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IEEE P802.21 Media Independent Handover Services

Teleconference Minutes of the IEEE P802.21a Security Task Group 
Chair: Yoshihiro Ohba
Minutes taken by H Anthony Chan
1. Meeting called to order by Yoshi Ahba 802.21a SG at 10:04AM EST.
2. Call for Proposal (21-09-0017-00-0000)

2.1  The call for proposal was discussed in the January Interim meeting, but the attendance was low at that time. This teleconference discusses this again to receive more comments
2.2  Scope of proposals

2.2.1 Work Item #1: Mechanisms to reduce the latency during authentication and key establishment for handovers between heterogeneous access networks that support IEEE 802.21

2.2.2 Work Item #2: Mechanisms to provide data integrity, replay protection, confidentiality and data origin authentication to IEEE 802.21 MIH protocol exchanges and enable authorization for MIH serviceshttps://mentor.ieee.org/802.21/documents

2.3  Submission deadline May 3 2009
2.4  Timeline and proposal presentation (slides 5 and 6)
2.4.1 Call for proposal: March 2009
2.4.2 Presentation I May 2009 (text not yet needed), may vote to allow new proposal in May (if there are not enough proposals in May)
2.4.3 Presentation II July 2009 (detail text needed), may vote to allow new proposal
2.4.4 Presentation III September 2009 (detail text needed), no new proposals after this.
2.4.5 Down-delection November 2009 after above 3 rounds of presentations
Comment: 3 trials in Slide 6 refers to 3 rounds of presentations
2.5  Discussion about voting in May to allow new proposal

2.5.1 Comment: may not be enough time to make decision to vote
2.5.2 Question: Is consolidation or modification of proposals considered a new proposal

2.5.3 Consolidation of existing proposals is considered harmonization, and is not a new proposal.

2.5.4 Modification of proposal to address feedback is not considered new proposal

2.5.5 Shubhranshu and Lily will revise item 8 in slide 6

2.6  Down-selection process is detailed in slides 7 and 8

2.6.1 Authors provide Draft Text for review two weeks prior to presentation

2.6.2 Written questions for clarifications to be submitted to groups one week in advance

2.6.2.1 Answers to these questions submitted within 3 days thereafter

2.6.3 A technical motion to approve Draft Text provided by the proposal and make it part of the IEEE 802.21a draft specification is brought forward to the Task Group at presentation time

2.6.4 A proposal containing multiple components can  lead to multiple motions

2.6.5 Authors must indicate at presentation time how many motions they intend to bring forward to the working group

2.6.6 All motions are carried out at the end of all presentations

2.6.7 Time allocated for motions is advertised in the opening meeting of each session 

2.6.8 A technical motion at Down-Selection requires 75% to pass

2.6.9 One member can vote on multiple motions
2.6.10 In case no motion passes by 75%, the proposal receiving the most number of votes is selected for another round of confirmation vote by the Working Group

2.6.10.1 More than one proposal can be selected at this stage in case the most popular proposal does not cover all work items specified in the CFP

2.6.10.2 Proposals are selected in decreasing order of popularity (# votes) received

2.6.10.3 If this confirmation vote fails, Proposal(s) are broken up into several technical items and WG votes on each technical item

2.6.11 In case multiple proposals are approved by more than 75% they are integrated into the Draft Text

2.6.11.1 Proposers work with the Editing Committee which consists of the Editor and the TG Chair in order to combine proposals

2.6.11.2 Conflict and overlaps are brought back to the WG to vote on

2.6.11.3 Failed proposals are eliminated from further consideration

2.6.12 In case no proposal is approved at the end of Down-Selection, the Task Group may need to regroup. The options include (1) refining the requirements document, (2) refining the evaluation and down-selection criteria, (3) reissuing a new call for proposals
2.7  Presentation rule (slide 10)
2.7.1 1. Presentation order is random as determined by the Chair
2.7.2 2. Time allocated to each presentation is evenly distributed among all presentations
2.7.3 Comments and discussion:

2.7.3.1 Different (competing) presentations on same item may be grouped together 

2.7.3.2 Presentations may be ordered according to order of work items

2.7.3.3 Proposals on same item may be in the same group but may be randomized within the group.

2.7.3.4 Comment: presentation on more items/functionalities take more time than presentation on fewer items/functionalities

2.7.3.5 Presentations will be in following 3 categories: Work item 1, work item 2, combined work items (cannot separate into work item 1 and work item 2)

2.7.3.6 Comment: Need guidelines such as whether proposal is a modification of 802.21. Lily will draft such guidelines before next teleconference and upload to enable people to comment.

2.7.3.7 It is desirable to check with people in March meeting to express their interest/intention to submit proposal.

2.7.3.8 Need enough timeslots to accomodate the proposals. 

2.7.4 Slide 10 will be revised according to above discussions

2.8  March meeting:

2.8.1 Call for proposal will be discussed again and then be frozen at the March meeting. 

2.8.2 Preliminary proposals to present in March are welcome. 

2.8.3 802.21a TG meetings will take a few timeslots of the 802.21 meeting. Parallel sessions are not planned but may be arranged in future if such needs arise.

2.8.4 Call for proposal will be made for March meeting

2.9  Summary of Action items
2.9.1 Shubhranshu will send details of Slide 6 item 8
2.9.2 Lily will submit draft on proposal guideline
2.10  Next teleconference: February 25
2.10.1 Lily will not be available on February 25, but attempt to find a different date to accommodate her was not successful. 
2.11  Adjourn at 11:22AM EST 
2.12  Attendees

	Yoshihiro Ohba
	Toshiba

	Ashutosh Dutta
	Telcordia

	H Anthony Chan
	Huawei Technologies 

	Lidong Lily Chen
	NIST

	Raphael Maria 
	Univ. of Lucia 

	Shubhranshu Singh
	Samsung

	Anirudh Bhatt
	Samsung

	Dapeng Liu 
	China Mobile

















