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Chair: Carol Ansley, Cox Communications
Acting Secretary: Stephen McCann. Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd
The teleconference was called to order by Chair 10:03 ET. 

Agenda slide deck: 11-21-0582r1:
1. The chair read out the policies and procedures (slide #5)

1.1. No questions

2. The chair mentioned the call for essential patents (slide #6)

2.1. No one responded to the call for essential patents

3. The chair covered the IEEE copyright and participation rules (slide #7).

3.1. No questions
4. Approval of the Agenda 11-21-0582r1
4.1. No objections or changes to the agenda.

5. Administrative:
5.1. Stephen McCann has volunteered to be secretary

6. Organizing Plan (Slide #16)

6.1. Q: I have some 11bi amendment text suggestions in the presentation today (see agenda item 8 below), which would shortcut a Specification Framework Document (SFD). Is this ok?

6.2. Chair: The SFD organizes the different suggestions for the 11bi amendment.

6.3. Q: So should I create another submission that provides some SFD language?
6.4. Chair: It would be useful.

6.5. C: I think that a SFD is not really necessary in this group. It should be easier to define a set of broad concepts.

6.6. C: I also don’t think an SFD is required, although you need to be careful about not overlapping technical presentation.

6.7. C: I think a use case powerpoint document is all that is required. An SFD is too formalized.

6.8. C: Yes, I think use cases would be good.

6.9. C: Let’s identify the issues and capture them in an informal document, which is not a SFD.  Let’s keep everything informal.
6.10. Chair: I’ve simplified #slide 16 to remove the SFD step.

7. Teleconference Planning

7.1. Are there any questions about teleconference times?

7.2. C: Could we have a later time please? This time conflicts with TGbe.  Perhaps a Tuesday may be better.

7.3. Chair: Another possibility is to go earlier than 10:00 ET, such as 08:00 or 09:00 ET.

7.4. C: Yes, 09:00 ET on a Tuesday would work.

7.5. C: However, you would be restricted to a 1 hour meeting, as many other meetings start at 10:00 ET.

7.6. Chair: I will leave this on the agenda for the next meeting.

7.7. C: Could we run a doodle poll please?

7.8. C: I would like to have the active people on the calls, rather than all members responding to the doodle poll.

8. Presentation: 11-21-0541r0 and 11-21-0488r0
8.1. Q: This is useful for an initial association with an AP.
8.2. A: Every time the STA connects, the AP will create a new pseudonym for the STA. The very first connection to an AP, it will be in the clear.

8.3. Q: Therefore, it will not be much good for mobility.

8.4. A: No, the AP generates a unique pseudonym for the ESS.  As a STA moves around it, it will receive new pseudonyms.

8.5. Q: You have assumed that there is a pre-association pseudonym negotiation?

8.6. A: The assumption is that all APs share the same key. The STA will use the pseudonym to the next AP. Then the AP provides the STA with another pseudonym and so on. Each time the STA connects, the old pseudonym is thrown away. The pseudonym does not need to be broadcast around. It’s stateless. Since the AP shares the PMK, the STA and AP have a unique pseudonym.

8.7. Q: If you are doing Fast Transition (FT), then does the scheme keep working?

8.8. A: I have not addressed FT. That needs to be looked at.

8.9. C: This is just for SAE.

8.10. Q: Is there an alternative to AES-SIV as the pseudonym generator?

8.11. A: could use AES-GCM, as opposed to AES-SIV, but there are issues with that one.

8.12. Q: I assume that the 802.11 key infrastructure remains the same.

8.13. A: Yes

8.14. Q: Is the pseudonym protected?

8.15. A: Message 3 of the 4 way handshake has encryption, so the pseudonym that is given to the STA is protected.
8.16. A: For all APs to understand each others pseudonyms, they all need the same key.

8.17. C: So the next step is to create a document to capture this as an issue.
8.18. Chair: So, perhaps Stephen and Dan can start to create an initial use case/issues document for TGbi.

8.19. C: It would also be good to add some status to this slide deck, e.g. if TGbi approved the issue or objected to it.
9. AoB
9.1. None
10. Chair adjourned the meeting at 11:16 ET.
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