Subject: Re: [PATCH] net: Add etun driver
Posted by Patrick McHardy on Wed, 11 Apr 2007 16:52:33 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Johannes Berg wrote:

> On Wed, 2007-04-11 at 18:15 +0200, Patrick McHardy wrote:

>

>> But you have a valid point, if we want to use

>>this for things like bonding or VLAN that aren't actually address
>>families, we should consider introducing "rtnetlink families” to
>>avoid adding AF_BONDING, AF_8021Q etc.

>

>

> True.

>

> But this still doesn't help wireless which doesn't have either an
> rtnetlink family nor an address family since it uses generic netlink
> exclusively.

I'm not sure I'm following. | was under the impression that the
conclusion of yesterdays discussion was that its probably not
worth using rtnetlink for wireless so it will continue to use
generic netlink exclusively, but even if that is wrong, nothing
would prevent adding a "rtnetlink family" for wireless as well.
The idea of introducing "rtnetlink families" is exactly to avoid
adding real address families for things that don't have one to
avoid possible conflicts with IANA allocated numbers.
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