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IEEE P802
Media Independent Handover Services

Tentative Minutes of the IEEE P802.21 Working Group

May 19, 2005

Cairns Convention Center, Cairns, Queensland, Australia

Chair: Ajay Rajkumar
Vice Chair: Michael Glenn Williams

Secretary: Xiaoyu Liu

Fourth Day Meetings: Hall D; Thursday, May 19, 2005

1. Meeting Called to Order by Ajay Rajkumar at 9:03AM

1.1.  Overview of changed meeting agenda (21-05-0268-03-0000-session8_agenda.doc)

1.1.1. Roll call for Quorum determination on Thursday morning

1.1.2. Confirmation vote on Thursday morning

1.1.3. No objections to the changed agenda.

2. Attendance Roll Call for Quorum Determination

2.1. (Surname
Forename) 

2.1.1. Carlton 

Alan

2.1.2. Aramaki 

Takashi

2.1.3. Goldstein 

Yuri

2.1.4. Gupta


Vivek

2.1.5. Chindapol

Aik

2.1.6. Crowley 

Steven

2.1.7. Peretz


Feder

2.1.8. Han


Youn-Hee

2.1.9. Cheng 

Hong

2.1.10. Hunter
David

2.1.11. Huo

David

2.1.12. Shinkichi
Ikeda

2.1.13. Liu 

Xiaoyu

2.1.14. Matsumoto
Taisuke

2.1.15. Williams
Michael

2.1.16. Das

Subir

2.1.17. Keating
Jeffrey

2.1.18. Koh

Benjamin

2.1.19. Maria

Sanchez

2.1.20. Eric

Njedjou

2.1.21. Ohki

Kimihiro

2.1.22. Stefano
Faccin

2.1.23. David

Famolari

2.1.24. Yoshihiro
Ohba

2.1.25. Kim

Ronny

2.1.26. Upton

Jerry

2.1.27. Stevenson
Carl

2.1.28. Lach

Hong-Yon

2.1.29. Lee

Sungjin

2.1.30. Rajkumar
Ajay

2.2. There are 57 voting members in IEEE 802.21WG; 30 voting members were present.

2.3. Chair: According to the Roll Call, we have the quorum.

3. MOTION

3.1. MOTION: Confirm the proposal as presented in DCN# 21-05-0271-00-0000 as the baseline draft for 802.21

3.1.1. Move: 
Peretz Feder

3.1.2. Second: 
Vivek Gupta

3.1.3. Yes: 

25

3.1.4. No: 

1

3.1.5. Abstain: 
1

3.2. Chair announced the result of the motion (21-05-0275-00-0000-Confirmation_Motion.ppt, slide 3).

4. Discussions on the 802.1 new PARs 

4.1. Overview of changed meeting agenda (21-05-0268-04-0000-session8_agenda.doc)

4.1.1. Some agenda items were moved to the morning meetings.

4.1.2. No objection.

4.2. Discussion on 802.1 PAR on Security .1AL (21-05-0276-00-0000-p802-1al-proposed-secure_id.doc; new-borza-viega-secure-device-identity-five-criteria-0405.doc; new-borza-viega-secure-device-identity-par-0405.doc; Presented by David Hunter)

4.2.1. 802.1AL PAR and five criteria highlights were presented.

4.2.2. Q: Is this Device ID a generic ID, or an individual address? 

4.2.3. Q: Is this per interface or per device?

4.2.4. Q: What is the process? Ajay: EC will vote in July meetings. 802.1 would address the comments if other groups raise the comments in July plenary. If you go through 802.21, they have to address. If you go over their reflector, they ‘may’ address.

4.2.5. Q: How many people are participating in this? A: Perhaps 30-40 active members.

4.2.6. Comment that we should be able to change the PAR in “real time” so that an ID per interface would be available. 

4.2.7. Q: Could each radio be considered a separate device? Or the same ID for different radios? Comment: We would like to go to the authenticator only once. So some Device ID arrangement that enabled this would be preferable. Comment: It is possible to have the Device ID tied to something above the LLC.

4.2.8. Q: Is it in scope of this PAR to enable the reuse of the security knowledge?

4.2.9. Comment: IETF RFCs use CGA which is similar to this mechanism: 3971 & 3972.

4.2.10. Q: IRTF has a new working group to use HIP identifier for the solution for security. How does this Device ID relate to IRTF Host ID (HIP)? A: HIP was created to be at layer 3.5. There is shared secret that facilitates creation of trustable ID that is separate from IP address. The device ID is the similar thing in layer 2, but I am not sure of its relationship with HIP.

4.2.11. Comment that this would be a single ID to identify a node. That is similar to HIP. Response: It is an IEEE 802 proposal, and is only applied to IEEE802s.

4.2.12. Q: What is the impact on security from .21 perspectives? We never talked about how authentication is expedited in .21. We only discussed MIH protocol and some sort of identifier in the MIH protocol. Do we need something like this one? A: Not clear. It might be an advantage. 

4.2.13. Comment that HIP appears as end to end security mechanism.

4.2.14. Comment that CGA proves a device is on the path or proof of routing infrastructure. It’s being used on link-local, but there is no proof that the MAC address is owned by the device.

4.2.15. Comment that.1AL should provide freshness and proof of device at L2.  It could help generate secret key out of .1X.

4.2.16. Comment: .21 definitely is interested in .1AL.

4.2.17. Ajay: Any comment could be sent to the Chair. We would forward the comments to 802.1.

4.3. Discussion on 802.1AM PAR and Wireless Architecture Ad Hoc (21-05-0273-00-0000-Wireless_Architecture_Ad_Hoc_meeting_notes.ppt; Presented by Tom Siep)

4.3.1. 802.1AM MI Radio Frequency (RF) management of Wireless 802 Networks PAR & 5C were presented by Tom Siep: 11-05-xxxx-00-0000-Summary_of_PAR-5C_of_P802-1AM.ppt.

4.3.2. Ajay: This discussion is good for now on .1 PARs. We could now discuss the SG formation.

4.3.3. The same Motion already passed by .11/.15.

4.3.4. Ajay: .21 has identified QoS and security should be the common issues to all the WGs. There should be one place to address these issues. Based on the responses during the Ad Hoc, a general recommendation was made. A SG should be formed across wireless groups.

4.4. MOTION: Establish a joint wireless WG systems study group to address common 802 wireless issues. 

4.4.1. Mover: 
Vivek Gupta

4.4.2. Second: 
David Hunter

4.4.3. Yes: 

16

4.4.4. No: 

1

4.4.5. Abstain: 
0

4.5. Straw Poll: How many would want the wireless study group to be 

4.5.1. Part of 802.21 WG: 
9

4.5.2. ECSG: 

11

5. Procedural Works (Chair of IEEE 802.21)

5.1. Discussions at IETF

5.2. Liaison Report from 802.16 (21-05-0274-01-0000-802_16_Liaison_May05.ppt, Presented by Ronny Kim)

5.2.1. Q: In 802.16g, where are the network elements such as Paging controller, Radio resource controller? Ronny: Do not define the network components, just define the services.

5.2.2. Q: When do you expect .16g closes? Ronny: .16g would go to sponsor ballot at the end of this year. The exact information could be available by the link in slide 6 “IEEE 802.16 Project Development Milestones: Active Projects”.

5.3. Recess for Lunch from 12:37PM to 1:40PM

5.4. Meeting called to order by Ajay Rajkumar at 1:40PM

5.5. Liaison Report from 802.11 (by David Hunter)

5.5.1. Residential Ethernet

5.5.1.1. Creating parameterized QoS over Ethernet

5.5.1.2. 802.1 voted against including this work as an over 802 issue.

5.5.1.3. 802.3 voted against making this QoS a standard option.

5.5.2. 802.11r

5.5.2.1. JIT (Just In Time) & TAP (Transition Acceleration Protocol) merged and confirmed by big majority (Y: 60; N: 3; A: 0).

5.5.2.2. 802.11r now has an initial Draft.

5.5.2.3. Now looking for proposals for additions and modifications

5.5.2.4. Current draft: 11-05-0362-00-000r-JIT-TAP-proposal-text.doc

5.5.2.5. Concept of a "Mobility Domain”: Subset of the Security Domain; Set of all other 802.11 APs to which a STA can roam right now.

5.5.2.6. Still expects to go to letter ballot before the 802.21 Draft goes to letter ballot.

5.5.3. Michael: Encourage participants to review the .11r draft and respond to the 802.11r for the approved draft.  .11r may go to letter ballot before .21.

5.6. Chair of IEEE 802.21: People read the 802.21 draft, find issues, and submit contributions to particular issues. The contributions would be per section number or per issue. They would be looked at during the July plenary. That’s the 802 process. Floor: no question.
5.7. Chair: We will take contributions and go forward.

5.8. Future Sessions  

5.8.1. Plenary: July 17th – 22nd, Hyatt Regency

5.8.1.1. San Francisco, CA, USA, co-located with all 802 groups

5.8.2. Interim: September 18th – 23rd, Hyatt Regency

5.8.2.1. Orange County, CA, USA. Meeting co-located with 802.11/15/18/19/20/22Plenary: 

5.8.3. Plenary: November 13th – 18th, Hyatt Regency

5.8.3.1. Vancouver, BC, Canada. Co-located with all 802 groups

5.8.4. Interim: January 15th – 20th, Hilton Waikoloa Village  

5.8.4.1. Waikoloa, Hawaii , USA. Meeting co-located with 802.11/15/18/19/20/22

5.9. General Liaison Update

5.9.1. 3GPP

5.9.1.1. Need volunteer from the group

5.9.2. 3GPP2

5.9.2.1. Chair appointed Stefano Faccin liaison for the groups he can handle: C, X, S.

5.9.2.2. Volunteers could send information to the Chair of IEEE 802.21.

5.10. New or Unfinished Business 

5.10.1. Ajay: Any objection to approve the meeting to finish early?  Floor: None.  

5.11. Chair adjourned the meetings at 2:10PM

6. Adjourn until July 2005 Plenary in San Francisco, CA, USA

7. Attendees

7.1. Attendees (1 - 4 credits towards voting rights today)
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