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Tuesday 3 November 2020, 13:30 – 15:30 h ET:

Administrative:

Administration:

Acting Chair: Stephen McCann (Chair: Carol Ansley, CommScope)
Acting Secretary: Joseph Levy, InterDigital

The teleconference was called to order by Chair 13:30 h EDT, 

Joseph Levy, InterDigital volunteered to be acting secretary.  Carol Ansley joined by audio only.
Agenda slide deck: 11-20/0995r11 proposed agenda (slide 10) copied here for reference:

Administrative

· Comments have been received on the PAR/CSD pairs that need responses

Discussion

· Review comments from 802.1 and 802.3 (doc # in process)

Upcoming teleconference schedule:


November 4 Wednesday at 13:30ET


November 5 Thursday at 13:30ET

Adjourn

Approval of the Agenda: by unanimous consent.
1.1. The chair reviewed slide 3 from doc 11-20-1608r1 showing the PAR review process timeline.

1.2. Additional comments may be received until Nov. 3 but will proceeding with comments received.

1.3. 11-20/1770r0 is used to present, r1 is working copy for meeting

1.4. Chair organized comments by clause to aid discussion.

1.5. Slide 4: no issues

1.6. Slide 5 - The CSD template was updated, hence the CSD should be moved to the new template link on slide 5.

1.6.1.  https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/18/ec-18-0064-01-0PNP-csd-template-in-doc-format.doc 

1.7. Slide 6 - on the bh PAR title. 

1.7.1. C - agree the title does not match the scope.  The use of “preserve” in the scope seems to limit our scope. We should not restrict ourselves. 

1.7.2.  C - This scope should be very focused - we want to do this quickly.  The service we are providing is what we are preserving.  

1.8. The mechanism for changing mac addresses is not being addressed - but the impact of the changing address is in scope.  
1.9. Long discussion on the title – no conclusion - decided to work the scope and then come back to the title. 

1.10.  Slide 10 through 12 – reviewed

1.11. .1 is concerned with allowing a "walk in" of surveillance. 
1.11.1. C - there seems to be no assumption on how the MAC is changing (is this 11aq)?

1.11.2. R- Yes 11aq is included. 
1.11.3. C- I don't see any services that are broken - the scope of this project is to preserve operator services. 

1.11.4. R – There is a long list of services from the work done in the TIG, including features that are impacted - some of them are related to 802.11 capabilities, and some are user capabilities.   

1.11.5. C- Why is this PAR needed and why it is not part of bi.

1.11.6. R - The TIG concluded that we should do something quickly to fix things that the introduction of random changing MAC broke.  bi will address privacy which is critical but is more difficult and will take more time. 

1.11.7. C supporting two pars.

1.12. On the scope

1.12.1. C- More clarity is required. 

1.12.2. C - Both pars lack the details: Do we agree that no user tracking capabilities are in scope - but device tracking capabilities to the network are in scope. Should be limited to the authorized network and be conditionally on the non-AP user.  

1.13. C – Support having two PARs (bh and bi), 

1.14. Consider with changing the MAC address of an association, this is much different - vs. a permanent identifier.  These are different cases. 

1.15. C looking to split the slides in the presentation so we can deal with bh and then bi. 

1.16. C - I'm not ready to rule out changing the MAC address over the air, without changing the network.  

1.17. C in the concept of bh keeping the MAC address constant throughout the association will address concerns on bh.  On bi this is complex to address but it would clarify things. 

1.18. C- bh is ok with constant MAC address for association. 
1.19. R - 802.11 currently limited one MAC address pre association. 
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1.20. C - extending the association to an ESS connection. Saying a device should be configurable to operate without address randomization.  I don't think we should be supporting non-randomization. 

1.21. agreed with C- but think .1 is not saying devices should not, but might not if desired. 

1.22. C - we are concerned that random and changing MAC address may be required.  .1 likes to set defaults - 

1.23. Chair - the 802.11 Standard does not mandate MAC randomization. 

1.24. C - we are worried that a device may set randomization by default and it may not be able to use a fixed MAC address.  So, to us it would be useful to ensure that a device can use a fixed MAC address. 

1.25. R - the current spec has the option to use or not use.  A network can advertise if it allows random MAC addresses. 

1.26. A volunteer agreed to generate some text for clause 8, to clarify the issues discussed. 

1.27. Chair moved to slide 14. 

1.28. Chair reviewed the other CSD comments before recessing.
Recess: 15:30 h EDT

Wednesday 4 November 2020, 13:30 – 15:30 h ET:
Administrative:

Chair: Carol Ansley, CommScope

Acting Secretary: Carol Ansley, CommScope

The teleconference was called to order by Chair 13:32 h EDT
No one volunteered to be acting secretary, the Chair took the minutes.

Agenda slide deck: 11-20/0995r14 proposed agenda (slide 10) copied here for reference:
Administrative
· No additional comments were received aside from comments from 802.1 and 802.3
Discussion
· Continue to review comments from 802.1 and 802.3 (11-20-1770r1) and develop responses
·  Current PAR drafts: 11-20-742r5 (RCM), 11-20-854r7 (privacy)
·  Current CSD drafts: 11-20-1117r4 (RCM), 11-20-1346r3 (privacy)
Upcoming teleconference schedule:

November 5 Thursday at 13:30ET
Recess
1.29. The chair reminded everyone that the group was still operating until the IEEE rules reviewed in the Tuesday session.

1.30. The chair notified everyone that no additional comments have been received, so the discussions of 802.1 and 802.3 comments can continue.

1.31. The chair passed the presenter role to Stephen McCann to present from 11-20-1770r2 comprising proposed responses developed by Stephen and Mike Montemurro.

1.32. Stephen introduced the document as a set of proposed updates composed in the interest of time for the group to discuss.

1.32.1. Slide 6 – dealing with proposed new title

1.32.1.1. Comment – concerned that removing “randomized” will also lose the local area implication

1.32.1.2. Response – concern noted

1.32.1.3. Comment – does slide show current title? Commentor doesn’t like “service prevention”

1.32.1.4. Discussion followed about whether or not to add ‘local’ and remove ‘and changing’. Eventually group agreed to leave 3 different proposals as placeholders and go on to other sections

1.32.1.5. Chair stated that unless there were objections, the group would stick to bh comments to complete consideration of that PAR first.

1.32.2. Slide 12 (not in numerical order since bh comments weren’t grouped together) – deals with PAR scope section

1.32.2.1. Comment – don’t add a note, they aren’t normative. Also dislikes ‘preserve services’ language.

1.32.2.2. Comment – agrees with previous comment and adds that the response should point out existing language in PAR about not decreasing user privacy.

1.32.2.3. Comment – agrees with removing the note and suggests to minimize the response

1.32.2.4. Comment – the 8.1 note was added at the request of 802.1 representative in the Tuesday session, so should be left in

1.32.2.5. General discussion followed that rewrote some of the text and rearranged it.

1.32.3. Slide 14 – more scope section

1.32.3.1. Comment – suggest adding sentence to address 802.1’s session concerns.

1.32.3.2. Comment – changes might cause problems with later approvers since it’s doubtful this group could really address the issues raised – point to bi’s PAR?

1.32.3.3. Several commentors agreed with the previous comment, and a general discussion of what references should be used followed.  Eventually settled on reference to TGmd’s current draft.

1.32.3.4. Comment – make text of slide 12 and slide 14 agree – after discussion, PAR text changes were removed to a separate slide and only responses were left on slides 12, 14

1.32.3.5. Remove all “agree with comment” language

1.32.4. Slide 17 – 

1.32.4.1. Comment – add reference to dot11MACPrivacyActivated

1.32.4.2. Comment - Remove second sentence about note

1.32.4.3. Comment - reword all references to amendment aq

1.32.5. Slide 18 – 

1.32.5.1. Observation that this slide just copies language used with success by me’s PAR

1.33. Returned to slide 6 and discussion of PAR scope and title of amendment

1.33.1. Agreement achieved on title changes

1.34. Stephen to post a PAR update (742r6) and update slide deck based on today’s discussions to prepare for tomorrow’s session (the last in the plenary)

1.35. Short discussion of whether additional session could be added, but Dorothy Stanley confirmed that no sessions could be added.

Recess: 15:29 h EDT

Thursday 5 November 2020, 13:30 – 15:30 h ET:

Administrative:

Chair: Carol Ansley, CommScope

Acting Secretary: Joseph Levy, Interdigital
The teleconference was called to order by Chair 13:32 h EDT
Joseph Levy volunteered to be acting secretary.

Agenda slide deck: 11-20/0995r14 proposed agenda (slide 10) copied here for reference:
Thursday, 5 November, 13:30 ET
Administrative
· No additional comments were received aside from comments from 802.1 and 802.3
Discussion
· Continue to review comments from 802.1 and 802.3 (11-20-1770r4) and develop responses
·  Current PAR drafts: 11-20-742r6 (RCM), 11-20-854r7 (privacy)
·  Current CSD drafts: 11-20-1117r4 (RCM), 11-20-1346r3 (privacy)
Upcoming teleconference schedule:

TBD
Adjourn
1. Chair presented agenda and got agreement to proceed with this agenda.

1.1. C - The date should be corrected to Nov. 5 – to be posted as 11-20-0995r16 after the meeting (corrected above)
2. Meeting continued to discuss comments on the scope described for TGbh.

2.1. The Chair noted that the WG chair had suggested changing the scope back to two sentences from the discussions previously discussed

2.1.1.  Commentors proposed several different wordings:

2.1.1.1. Another suggested change: “This amendment preserves the ability, when STAs in an ESS use randomized or changing MAC addresses, to provide customer support, conduct network diagnostics and troubleshooting, and detect device arrival in a trusted environment.”
2.1.1.2. This amendment preserves, for STAs in an ESS that use randomized or changing MAC addresses, the ability to provide customer support, conduct network diagnostics and troubleshooting, and detect device arrival in a trusted environment.
2.1.2. A question was asked whether the use of MAC address in trusted environments is considered. Chair responded that the amendment isn’t intended to change the ability to turn on or off the randomization feature.
2.1.3.  The following change was proposed: “For STAs in an ESS that use randomized or changing MAC addresses, this amendment preserves the ability to provide customer support, conduct network diagnostics and troubleshooting, and detect device arrival in a trusted environment.”
2.1.4.  The Chair asked for objections to adopt that language, and no objections were received.

2.2. Stephen McCann presented 1770r4, r5 out of the meeting - rearranged so that each PAR and CSD are dealt with separately, and comments that apply to both are repeated.
2.2.1. Slide 14 
2.2.1.1. Q – Should the CSD be tied to the TG (which doesn't exist yet) or the SG which does exist. 

2.2.1.2. A - The TG designation is in the draft PAR, so there is no issue. 

2.2.2. Slide 15 -  

2.2.2.1. C - the last paragraph of 1.2.2 should be deleted.  

2.2.2.2. The above comment was retracted. 

2.2.3. Slide 16 - no comments

2.2.4. Slide 17 - no comments

2.2.5. Slide 18 - summary of changes for bh - no comments, no objections to the changes.

Moving on to bi:
2.2.6. Slide 20 - no comments
2.2.7.  Slide 21 - Q - Why are capitalizing these words. 
2.2.7.1. A discussion on capitalization followed - it was noted that the new TGme PAR has changed the Title to be all leading Capitals except for: “and” and “for”.  
2.2.8. Slide 22 - minor wording changes (editorial).
2.2.9. Slide 23 - minor wording changes (editorial).
2.2.9.1. C - wanting to discuss technical feasibility - but we are discussing the PAR, so the comment will be discussed later. 
2.2.10. Slide 24 - same change we made in bh yesterday. 
2.2.11. Slide 25 - summary of PAR changes - reviewed no comments, no objections. 
2.2.12. Slide 26 title slide
2.2.13. Slide 27 - no comments, or objections to the proposed change in title.
2.2.14. Slide 28 - removed references in the CSD - no comments
2.2.15. Slide 29 - no comments 
2.2.16. Slide 30 - no comments – 
2.2.16.1. C - remove: "agree in principle" 
2.2.16.2. C – Add  "of 1.2.4 j)" to the first sentence of the response and clean up the second sentence. 
2.2.17. Slide 31 - no comments
2.2.18. Slide 31 - summary of changes to the CSD - no comments 
2.2.19. R5 was uploaded. 
2.3. Discussion on the file names, it was discussed if we should have a new updated file name for the CSD files on mentor – 
2.3.1. Basic agreement to keep the old CSD file names.  So, no changes.
2.4. Approvals/Motions:
11-20/1770r6 - RCM and EDP PAR and CSD comment responses

Motion #2 - 

Approve the responses in 11-20-1770r6 – RCM and EDP PAR and CSD comment responses as the responses to PAR and CSD comments from 802.1 and 802.3 to go to the 802.11 working group.
Moved: Stephen McCann

Seconded: Mark Hamilton

No discussion 

Approved by unanimous consent – 38 participants
11-20/1795r1 Updated bh PAR for Review

Motion #3 - 

Believing that the PAR contained in the document referenced below meets IEEE-SA guidelines,

Request that the PAR contained in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/20/11-20-1795-01-0rcm-updated-bh-par-for-review.pdf be posted to the IEEE 802 Executive Committee (EC) agenda for WG 802 preview and EC approval to submit to NesCom.

Moved:  Jerome Henry

Seconded: Mark Hamilton

No discussion 

Approved by unanimous consent, 37 participants

11-20/1117r5 RCM SG Proposed RCM CSD Draft (bh)

Motion #4 - 

Believing that the CSD contained in the document referenced below meets IEEE 802 guidelines,

Request that the CSD contained in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/20/11-20-1117-05-0rcm-rcm-sg-proposed-rcm-csd-draft.docx be posted to the IEEE 802 Executive Committee (EC) agenda for WG 802 preview and EC approval.
Moved by: Jerome Henry

Seconded by: Joseph Levy

No discussion 

Approved by unanimous consent, 37 participants

11-20/1801r0 Updated bi PAR for Review

Motion #5 – 

Believing that the PAR contained in the document referenced below meets IEEE-SA guidelines,

Request that the PAR contained in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/20/11-20-1801-00-0rcm-updated-bi-par-for-review.pdf be posted to the IEEE 802 Executive Committee (EC) agenda for WG 802 preview and EC approval to submit to NesCom.

Moved by: Jouni Malinen

Seconded: Mike Montemurro

 No discussion 

Approved by unanimous consent, 35 participants

11-20/1346r4 CSD Draft for Privacy Amendment (bi)

Motion #6 

Believing that the CSD contained in the document referenced below meets IEEE 802 guidelines,

Request that the CSD contained in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/20/11-20-1346-04-0rcm-csd-draft-for-privacy-amendment-of-rcm-project.docx  be posted to the IEEE 802 Executive Committee (EC) agenda for WG 802 preview and EC approval.

Moved by:  Stephen McCann

Seconded: Dan Harkins

No discussion 

Approved by unanimous consent

35 participants

Clapping

Agenda posted as r16. 

Question on the timing of the response document. 

The timing allows the WG to approve the response document prior to the deadline.
Adjourn: 15:30 h EDT

Note: final agenda slide deck is: 11-20/0995r16
Abstract


This document contains the minutes for the IEEE 802.11 RCM study group meetings that took place during the November 802.11 Plenary on November 3, 4, and 5, 2020.





Note: Highlighted text are action items. 


C- proceeds a comment or question


R- proceeds an answer given by the presenter
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