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Monday, July 18, 2005
Call to Order
Meeting called to order on Monday, July 18, 2005 by Jesse Walker at 8:00 am.

Chair:  Jesse Walker
Secretary:  Sandy Turner

Proposed Agenda
· Meeting Called to Order/Roll Call

· Discuss what we can expect from this upcoming Meeting in Beijing with China and ISO people regarding WAPI
· Setup other meetings

· Discussion of goals
· Work on the presentation
· Adjourn

Chair:  Are there any comments to this agenda?

None.

Comment:  Any objections to the agenda?
None.

Setup Other Meetings

After discussion, Wednesday at 8, 1:30, 4 and Thursday at 1:30.  Meet at the IEEE registration desk.
Discussion of Goals
Key points included:
· Reviewed the latest agenda of the Beijing meeting.
· Agreement that ratifying both is not good for consumers of this technology.  Some honest attempt at harmonization is required.
· We need help with the ISO process in the makeup of the delegation.  Steve Mills, Chair of the IEEE Standards Board, has agreed to head up the delegation.

· INCITS has offered to form an 802.11 project tag to feed into the JTC1/SC6 Working Group 1.

· Karen Higgenbottom and Phil Wennblom will be representing us at the delegation table.  ACTION ITEM:  Terry deCourcelle will determine the number of votes for this delegation.
· Six delegates are allowed and an unspecified number of translators.  Delegates so far include Steve Mills, Roger Marks, Jesse Walker, Henry Ptasinski, and Andrew Miles.  Translators include Alex Chang and Haixiang He.  Dorothy Stanley doesn’t look like she will get permission to go.  There are still 1-2 slots available.  Someone with expertise in complex standards meetings would be good.  Someone who can speak to the relationship of the IEEE and IETF would be a useful member of the team as well.
· Jesse Walker will mention at the mid-week Plenary and in his closing report that we’re still looking for more people.

Work on the Presentation
Key points included:
· This submission is our position paper to the meeting.  It has to be submitted in a week so all parties can review the material prior to the meeting.  
· Our goal, in order to maintain the integrity of the standard, is a single amendment.  The rational is it isn’t like the cellular cases, in which you have complete stacks that are not interacting in any way except the same RF bands.  If we adopt both, we’ll have a broken standard since the editing instructions will overlap, conflict and be incompatible.  We think we should have a single amendment and that the two standards need to be coordinated and constructed in this amendment.  Our example is we could take one document as the baseline and make changes from the other document.
· Any technical text, requires time, thorough review and consensus building.  The only justification for asking for an extended timeline is that the external review by parties not participating in the design, could not take place in a short time.  Security algorithms take time.  11i took four years of consensus building.
· A recurring theme should be the fact that there are missing details in WAPI.  Without knowing the full details, industry cannot build a harmonized solution.
· .11 is not the only place security is an issue.  There are security issues with .16 as well.
· WEP wasn’t the original reason we undertook any of the security work.  Jesse Walker was brought in because they wanted to replace the 802.11 authentication mechanisms.  The market gave clear guidance not to use it if it was not already deployed.  It was then discovered that WEP was broken.  The market refused to deploy it unless they used pre-existing authentication methods.
· In 2000-2001, 802.1X was just emerging.  There were no EAP methods.  802.1X was chosen because it presented the promise of existing CHAP and all of that.  Some have been extended, (e.g. MS-CHAPv2, GSM).  The point why this is important is that China has expressed criticism of our approach -  that it is not one mechanism and some of the methods are weak.  We need to counter that objection by saying, no – there were market requirements and we used these mechanisms as bootstraps to get to better authentication later.  There is no one technique the whole market will accept. 
Chair:  Let’s talk about next steps.  Dorothy and I will clean up  the document, get a document number and put it on the server.  If other people have concrete ideas on how to improve the slide deck, let us know.  Is there anything else to discuss?

None.

Chair:  Would there be any objection to adjourning?

None.

Chair:  Hearing none, we are adjourned:

Adjourn

9:57 am
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Abstract


Minutes of the 802.11 JTC1 SC6 Ad Hoc Committee meeting held during the IEEE 802 July 2005 Plenary Session in San Francisco, CA from July 17th – 22nd, 2005.
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