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Abstract

Minutes and participants list for the Teleconference of the IEEE 802.11 ESS Mesh Network Study Group held on April 21, 2004 hosted by SG Chairmanship of Donald Eastlake of Motorola Laboratories.
Contents
2Highlights


2Full Minutes


3Participants





Highlights
· For the coming May 2004 802.11 Interim meeting, the SG will meet on Tuesday evening, Wednesday, and Thursday. 14 meeting hours have been tentatively allocated.

· The chairman has been informed of 7 tentative presentations. 3 more mentioned in the teleconference.
· It was suggested to also discuss, at the May meeting, the process by which the SG will come up with a draft 802.11 amendment. Tentatively a heads-up period on Wed will be allocated for this purpose for people to prepare for additional discussion the next day. SG Chairman will provide overview on process alternatives.
· The decided topics for the May meeting are:
1. Usage model documentation and prioritization
2. ESS Mesh definitions and high-level architecture
3. Other presentations relevant to 802.11 ESS Mesh
4. SG process for coming up with a draft 802.11 amendment
Full Minutes

Minutes taken by Study Group Secretary Tyan-Shu Jou and edited by Donald Eastlake.

Call at 9AM (California time, noon Eastern US Daylight Saving Time).
Donald: 
The purpose of this teleconference is to establish the agenda for the upcoming May meeting. In March we agreed to include the following discussing topics:
1. Usage model documentation and prioritization

2. ESS Mesh definitions and high-level architecture

3. Other presentations relevant to 802.11 ESS Mesh

I have been informed of 7 presentations so far. There are 14 hours (Tuesday evening, Wednesday, and Thursday) tentatively allocated for the SG in the May meeting.

Please notify the chair for any intended presentation. Each presentation should be limited to no more than 15 minutes on presentation time excluding the discussion unless you have prior permission for a longer presentation.
Tyan-Shu: Janusys Networks plan to make three presentations, one on the usage model, the other tries to lead a discussion on forwarding algorithm, the 3rd one to discuss the neighbour discovery issues. I will email the full titles later.
Donald: Let me report the status of TGs PAR approval: It was approved by the executive committee (ExCom) in March. Now it is on the “fast track” in NesCom. I have received, via the 802.11 chair, a question from a NesCom member asking about the usage of an ‘*’ in our PAR and mentioning the lack of definitions on some 802.11 acronyms used. This question has been responded to. During the May meeting we may be updated on the status.
Tricci: What’s the impact of the question and comment?
Donald: I don’t exactly know, hopefully very little. The worst case would be we have to polish the PAR. But the SG has already been extended for six months so we can continue to meet and work anway.

Steve: If we change the PAR, we will need approval from the SG, WG, and ExCom again.
Steve: I propose to have a general discussion on the process to work towards a draft amendment to the 802.11 standard so we know how the SG should move forward. We may start with a group to handle the usage model and prioritize issues. And then to define architectural components such as security, unicast, and broadcast routing. The SG may have to use a different process than other groups because of the broad scope coverage.
Raymond: We can look into the process of 802.17 as a model.
Tricci: I agree with Steve at a high level. But other than the usage model, we don’t want to dive into component architecture now.  We have not reached a consensus on the definition of ESS Mesh yet and we need to agree on the fundamental definition before deeper discussion can ocuur. This can be done in parallel with usage model developing.
Steve: Yes, definition should be required as the first step before high-level architecture.
Donald: Process may need to be more elaborate when there is stronger controversy. For example, there have been some presentations on multiple radios and single radios for ESS Mesh. But these do not seem to be in opposition to each other since we need to handle both. If we do not have major conflicting proposals, we may be able to use a simpler less formal process.
Tricci: Just a thought to expedite process-- will it be better to get opinions from other groups on the process?  Discussion on process might take a whole day easily.

Donald: Is there any objection to disucssing process in the upcoming meeting? If not, I will add this item into the agenda.
Tricci: What’s the deadline to submit presentation?
Donald: If we have enough time and there is no objection in the SG, one can propose a presentation at the meeting. But if there is no time, priority will be given to the presentation submitted earlier. I will leave the decision on agenda change to the group at the meeting.
Tyan-Shu: Will we have a process proposal as a base to discuss process? Open discussion can take a long time.
Donald: I am willing to come up with a proposal.
Steve: It will be beneficial to have a brief overview on the processes used by other groups.
Donald: Maybe we can allocate two slots for the process discussion. A brief one first so people can think about it and the actual discussion one or two days later.
Steve: Sounds like a good idea.

Donald: Evening sessions are slightly less well attended. Any thought what’s best for that time? (got reminded Wed evening will be social event)
Donald: Let’s have a brief process discussion on Wednesday and then a follow up on Thursday. (no objection)
Donald: Any other topic? If not, then thanks for joining and see you in May.
Teleconference adjouned at 9:35AM (California time)
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