the following changes:

· Do not include the instruction for Comment 118
· Do not include the instruction for Comment 102 parts 1, 2

· In Comment 67 instruction, change “IEEE 802.1X” to “IEEE 802.11 SME”
Second: Fred Haisch
Discussion:

None
Any objection?

None

Motion passes

Submission: Jesse Walker – doc 04/323r1 - 
Jesse: this is to address comments 110 & 111 which were deferred in the earlier motion.
Motion by Jesse Walker
Instruct the editor to adopt the resolutions for Comments 110 and 111 specified in document 04/323r1.
Second: Thomas Maufer
Discussion:

Any objection?

None 
Motion passes

Chair: Any objection to working in sub-groups ad-hoc until 7:30pm?
None

<ad hoc>

<resume: 7:30pm>
Submission: Dave Nelson – doc 04/321r0 – TGi SB Recirc 1 Comment res Claused 8 thru 8.3
Straw Poll by Dave Nelson

The first informative note in Clause 8.3.2.2 should be removed.
Result: 10-1-0

Motion by Dave Nelson
Instruct the editor to incorporate the changes specified in document in 04/321r0 into the TGi draft with the following changes:
· For Comments 101, 76, remove the PDF line numbers from the end of the lines.
· For Comments 42, 53 and 116, change the editing instruction to remove the first informative note in Clause 8.3.2.2

Second: Andrew Khieu
Discussion:

None

Any objection?

None

Motion Passes

Submission: Dave Halasz – doc 04/339r1 – STA Wording
Motion by Frank Ciotti
Instruct the editor to incorporate the changes specified in document in 04/339r1 into the TGi draft.
Second: Clint Chaplin

Discussion:

None

No objection – motion passes

Chair: are there any further motions?
None

SB Comment Sub-groups revisions
	Sub-group lead(s)
	Clause(s)

	Dave Halasz, Frank Ciotti
	2, 3, 4, 7

	Jesse Walker
	5, 6

	Dave Nelson
	8.1, 8.2, 8.3

	Dorothy Stanley
	8.4

	Tim Moore
	8.5, 8.7, 11, Annex D


Comment: We should process the General comments now as a group.
Motion by Frank Ciotti

On page ii, instruct the editor to change the following line from draft 8.0:
At the time the draft of this amendment was sent to sponsor ballot, the Task Group I officers where:
To:
At the time the draft of this amendment was sent to sponsor ballot, the Task Group I officers were:
Second: Clint Chaplin

Discussion:
None

No objections – motion passes

Discussion on Comment 124
Comment: The comment should be rejected.  Statements of this type are outside our PAR and are better handled by regulatory task groups or bodies.

Discussion on Comment 128
Comment: This group chose to use 802.1X, thus the use of control or management frames is not an option.  Class 1 data frames are only valid in an IBSS, and it is beyond our PAR to change this.
A new sub-group will be formed to address this comment.

Comment 132

Comment 4

Work in ad-hoc for 10 minutes while the Chair updates the SB Comment spreadsheet.
Resume
Spreadsheet summary: 33 comments remaining as of this time.

Chair: we need a plan to address the comments from the previous Sponsor Ballot that did not vote on the re-circ.
Comment: Email them with the recommended action.
Chair: If we plan to freeze the draft by the end of the week, we to get these resolved.

Chair: Documents 04/340r4 has changes to the state machine.  Document 04/336 has the clause 7 changes.
Recessed at 9:39pm

Wednesday, March 17, 2004

1:30pm

Submissions:
04/336 – Frank Ciotti - Clause 7 changes

04/340r6 – Tim Moore
Submission: Frank Ciotti – doc 04/336r0 – TGi SB Clause 7 Motions

Motion by Frank Ciotti
Instruct the editor to incorporate the changes specified in document in 04/336r0 into the TGi draft with the following exceptions,

· Disregard missing suggestion for Comment 10

· For comment 115 resolution, change GTK, IBSS to GTK, ESS.

· For comment 68 change the highlighted “may” to a “will”

Second: Jon Edney
Discussion:

None

No objection – motion passes

Submission: Tim Moore – doc 04/340r6 – Clause 8.5 Edits
Motion by Tim Moore
Instruct the editor to incorporate the changes for Comments 7, 86, 66, and 58 specified in document 04/340r6 into the TGi draft with the following exceptions,

· Change the instruction for Comment 58 from “the Group and the Pairwise cipher are not” to “neither the Group nor the Pairwise cipher are”
· Change the instruction for Comment 7 from “Kay” to “Key”
Second: Dorothy Stanley
Discussion:

Comment: is the editing instruction for the figure clear for Comment 66?
Comment: Editor: yes

Comment: Editor: When submitting figures, please submit them in their original Visio file as they render better from Visio.

No objection – motion passes
Submission: Tim Moore – doc 04/350r0 – Annex H Edits

Motion by Tim Moore
Instruct the editor to incorporate the changes specified in document 04/350r0 into the TGi draft.
Second: Henry Ptasinski
Discussion:
None

No objection – motion passes

SB Comments summary
15 comments remaining

Are there more motions for Comment resolution?
No

Comment: We should review Terry Cole’s comments at this time.
Chair: any objection to reviewing Terry Cole’s comments?

Comment: are they in addition to these?

Chair: yes, but they would be helpful.

Comment: Do we have enough time to get a new draft out?
Editor: I may be able to finish by Friday.  I am struggling with the diagrams.
Presentation: Jesse Walker - Terry Cole’s comments

J: These are primarily editorial.
Chair: We need to discuss the addressing of Dave Bagby’s comments.
Any objection to working in ad-hoc until 4:00pm?

None

<ad hoc>

resume at 4:00pm
Discussion on resolution of Comment 128

Chair: Any objection to rejecting Comment 128 with the reason given in doc 04/273?

none

Discussion on resolution of Comment 129 for Annex C SDL.
Comment: None of the other Task Groups have updated the SDL.  We have no volunteers to update the SDL.
Comment: Formal language description is considered intellectual property and vendors are unwilling to contribute it to the standard.
Chair: Any objection to rejecting Comment 129 with the reason given in doc 04/273?

none

Discussion on resolution of Comment 130

Chair: Any objection to rejecting Comment 130 with the reason given in doc 04/273?

none

Discussion on resolution of Comment 131

Comment: There are still embargo countries to where cryptographic modules cannot be exported.
Comment: We should not view the exportability from a US perspective only.

Chair: Any objection to rejecting Comment 131 with the reason given in doc 04/273?

none

Discussion on resolution of Comment 5

Added text for reason for rejection previously voted on.
Discussion on resolution of Comment 6

Chair: Any objection to rejecting Comment 6 with the same reason given in the previous SB resolution?

none

Motion by Frank Ciotti
Change the following text in 8.5.6:

“When a second STA associates, the Group Key state machine is already initialized, and a GTK is already available and in use. The PTK Group Key state machine is immediately triggered from the PTKINITDONE state and sends the current GTK to the new STA.”

To:
“When a second STA associates, the Group Key state machine is already initialized, and a GTK is already available and in use.”

Change text in 7.3.2.9.3:

“The meaning of the Number of PTKSA Replay Counters is defined in Table 4.”

To:
“The meaning of the Number of PTKSA Replay Counters is defined in Table 4. The number of Replay Counters per STAKeySA is the same as the number of Replay Counters per PTKSA,”

Change Table 4 to:
	Replay Counter value
	Meaning

	0
	1 replay counter per PTKSA/STAKeySA/GTKSA

	1
	2 replay counter per PTKSA/STAKeySA/GTKSA

	2
	4 replay counter per PTKSA/STAKeySA/GTKSA

	3
	16 replay counter per PTKSA/STAKeySA/GTKSA


Second: Clint Chaplin
Discussion:

None

No objection – motion passes

Submission: Dorothy Stanley – doc 04/0332r1 – 
Comment: Are the AAA key and MSK the same when used within this document?
Comment: This is currently under discussion in the EAP WG.
Motion by Dorothy Stanley

Instruct the editor to incorporate the changes for Comments 118, 102, 82, and 83 specified in document 04/332r1 into the TGi draft with the following changes:
· In Comment 102, add the word “to:” to the editor’s instructions above the new paragraph
· In Comment 83, change:
When the GTK is used to encrypt unicast traffic, when the selected cipersuite is Use Group Key, the GTKSA is bi-directional.
To:

When the GTK is used to encrypt unicast traffic (the selected ciphersuite is Use Group Key), the GTKSA is bi-directional.
Second: Fred Haisch
Discussion:

None

No objection – motion passes

Motion by Frank Ciotti
Instruct the editor to incorporate the changes specified in document 04/391r0 into the TGi draft.
Second: Dorothy Stanley
Discussion:

None

No objection – motion passes
SB Comment Spreadsheet summary
There are 3 outstanding Comments from the previous SB (no voters)
Chair: Work in ad-hoc for 20 minutes while we review these 3 comments.
Chair: There were 14 comments from the first Sponsor Ballot from Michael Fischer that were missing from the original Comment spreadsheet (04/1004).  These comments need to be carried over to the new spreadsheet and addressed.
Recessed until 8:00am tomorrow (Thursday)
Thursday, March 18, 2004
8:00am

Motion by Frank Ciotti
Comment 140 – Accept

In Clause 5.9.3.2, replace:

Since in an IBSS there are two 4-Way Handshakes between any two STA Supplicants and Authenticators, the Pairwise key used between any two STAs is from the 4-Way Handshake initiated by the STA Authenticator with the higher MAC address.
With:

Since in an IBSS there are two 4-Way Handshakes between any two STA Supplicants and Authenticators, the Pairwise key used between any two STAs is from the 4-Way Handshake initiated by the STA Authenticator with the higher MAC address (see Clause 8.5.1 for MAC address comparison).
Second: Nancy Cam-Winget
Discussion:

None

No objection – motion passes

Motion by Frank Ciotti
Comment 141 - Accept
In Clause 7.2.2, replace:

The frame body consists of the MSDU or a fragment thereof, and a security header and trailer (if and only if the Protected Frame subfield in the frame control field is set to 1). The frame body is null (0 octets in length) in data frames of Subtype Null function (no data), CF-Ack (no data), CF-Poll (no data), and CF-Ack+CF-Poll (no data). These frame types shall be checked to verify that the frame body is null, and, if not discard the frame without indication to LLC.

With:

The frame body consists of the MSDU or a fragment thereof, and a security header and trailer (if and only if the Protected Frame subfield in the frame control field is set to 1). The frame body is null (0 octets in length) in data frames of Subtype Null function (no data), CF-Ack (no data), CF-Poll (no data), and CF-Ack+CF-Poll (no data).

Second: Thomas Maufer
Discussion:

None

No objection – motion passes

Motion by Frank Ciotti
Comment 142 - Accept
In Clause 10.3.11.1.4, replace:

Receipt of this primitive causes the MAC to set the appropriate keys and to begin using them as indicated.

With:

Receipt of this primitive causes the MAC to set the appropriate keys and to begin using them for future MA-UNITDATA.request and MA-UNITDATA.indication primitives provided the MLME-SETPROTECTION.request has been issued.
Second: Thomas Maufer
Discussion:

None

No objection – motion passes

Motion by Frank Ciotti
Comment 143 - Accept
In Clause 10.3.11.1.2, replace:

	Name
	Type
	Valid range
	Description

	Keylist
	A set of KeyDescriptors
	N/A
	The list of keys to be used by the MAC.


Each KeyDescriptor consists of the following elements:

With:

	Name
	Type
	Valid range
	Description

	Keylist
	A set of SetKeyDescriptors
	N/A
	The list of keys to be used by the MAC.


Each SetKeyDescriptor consists of the following elements:

In Clause 10.3.12.1.2, replace:

	Name
	Type
	Valid range
	Description

	Keylist
	A set of KeyDescriptors
	N/A
	The list of keys to be deleted from the MAC


Each KeyDescriptor consists of the following elements:

With:

	Name
	Type
	Valid range
	Description

	Keylist
	A set of DeleteKeyDescriptors
	N/A
	The list of keys to be deleted from the MAC


Each DeleteKeyDescriptor consists of the following elements:

Second: Tim Moore
Discussion:

None

No objection – motion passes

Motion by Frank Ciotti
Comment 144, 145 - Accept
In Clause 10.3.12.1.2, replace the following table:

	Name
	Type
	Valid range
	Description

	Address
	MAC Address
	Any valid individual MAC address
	This parameter is valid only when the key type is Pairwise, or when the key type is Group and is from an IBSS STA, or when the key is type STAKey


With:

	Name
	Type
	Valid range
	Description

	Key ID
	Integer
	N/A
	Key ID

	Key Type
	Integer
	Group, Pairwise, STAKey
	Defines whether this key is a Group or Pairwise key, or STAKey key.

	Address
	MAC Address
	Any valid individual MAC address
	This parameter is valid only when the key type is Pairwise, or when the key type is Group and is from an IBSS STA, or when the key is type STAKey


Second: Tim Moore
Discussion:

None

No objection – motion passes

Comment 146 – Accept (addressed in draft 8)
Comment 147 - 
Discuss off-line

Comment 148 – (dual Association)
Discuss off-line
Motion by Frank Ciotti
Comment 149 - Accept
In Clause 11.4.5, replace list item b:

b) The state variable for the AP shall be set to 2.
With:

b) The state variable for the AP shall be set to 2 if and only if it was not 1.
Second: Thomas Maufer

Discussion:

None

No objection – motion passes

Comment 150 - Reject
Submission: Dorothy Stanley – doc 04/332r3
Motion by Dorothy Stanley

Instruct the editor to incorporate the changes for Comment 81 and the change described for Clause 8.5.2 specified in document 04/332r3 into the TGi draft with the following changes:
· Change all occurrences of “AAA key” to “AAA Key”
Second: Dave Nelson
Discussion:

None

No objection – motion passes

Motion by Tim Moore

Comment 148 - Accept
In Clause 11.4.3, replace:
a)  If the state variable for the indicated new AP is in state 1, the STA shall inform the SME of  the  failure  of  the  reassociation  by  issuing  an  MLME-REASSOCIATE.confirm primitive. 

b)  If the STA is already associated, the state variable for the old AP shall be set to 2. 

c)  The  STA  shall  transmit  a Reassociation Request  frame  to  the  new AP.  If  the MLME-REASSOCIATE.request  primitive  contained  an RSN  IE with  only  one  pairwise  cipher suite  and  only  one  authenticated  key  suite,  this  RSN  IE  shall  be  included  in  the Reassociation Request frame. 

d)  If  a  Reassociation  Response  frame  is  received with  a  status  value  of  “successful,”  the STA is now associated with the new AP. The state variable for the new AP shall be set to state  3,  and  the  MLME  shall  issue  an  MLME-REASSOCIATE.confirm  primitive indicating the successful completion of the operation. 

e)  If a Reassociation Response frame is received with a status value other than “successful” or  the AssociateFailureTimeout  expires,  the STA  is not  associated with  the AP  and  the MLME shall issue an MLME-REASSOCIATE.confirm primitive indicating the failure of the operation. 

f)  The  SME  shall  establish  an  RSNA,  or  it  shall  enable  WEP  by  calling MLME.SETPROTECTION.request primitive with ProtectType set to “Rx_Tx”, or it shall do nothing if it does not wish to secure communication.

With:

a)  If the state variable is in state 1, the STA shall inform the SME of  the  failure  of  the  reassociation  by  issuing  an  MLME-REASSOCIATE.confirm primitive. 

b)  The STA shall transmit a Reassociation Request frame to the new AP.  If  the MLME-REASSOCIATE.request  primitive  contained  an RSN  IE with  only  one  pairwise  cipher suite  and  only  one  authenticated  key  suite,  this  RSN  IE  shall  be  included  in  the Reassociation Request frame. 

c)  If  a  Reassociation  Response  frame  is  received with  a  status  value  of  “successful,”  the STA is now associated with the new AP. The state variable shall be set to state 3  and  the  MLME shall issue an MLME-REASSOCIATE.confirm primitive indicating the successful completion of the operation. 

d)  If a Reassociation Response frame is received with a status value other than “successful” or  the AssociateFailureTimeout  expires,  the STA  is not  associated with  the AP  and  the MLME shall issue an MLME-REASSOCIATE.confirm primitive indicating the failure of the operation. 

e)  The  SME  shall  establish  an  RSNA,  or  it  shall  enable  WEP  by  calling MLME.SETPROTECTION.request primitive with ProtectType set to “Rx_Tx”, or it shall do nothing if it does not wish to secure communication.

Second: Thomas Maufer
Discussion:

None

No objection – motion passes

Spreadsheet summary
4 comments remaining – 3 are remaining from the previous SB, so there is really only 1.
Comment 147 – Accept
This comment was addressed by a previous motion which removed the referenced text.
This leaves no further comments to process.
Chair: Are there any further motions that anybody would like to make?
None

Comment: What are the plans going forward?

Chair: To make a “Motion for Delayed SB recirc & Conditional RevCom Submission” to conclude on April 15th and placed on the next available RevCom agenda (June) if approved.
Chair: The intent would be to send the same draft 9.0 to RevCom.  We could send out another re-circ to conclude in May if necessary.  It is better to get things to RevCom early.
Chair: We plan to have a TGi meeting in Chicago on April 20th and 21th.
Motion by Clint Chaplin

TGi to have a meeting in Chicago on April 20th and 21th to address Sponsor Ballot Recirculation comments and start a new SB Recirculation ballot.
Second: Kelly McClellan
Discussion:
None

Vote: 20-0-3 Passes
Straw Poll

I plan to attend the TGi April meeting

Result: 8

Chair: Any objection to recessing until 10:30am?

None

Recessed at 9:50am

Resume 10:30am
Motion by Frank Ciotti

In Clause 2, replace:
IEEE Std 802.1X-REV, Standards for Local and Metropolitan Area Networks: Port Based Network Access Control. 
With:
IEEE P802.1X-REV, Standards for Local and Metropolitan Area Networks: Port Based Network Access Control. 

Editor’s note: The P802.1X REV project is expected to complete in the same timeframe as 802.11i.  It is therefore expected that this reference shall be replaced by the IEEE editor with the approved standard reference which will be “IEEE Std 802.1X-2004” prior to publication.
Second: Tim Moore
Discussion:

None

Vote: 16-0-1  Passes

Chair: are there any further motions?
None

Chair: Any objection to recessing for 20 mins while I consult with Stewart on the RevCom motion?
None

<recessed>

<resume>
Motion by Henry Ptasinski
Request the TGi editor to create a draft 9.0.
Second: Clint Chaplin
Discussion:

None

Vote: 23-0-0 Passes
Motion for Delayed SB Recirc. & Conditional RevCom Submission

Believing that sponsor ballot comment responses in 11-04/273r6 and motions duly adopted in TGi will enable the editor to produce the document mentioned below that satisfies IEEE-SA rules for sponsor ballot recirculation and that the recirculation will likely result in approval of the draft, 

Authorize a SB recirculation of 802.11i draft 9.0 to conclude no later than 4/15/2004 and request to be placed on the RevCom agenda in ExCom using Procedure 10.

Movers:
TGi: Thomas Maufer/Clint Chaplin      Result: 
Discussion:
Comment: you are asking that ExCom place you on the RevCom agenda?

Chair: right

Vote: 23-0-1 Passes
Chair: All no-voter comments need to be placed in a package and delivered to ExCom.  No-voters who believe that their comments were addressed, should send an email to David Halasz, Stewart Kerry and Andrew Ickowicz so their comments do not have to be included in the package.
Email addresses to send change of vote to:

David Halasz <dhala@cisco.com>
Stuart Kerry <stuart.kerry@philips.com>
Andrew Ickowicz <a.ickowicz@ieee.org>
Chair: I don’t believe that we will be able to contact all no-voters.

Motion to adjourn by Dorothy Stanley

Second: Clint Chaplin

No objection – motion passed
Adjourned at 11:31am
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