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Minutes of JTC1 Ad Hoc Meeting Tuesday PM1, 17 Jan 2012
Agenda

· The JTC1 SC meeting agenda/opening report is found in 11-12/1453r0 (updated to 11-12/1453r3). Ian Sherlock moved and Donald Eastlake seconded approval of the agenda, which passed by acclamation.
Minutes
· The last version of the San Antonio agenda (11-12/1327r2) with notes was approved as the minutes of that meeting.  The motion was made by Bruce Kraemer and seconded by Ian Sherlock.
Liaison updates
· Since the last meeting in San Antonio, 802 has sent D4.0 of 802.11ac to ISO/IEC JTC1/SC6.  No comments have been received to date.
802.1X/AE ratification
· At that meeting, 802.1 also started the process for ISO/IEC ratification of 802.1X and 802.1AE.
· Those standards are under 60-day initial ballots and it will not close until February 4th
· If those ballots are successful, then those standards will go forward for the full five-month FDIS (Final Draft International Standard) ballot of JTC1 NBs (national bodies)
· If ratified, they will be given ISO/IEC numbers 8802-1X and 8802-1AE respectively.  That ratification would likely occur around September.
· 802.11-2012 has already been ratified on an FDIS ballot.  
· Action: Bruce Kramer to ask Jodi Haasz (IEEE Staff) to inquire of the JTC1 Secretariat as to whether the ISO/IEC versions of 802.1X and 802.1AE can be edited by JTC1 ahead of time with the expectation of ratification so that they can be published directly upon ratification.
802.11aa/ae/ad ratification
· At the last meeting, Bruce Kraemer asked the question whether 802 should only submit revisions to the base standard (every 3-4 years) or to submit individual amendments (as was done up to 802.11i).
· Kraemer believes that it is advantageous to keep material flowing into SC6 in order to show progress and interest.
· With an up to 5-year revision cycle (as occurred between 2007 and 2012), there was concern that the delay would arguably make ratification of our work more difficult.
· SC6, and in particular the SC6 chair, would apparently prefer to receive amendments in addition to full revisions.
· There was a bit of snafu after our San Antonio meeting because of a European Commission input that seemed to indicate that our standards should go through a European standards body in order to be accepted in Europe, especially for government acquisition.
· ISO/IEC refuted that position saying that approved ISO/IEC standards should be perfectly acceptable for European consumption.
· We have 802.11aa, 802.11ad, and 802.11ae awaiting submission to JTC1 as newly approved amendments to 8802-11:2012.
· 802.11 WG approval will be needed to submit the amendments, with some thought given as to whether all 3 should be submitted as a bundle or if they should be submitted sequentially with a gap between them.
· Action: Paul Nikolich to determine what happened in March 2012 to approve submission of 802.11-2012 to ISO/IEC.  That will inform the permissions necessary to submit the amendments. 
· Donald Eastlake moved and Ian Sherlock seconded a motion to submit the amendments to JTC1 for ratification under the PSDO (Peer Standards Development Organization) agreement.  The motion passed 7-0-3.  The WG will be asked to approve this plan during the Wednesday mid-week plenary session – it was approved.
Invitation to China NB
· In September, 802.1 asked that a China NB representative be invited to address them regarding TePA.  Huyn Yanan (IWNCOMM) declined the invitation citing already set travel plans for the year that made such a briefing impossible.
Cooperation process

· Re-iterating news from the Graz (September) JTC1/SC6 meeting, it was noted that SC6 agreed that IEEE 802 WGs had responsibility for maintenance and revision of their respective standards.
· This was done with the proviso that SC6 would be able to submit input on IEEE 802 standards and have taken into consideration during the balloting or maintenance processes.
· The agreement reduces but does not eliminate the possibility that JTC1/SC6 might try to modify an IEEE standard or go through another effort similar to that seen with WAPI. 
· The Chinese and Swiss NBs disagreed with the agreement, or at least the characterization of how WAPI was handled, asserting that WAPI is a separate standard not dependent on 8802-11.
· Kraemer noted we had probably not done a good job of explaining why IEEE 802 saw WAPI as an amendment and not a wholly independent standard.
· During the next (March) IEEE meeting, a proposal (11-12/1454r0) for how the SC6 contribution process should work will be submitted for 802 EC approval – now r3
· 802.1, 802.3, and 802.11 chairs will also be asked to agree with the proposal prior to the March meeting.  Jodi Haasz, Bruce Kraemer, and Andrew Myles put this document together.
· The draft proposal includes having the IEEE liaison officer (Bruce Kramer at present) submit a status report to SC6 after each 802 Plenary meeting (March, July, and November).
· This unofficial status report will list the standing of published standards, projects under development, and active study groups.
· The proposal also indicates how SC6 NBs can comment on 802 drafts, even after various comment periods in the IEEE balloting process have already closed.  (This is reflective of the longer timeframes that JTC1 typically requires for balloting/commenting.)
· Ideally, SC6 NB reps would elect to participate directly in the IEEE 802.11 meetings as that would minimize any out-of-sync comments and comment responses.
· SC6 NB reps participating in IEEE 802.11 meetings would obtain voting rights according to the normal IEEE 802.11 process.
 
Explanatory reporrt

· The Swiss NB representative has sent a report to SC6 interpreting the discussions and conclusions of the Graz meeting.
· The Swiss representative is requesting that SC6 approve a certain section of his interpretation, in essence changing the outcome of the meeting.  
· No comments on the report are being solicited from IEEE and we probably should not respond before March to keep from stirring up the water when no one else has commented. 
· It was noted that much of the report provides a somewhat one sided narrative of what actually happened in Graz – much of it is inaccurate
· Most of the clauses that the Swiss NB want approved are reasonable. However, there is a controversial clause in the report that makes “revision”, “amendment”, “correction,” and “new edition” be specificall defined according to ISO Guide 2, rather than ISO definitions in general, which was the agreement in Graz .
· The effect of this change is unclear  but it appears to be designed to provide an opening for WAPI to be reintroducde
· It was agreed that 802.11 should signal its opinion that the rest of the Swiss interpretation is fine if the controversial clause is removed.
· It was also agreed that it is not best practice to attempt to reinterprete a previously approved motion; it is what it is.
· This topic will be raised again during a JTC1 SC session at the March IEEE 802 plenary meeting to finalize plans.
WAPI
· The WAPI story continues. 
· 802 will have to fight hard to ensure that if there is an attempt to uncancel the WAPI project in JTC1 that a ballot is required to take that action.
· There appears to be support for WAPI within the Chinese government with the opening of a National Engineering Lab in Xi’an that will fight for international standards adoption of China’s WAPI security technologies. IWNCOMM (the prime proponent of WAPI and its underlying TEPA technology) is apparently a major beneficiary of the opening of the lab.
· While 802 could invite China to submit WAPI as an alternate security mechanism within 802.11, that seems even less desirable now that TGai is working to provide a certificate-based Diffie-Hellman mechanism which would provide the equivalent of a major feature in WAPI.
 
UHT/EUHT

· UHT/EUHT are of less concern now that it appears China is moving to open the 5 GHz band, but the Chinese review process to make that happen is taking longer than anticipated.  (XXX See slides 42 and 43.) 
· Nufront, the proposers of UHT/EUHT, are expected to participate during the March IEEE 802.11 meeting to discuss co-existence between their technology and ours.
· Update: only part of the 5 GHz band in China is going to be opened up to 802.11-type protocols.  Thus, the closed band may yet be dedicated to EUHT.  EUHT proponents may be available to attend the March IEEE 802 meeting to discuss EUHT.
 
TePA standards
· TePA-AC, the Chinese 802.1X replacement, was approved as a Chinese standards in October 2012.
· TLSec, the Chinese 802.1AE replacement, has not yet received official blessing as far as can be discerned.
· TAAA, which seems to be “WAPI for Long Range Wireless Networks,” hasn’t moved forward either.
· There’s no news on TISec (an IPsec replacement based on TEPA) that appears to be on the standards track in China, but doesn’t appear to have advanced in the international arena.  If TISec is advanced, it will be in JTC1/SC6/WG7. 
· Paul Nikolich mentioned that the IEEE-SA now has a representative located in Beijing as of the first of the year.
· The Swiss NB representative (Hans-Rudolf Thomann) who supports the Chinese NB has created a document (6N15523) comparing TePA/KA4 (a combination of TePA and the 4th key agreement mechanism from ISO/IEC 11770-3) and IEEE 802.1X Security.  Not surprisingly, 802.1X is cast in an unfavorable light.
· Dan Harkins has worked up a draat technical review of the Swiss report to refute its technical points. 
· The JTC1 SC will need to discuss the review and determine if and when to send it as a liaison to SC6.
· Dan Harkins presented his draft technical review.
· He notes that Thomann misunderstands much about 802.1X and OCSP (as used in 802.1X).
· Harkins concludes that TePA is not justified by any of the differentiators that Thomann lists in his review.
· Harkins is going to formalize his presentation and then brief it to the 802.1 Security interim meeting by phone in February.  (He is not planning to be in Austin for that meeting.)
 
PSDO agreement

· The PSDO agreement is being renegotiated.  Since the November meeting, a few points have been raised inside of IEEE.  
· These include only allowing qualified groups to submit documents with 802.1, 802.3, and 802.11 expected to be construed as qualified.  
 
802.11-2012

· Comments on 802.11-2012 were received from the Chinese NB via JTC1/SC6 were discussed by TGmc.
· Dave Halasz moved and Dan Harkins seconded a motion to forward IEEE responses to the Chinese NB comments on the ISO/IEC 8802-11:2012.
Next SC6 meeting

· The next SC6 meeting will be held in Korea June 17-21.
· Bruce Kraemer will again be the IEEE Head of Delegation (HoD), to be confirmed during the March 2013 IEEE 802 Plenary.
· Security experts to accompany him are solicited.
· During the March Plenary, plans for the SC6 meeting will be made.
· Topics for discussion are:
· whether to respond to the Swiss NB review,
· agreement to submit 802.3 to ISO/IEC, 
· The usual HoD empowerment.  
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