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IEEE 802.15 TG3 Running Minutes

 from Dallas to  
Schaumburg
 

Tuesday January 30,2002

Martial oll call is missing.   

Struik

Barr

Gilb

Alfvin - acting Secretary.

Heberling

Huang

Allen

Meeting called to order a little after 11:00AM CST. Roll call was taken.
 
John Barr reviewed the Security Suite Framework document 02071r0 authored by Bob Huang. There was general acceptance of the document except for an objection by Rene Struik indicating he felt the document introduction was not stated clearly.  Barr suggested Rene propose alternative text to be submitted for consideration.   Bob Huang would like revisions submitted ASAP, so he could re-issue a revision. Barr said the document will be finalized and distributed next Tuesday, February 5th, 2002.
 
Huang ran through the Security Suite Call for Proposal document he drafted and submitted for review.  Struik recommended the word “must” be changed to “should”.   Jim Allen suggested the text be modified to advise submitters of their responsibility to understand the IEEE patent policy. James Gilb recommended that Cypher Suite be changed to Security Suite.  Huang proposed security text be discussed on Monday afternoon (Feb 25th, 2002) at the Ad hoc meeting in Schaumburg.  Gilb suggested Allen Heberling’s new comments and proposals be reviewed on Monday morning.  Allen agreed.
 
Gilb will sort through the comment resolution database to determine the order for review.  Volunteers were solicited to work on an op/net model. Action item: figure out a way to evaluate the impact of doing an opnet model in conjunction with TG2. 
 
There was a discussion about comments submitted by individuals without voter or nearly voter status. John Barr will distribute details for the upcoming Ad hoc meeting in Schaumburg.
 
The meeting was adjourned at 12:08PM CST.

 

Tuesday February 5, 2002

Attendees:

Allen - (acting secretary)

Gilb

Bailey

Singer

Bain

Alfvin

Shvodian

Heberling

Roberts

Karaoguz

Schrader

Barr

Gilb called to order at 11:05 PM EST for Barr, who had announced earlier by email that he would be late.

Comment Resolution:

Gilb asked everyone to open the email Roberts sent out today at 10:30AM EST.  This email suggests that we cross-reference any security text that comes out of the security committee work.  No on disagrees and Gilb will add the comments to document02/075r0.  [ Note: For actual comment resolution text, document 075 will over ride these minutes 'cause the secretary can't type that fast.]

Comments were made before hand on items 1725, 894, 904, 1015, 1233, 1293, and 1097 per Robert's email attached below.   Roberts accepted the resolutions.  Gilb will accept comments and mark this item accepted by commenter. 

CFP:

Barr took over at 11:14PM EST and started on the security CFP.  He asked people to look at the document he emailed and to redline it for him today or provide inputs now.

Bailey was concerned that the wording on the bullet list doesn’t match the intent of the CFP.  The concern is about the Certificate Authority.   In the numeration list, item #2 will be changed from Shall to May.  Item number #5 has the same kind of problem per Singer.  "Binding ….. to public key"  implies a CA.  He suggested removing the word "cryptographically".  There were no objections to the change.  

Allen suggested we clarify the expectations for each meeting.  It was unclear to him as the scope needed for Schaumburg as opposed to the March meeting.   It was also suggested to clarify that we want to have any new text ready for approval by March 8th 2001. 

Allen asked to clarify the comment "high performance".  It seemed a bit vague.  What Barr wants is for proposals to be sensitive to the time required to connect and to provide security at 55 mbps.   Barr will ad comments as an "E.g.".

Allen had the same issue with the bullet for Cost Requirements.  It was pointed out that some of the cost requirements are in document 00/110.  Barr wants information from the presenters regarding the marginal increased cost for their proposal and will up date the CFP.   

Allen asked  if we needed a presentation time limit for Schaumburg.   A discussion followed. Singer thought 2 hours was enough.   Singer was planning 3 presentations within that period.  We left the time at 1.5 hours each.  If presenters need more, they can request it from John.  We had to set something since we don't know how many responses there might be. 

Allen asked what the result of the presentations in Schaumburg would be.   It will be to review the direction of the documents being prepared for March so we can provide guidance make March's meeting go smoothly.

Bottom of page 4, Bailey was concerned about the timing for security being spec'ed at one second.  Barr clarified his intent that it was for, "One device, one PNC".    It did not include think time for new participants.  Dan believes that total join time has to be less than a second.  Barr may say that the one-second requirement includes association and authentication.  He will reword the CFP.

Singer suggested changing:  "Allows security association …" to , "Allows processing of a single device…"

Barr will update the document from these notes to capture the spirit of these changes.  The minimum associating time is desired.  It was asked where the one second came from and Allen said it was from customer studies [from Kodak] and is in the requirements document. 

Singer also wanted a clarification on due dates.    Barr set Thursday the February  21st,  at 5pm Chairman Standard Time (CDT)

Barr asked to whom shall we send this CFP.   We’ll send it to .15 and .15.3,  and  Barr will ask Heile and Kerry to send it to .11i.  If we don’t here anything in a few days, Shvodian will CC: the 802.11 reflector. 

Singer suggested Barr clarify the key dates of Release date, Proposal date, Final submission in the header of the CFP, and Barr thought that was a good idea.

Alfvin has the action to send out the call contact data for next week. 

New Business:

Alfvin shared that the SG3a web site is up and running.  Roberts will be sending the new or changed SG3a email address to Alfvin for updating.

Back to Gilb and Comment Resolution:

Item 768 - Concern about the timeouts for security.  Gilb read the resolution.  Bain had a similar one, but it was rejected as being misunderstood.   Gilb asked to keep comments to this specific one, because the other comment Bain asked about was more related to Service Discovery.  It was accepted in principle to be reviewed with security suite election criteria.  

Items 1663 - Why not allow the length of 0.  Why not make it >0?  Gilb sees no harm in accepting this.   It was because in some cases you don't need a value.  Singer/Shvodian agreed. 

Items 1517 - Where is the OID?  In page 103, it's in the beacon.   We'll add security parameter ID in the association response command as suggested.  This prevents the beacon from getting too large.   "We" accepted and Bill accepted. 

Item 1513 - Accepted as it. 

Item 308 , 964 - resolved by deleting some text.  Gilb and Roberts agreed with resolution. 

Document 02/075r1 will be published with this status and new actions for next week. 

Gilb and Barr wanted early draft of these minutes in order to finish their actions items.

Meeting adjourned at 12:11 PM EST.

Reference Attachment:

---- Original Message -----

From: "Roberts, Rick" <rroberts@xtremespectrum.com>

To: "James P. K. Gilb" <gilb@appairent.com>; "802.15.3"

<stds-802-15-3@ieee.org>

Sent: Tuesday, February 05, 2002 10:29 AM

Subject: RE: <802.15.3> Comments to resolve on Tuesday call.

>

> James,

>

> Thanks for doc 02/075r0.  In section 1 "Comment resolution", I >assume these are resolved based upon acceptance by the >individual.  Here is my response:

>

> 894 - will accept if the following is appended to the response > in 781

>

> In clause 6.3.6.2.2, reference is made to the security >subclauses that present the details on how the challenge >commands are used.

>

> 904 - will accept if the following is appended to the response >in 781

>

> In clause 6.3.8.1.1, reference is made to the security >subclauses that present the details on how the PNC does the >security manager function.

>

> 1015 - will accept if the following is appended to the response >in 781

>

> In clause 7.5.3, reference is made to the security subclauses >that present the details on how the PNC does the security >manager function.

>

> 1233 - accept as per the response in 781

>

> 1293 - accept as per the response in 781

>

> 1725 - accept as per the response in 781

>

> 1097 - accept as per the response in part 1.c of doc 02/075r0

>

> Hope this helps speed up the process.

>

> Regards,

> Rick Roberts

> XtremeSpectrum, Inc.

> Phone: 703-269-3043

> Cell: 301-613-5016

> rroberts@xtremespectrum.com

>

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: James P. K. Gilb [mailto:gilb@appairent.com]

> Sent: Monday, February 04, 2002 8:29 PM

> To: 802.15.3

> Subject: <802.15.3> Comments to resolve on Tuesday call.

>

>

> All

>

> Here is a list of comments in order, to attempt to resolve on >tomorrows

> call.  Whatever we don't finish, will carry over to Thursday.  >I will be

> appending to the list so that we will always have work to do.

>

> James Gilb

>

Thursday February, 7, 2002.

Attendees:

Allen - (acting secretary)

Alfvin

Gilb

Bailey

Struik

Rasor

Singer

Bain

Shvodian

Heberling

Roberts

Karaoguz

Comment Resolution:

Email from Roberts, accept for the following 892, 895, 897, 1037, 1231, 1239, 1246, 1296, 1247.

1125, 1234, 1244 – The commenter desires more information on PNC handover.

Rasor asked why are we doing comment resolution for comments that will be redone when we have a Security CFP in process.

Rene wanted to address this to the group per an email sent out a half hour before the meeting.   Gilb said we had to resolve the comment resolutions.   Rasor was concerned that the people who had comments could be asked to say "yes" and loose their chance to comment on the Re-circulation.   Gilb said that that is not the process, that votes can happen in the re-circulation.   If we find comments that we can not address until the CFP,  we will hold them.  Gilb needs to clean up the data based before March and therefore has to at least discuss each comment.   Gilb asked for comments from others.  Schrader wanted to address the comments as long as the proposal process is not undermined.  Singer said that the amount of work to get to the CFP is large and is concerned that spending time helping to resolve comments will affect his response to the CFP.

Rene said the CFP refers to 02/075r0 document and that any changes to that document could affect the time frame for responding to the CFP.   Rene objects to the continued process.   So noted by Gilb. Shvodian would like the security guys to work on security and not do resolution.    Rasor said that in that case, these look like Proforma comments, and he'll allow any resolution but will not close his comments until the CFPs are done.  He will go thought the list Gilb sent out, 02/075r1 to find his comments and resolve what he can on-line.

1131, 1137 delete security sub-clause 8.

1127   Regards to hand-over, there was contradicting language that was fixed. 

No objection to closing the three above comments. 

Item 1682 and 1689 are Shvodian security comments.   Rasor suggested that this should wait for the security results. Shvodian agreed.  Gilb asked Singer and Shvodian to review these off-line, but Singer suggested these are OK so they are marked as accepted  

Rene wanted to propose something different when the CFPs are done.  It was suggested that he make that part of his Proposal and he said it would be.

On email we discussed item 1694, which has the same resolution  (that is "accepted"), which will be address the same way as the previous items. 

547  Raju was not on the call, and no one rejected the resolution so Gilb will send an email to Raju asking for his acceptance.

1299  We have a resolution to disassociate.  Remove Authenticate is proposed.  Rene proposed a secure de-authenticate command.  No one objected to the delete de-authenticates, and it's support MLMEs and such.

1574  is Shvodian's comment.   Gilb suggested we accept as approved.  Shvodian asked Heberling if this affects his plans for association. No.  A discussion followed, including how this affected broadcast modes.   Shvodian accepted the acceptance. 

1837, 123,  Heberling suggested we back up and recover these items.  Rasor wanted to take these off line because they relate to security.  Gilb  

1798    Rasor accepted.  This is about needing the Dev. address and it IS the IEEE MAC address and therefore it's over defined.   No one opposed the acceptance. 

1679   Proposed to accept, Bill agreed,  and there were no objections.  

1805   Role of the Dev's in the piconet.   This is informative.  No one objected accepting it.

1681   Rene wants to make sure there is no means to expose the private key cause that would threaten the entire piconet.   The recommendation was made to accept the comment and strike the parenthetical  comment. 

1610, 1811  This is a TR because it is a SHALL.   The resolution was accepted without objection. 

1817 will be done by Rasor off-line.  

1819  Demote from a PNC to a Dev is in the draft standard but the promotion from Dev to PNC is not covered.   No one opposed the need to add it for completeness.

1821 1829, 1125, 1234, 1244 will be held later. 

1692 Singer wanted to make security suite section normative vs  informative in this section.  Gilb was not sure what it would take to do that at the moment.   The resolution is to wait until the CFPs are done.  Singer thinks this would represent several pages of normative text.  Gilb asked if it this could be an annex and there was a question if it could be normative if in an annex.  Yes, depending on it’s title and intent.    Deleted the word "informative".

291  Gifford suggested we recheck the Shalls, Cans, Musts. We will accept this, especially from the TG1 experience.

583, 588, 590 -  Is there any useful code for disassociation.  There were two reasons to keep it during the Dallas discussions.  Heberling discussed his recollection of "security", "over using channel time" and "channel too sever" reasons that were still valid. 

There is a different list of reasons for each reason code.   Heberling wants to argue to get rid of these "dumb" reason codes.  Only two were reasonable to send.   He withdrew the comment. 

Shvodian questioned if he really wanted to do that, as it would prevent re-commenting on the topic, and he said it was OK.  

Gilb reviews the email work that will be done.   Rasor will do his email on Security.

The data base being revised during last Tuesday's meeting and this meeting will be sent out as version 6.  It will be put into the general archive for MARCH. 

Next meeting is next week is 8AM PST Tuesday, and 9AM PST Thursday.  

Meeting adjourned at 10:03 PST.

End of revision 0.

Tuesday  February 12, 2002
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