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Tuesday, July 17, 2007, 1:30 PM to 3:30 PM
Chair: Stephen McCann
Recording secretary: Matthew Gast

Call to order and agenda

Meeting called to order on Tuesday, July 17, 2007 by Stephen McCann at 1:29 pm Pacific Daylight Time (PDT).  The chair then reviewed the following topics from the agenda:

· Attendance reminder

· The TG Agenda is document number 11-07/2030
· The chair read the IEEE patent policy

· The chair requested information on patent claims and called for letters of assurance, and none were forthcoming

· Approval of the agenda
· Moved by Stephen McCann, seconded by Angelo Centonza.

· The chair called for adoption of the agenda by unanimous consent.  None recorded, so the agenda was adopted.

Approval of the minutes of past meetings
· Montréal, May 2007 (11-07/0698r0)

· Corrections

· The title incorrectly refers to "March," and should be corrected to may
· The chair moved for approval of r1 with that single change by unanimous consent

· There was no objection from the task group, so the minutes are approved
· Teleconference (11-07/1981r1)

· The chair asked for corrections; none were required

· The chair moved for approval by unanimous consent

· There was no objection from the task group, so the minutes are approved
· Teleconference (11-07/2012r0)

· The chair asked for corrections; none were required

· The chair moved for approval by unanimous consent

· There was no objection from the task group, so the minutes are approved
· July ad hoc meeting in San Francisco (11-07/2136r0)
· The chair asked for corrections; none were required

· The chair moved for approval by unanimous consent

· There was no objection from the task group, so the minutes are approved
Ad Hoc meeting review, Stephen McCann

Motion (2:13 pm): "Move to approve document: 11-07-2204-00-000u-lb107-comment-spreadsheet-technical-sorted.xls which contains work done in the TGu July 2007 Ad Hoc."

· Moved by Angelo Centonza, seconded by Donald Eastlake

· No debate on the motion

· Vote: 10 for – 0 against – 0 abstentions

· Motion passes.
Comment Classification

· The remaining comments were classified into groups.  In total, the spreadsheet contains 1,119 comments, but that includes editorial comments.

· For the purpose of maintaining an audit trail, when comments are transferred, they will be transferred with the original type (T or TR).

Motion (3:23 pm): "Move to approve document: 11-07-2204-00-000u-lb107-comment-spreadsheet-technical-sorted.xls and move those Technical comments (T, TR) now marked as E to become Editorial comments."

· Moved by George Bumiller, seconded by Angelo Centonza

· No debate on the motion

· Vote: 17 for – 0 against – 1 abstentions

· Motion passes.
No objection to recess at 3:25 pm.

Tuesday, July 17, 2007, 4:00 PM to 6:00 PM
Chair: Stephen McCann
Recording secretary: Matthew Gast

Call to order and agenda

Meeting called to order on Tuesday, July 17, 2007 by Stephen McCann at 1:29 pm Pacific Daylight Time (PDT).  The chair then reviewed the following topics from the agenda:

Presentation: 11-07/2161r1, Data Segregation, Donald Eastlake & Guido Hiertz
· Dave Stephenson: The same VLAN ID is usually configured on every device, and administration must make sure config is consistent.  If a VLAN tag has local significance only, then devices may become routers.

· Answer: If you have mesh points that need setup and get automatic integration, they need to learn about neighbor capabilities.  There is also discussion in the Wi-Fi Alliance that act like a non-AP STA on one interface and a mesh point on the other side.

· Stephen McCann: TGu is trying to decouple services from SSID, and this might be a useful component.

· Dave Stephenson: Does "service" mean connectivity to VLANs?

· Answer: yes, things like priority are orthogonal; but yes, we are 

· Stephen McCann: What you desire is an extension of TGu capability into mesh network?

· Answer: Can somebody be excluded from a specific VLAN?

· Dave Stephenson: Normally, a STA can associate only with one AP at a time.  This seems to try to do the same thing, in that it allows multiple SSID-to-VLAN bridges.
· Richard Paine: What you want is an end-to-end security association and control of data exchange.

· Dave Stephenson: Does "end-to-end" refer to the ingress and egress from a mesh network.

· Answer: Yes; but a laptop can also do VLAN tagging to attach to multiple networks simultaneously.

· Christian Kuhtz: Isn't this more about dual-radio mesh points (2.4 GHz/4.9 GHz) that have restrictions on what sort of traffic can be carried (for example, commercial traffic cannot be carried in the 4.9 GHz public safety band)?

· Necati Canpolat: From a user perspective, what does this allow?  What services are enabled by simultaneous connections to two networks?

· Answer: VLANs are just a way to implement the services.

· Rajneesh Kumar: Does this require multiple full authentications?  D you need to do a full authentication for each network?

· Answer: If they have different credentials, yes.  If not, then no.

· Rajneesh Kumar: On slide 11, isn't this something that 802.11s should have taken care of?
· Answer: The TGs PAR says "do something based on 11i or some extensions" – the view in TGs is to not make security any worse.  It is currently single-hop security, but not edge to edge.

· Dave Stephenson: You are asking an endpoint to know whether the far endpoint is on the mesh and use an appropriate security scheme.

· Rajneesh Kumar: Is it the job of the infrastructure to decide what VLAN to put you on?

· Response: Laptops may be smart enough to attach to multiple networks, just as they can attach to multiple VLANs right now
· Colin Blanchard: Getting access to the VLAN requires unencrypted messages.  The SSID is out there for the world to see.
· Response: That would be a detail that needs to be worked out.

· Bob Moskowitz (employer ICSA labs, affiliation Verizon Business Systems): On the comment that SSIDs can be used for this: Too many stacks have problems with too many SSIDs.  If 15 APs advertise lots of SSIDs, then many clients break.

· Angelo Centonza: The focus is on protecting traffic in the mesh.  Lots of state 1 coimmunications will be required.

· David Hunter: 802.11r has mobility domains.  Did anybody look into mobility domains to cover the mesh?
Comment Resolutions
· Classification of comments, including unofficial comments
· ES – 56 comments (5 buckets)
· GAS – 278 comments (38 buckets)

· Others – 258 comments (35 buckets)
· QoS – 81 comments (15 buckets)
· SSPN – 242 comments (33 buckets)

· Technical comments reclassified as editorial – 198 comments
· Editorial comments from voters: 1170
· Team creation: interest in joining ad hoc comment resolution teams
· Editorial - 3

· ES – 5
· GAS – 12
· Others – 0
· QoS – 4
· SSPN – 7
· Conclusions: GAS and Others need to be done together; Suggested to split into ES and QoS subgroups
No objection to recessing at 5:45 pm.

Wednesday, July 18, 2007, 8:00 AM to 10:00 AM
Chair: Stephen McCann
Recording secretary: Matthew Gast

Call to order and agenda

Meeting called to order on Wednesday, July 18, 2007 by Stephen McCann at 8:00 am Pacific Daylight Time (PDT).

· As per the 802.11 policies & procedures, the chair called for patents and letters of assurance.  No response was made from the attendees.
Presentation: 11-07/2154r0, Emergency Call Number Support, Elly Kim

· This presentation is based on previous work at the same company.

· Question (Necati Canpolat): Why use native query as opposed to other query methods?  The AP needs to have the information in that case.

· Response (Dave Stephenson): The real need is when the STA comes into the network(/country) and has not associated.

· Ed Reuss, Plantronics: If an information server is not available, you will still get a phone number back.  This approach has extra resiliency.
· Rajneesh Kumar: The user doesn't need to know the number, the phone needs to know the number.  Why can't the terminal know the number instead?

· Colin Blanchard: The terminal needs to know the number, because it may need to unlock the keyboard lock for emergency services in that country.
· Angelo Centonza: How does the terminal know to make the query?

· Ed Reuss: Some devices may make the query automatically, others may do it on demand.  This is a local policy to the device.

Straw poll (8:22 am): Should the authors draft normative text to implement this proposal?

· Results: 17 for – 1 against
Presentation: 11-07/0312r3, Angelo Centonza

No objection to postponing this presentation until the afternoon session.
Presentation: 11-07/2218r2, End-to-End QoS Awareness for Admission Control, Lei Du

· Sajeev Ravindran, Atheros: It is not clear what 802.11 nodes should do to create E2E QoS.

· Answer: This is not a specification.  We are just interested in whether the TG thinks that this is a good idea.
· Rajneesh Kumar, Cisco: Admission control with End-to-end QoS is important.  This is partly done today at the call control layer by SIP proxies.  I am not sure if we need anything extra in TGu to make it happen.

· Dave Stephenson: Are you suggesting that the BSS should know something about nature of congestion elsewhere in network?

· Answer: This presentation has no suggestions.

· Colin Blanchard: ETSI TISPAN has a generic system ("RATS") that covers all technologies.  Although you can plan and design your own network, you can't expect home users to manage everything.

· Ed Reuss: The TG needs to decide if this is in scope, and I am not convinced it is.
Straw poll (8:43 am): Should Task Group U receive further presentations of methods supporting E2E QoS aware for admission control?

· Results: 13 for – 7 against

Presentation: 11-07/2219r1, Venue Type and Name Assisted Network Selection, Dave Stephenson

· Ed Reuss: A suggestion: Venue code zero is unspecified.  Maybe the venue type code of zero should indicate an unspecified subtype within the main venue code.

· Colin Blanchard: This information may not always be trustworthy at the STA, and it should not become normative.

· Response: This is intended to be optional.  Prior to association, TGw can't protect Beacons or any state 1 frames.  Unicast frames would be protected by TGw.
· Allan Thomson: Does GAS carry location?  Location is a logical extension to advertising where venues are.  However, if the network then advertises the location of a police station, is there liability to getting it wrong?

· Rajneesh Kumar: If there are lots of overlapping business types (say, stores in a mall), that may not help confusion.  In a mall, there would be lots of networks that are retail, and it would require multiple levels of GAS query.

· Ed Reuss: This information is useful as long as you don't put too much trust in it.

· Rajneesh Kumar: I question the value of this information, since it is not validated.

· Hong Cheng: This information helps you sort out the SSID.

· Ed Reuss: My favourite use case is my Aunt Doris, who can buy a cordless phone and make it work.  She could never buy a wireless router and make it work.  The main justification for this proposal is making it easier, and this is only useful if it helps introductory people.

· Bob O'Hara: This is only useful if there are agents in the mobile device that can do filtering to get rid of lots of SSIDs.  If you are sitting in front of a particular store in a mall, you are probably only interested in the mall network, and that store's network.  This enables application and agent development on the client.

· Colin Blanchard: Modified client behaviour is implied by the presentation.

· Bob O'Hara: It is still OK to have false information, since it helps with the network selection process.
· Colin Blanchard: One of the uses presented was that a theater could mute ring tones.  What if retail stores decide to suppress phone ringing based on the fact they don't like it?
· Answer: The decision to turn off ringing is is a local phone policy, and not controlled by the network.
· Stephen McCann: Please add the reference for building codes to the slide set.
· Stephen McCann: Are the building codes international or US?

· Answer: The codes are international, but the Web reference was a U.S. city that had drawn from the code list.  It would have cost money to get the full list, and that wasn't necessary until the TG had a chance to consider the basic idea.
· Stephen McCann: This presentation should consider the work done in the IETF GEOPRIV group.
· Angelo Centonza: In the recent letter ballot, we had a few comments about Beacon bloat, and this would add two octets.  Instead, take the same approach that we did with network type, and put the more detailed information
Straw poll (9:17 am): Is task group U supportive of 11-07/2219r1 and having authors draft normative text for potential inclusion into TGu draft?
· Discussion on the motion
· Colin Blanchard: I am concerned about the use of the word "normative," since this information is advisory
· Dave Stephenson: The text for advertisement is normative because it describes what the network must do, but the specification cannot specify what clients do with it.
· Vote: 16 for – 0 against

Liaison discussion for mid-week plenary
· IETF

· ECRIT has requested a two-line summary of the EMU liaison, as well as a short introduction to the work done in TGu
· EMU has requested that somebody from TGu present the liaison

· Matthew Gast will be attending IETF, and volunteered to handle both tasks.
· 3GPP SA2

· Colin Blanchard: They are now working on release 8, but have put a hold on the whole release because of issue regarding an EAP method that supports emergency calls.
· Dave Stephenson: Can we have a face-to-face meeting with SA2?

· Stephen McCann: The easiest way is to invite them to IEEE, or for us to go to SA2.  We could also do a mutual ad hoc, but that involves more travel.

· Dave Stephenson: Can we coordinate an ad hoc so that we meet with them?

Comment Resolution

· CID 1400
· Bob O'Hara: This comment is part of a no vote, but the remedy does not have sufficient detail to change the no vote to a yes.  Therefore, the comment is out of order and can be rejected on those grounds.
· Dave Stephenson: TGu has considered what is optional and mandatory, so the commenter should come back with changes to the PICS.

· Colin Blanchard: Features should be defined as mandatory to implement, but optional to use.

Recessed at 10:00 am.

Wednesday, July 18, 2007, 1:30 PM to 3:30 PM
Chair: Stephen McCann
Recording secretary: Matthew Gast

Call to order and agenda

Meeting called to order on Wednesday, July 18, 2007 by Stephen McCann at 1:32 pm Pacific Daylight Time (PDT).

· As per the 802.11 policies & procedures, the chair called for patents and letters of assurance.  No response was made from the attendees.

· Presentations were moved to occur later in the week to focus on comment resolution.

Comment Resolutions
All comment resolutions in this session were assigned to comment group #1.
· CID 1400

· Straw poll (1:36 pm): Are you satisfied with this comment resolution?

· Vote: 11 yes – 0 no

· CID 1504

· Necati Canpolat, Intel: Too many task groups already exist, and this resolution would make the problem much worse.
· Matthew Gast, Trapeze Networks: Features in the TGu draft are not independent: Many features depend on GAS, for example.  Therefore, we should reject this comment because the features cannot be split.
· David Hunter, Panasonic: Amendments do not have to be one independent thought flow, and can have separate thoughts.
· Keith Amann, Polycom: The task group has considered changing the PAR, and has rejected it.  Therefore, the comment can be resolved in this manner.
· CID 1550
· Necati Canpolat: The scope has already been reduced by removing extraneous features, and cannot be reduced further.
· CID 208

· This comment is directly related to p. 111, line 23.

· Dave Stephenson: Changes should be confined to layer 2, and this comment reflects desire to maintain layer boundaries.

· Matthew Gast: As a resolution, delete "under all circumstances, changes to the" and replace "should be kept to the minimum necessary and" with "can".
· Dave Stephenson: Strike the whole paragraph beginning line 23, and move the following paragraph to the end of the bulleted list before the section break.

· CID 1848: duplicate of CID 208

· CID 1676

· Matthew Gast: Reject this comment because the matter is relevant to the amendment.  SSPNs may assign privileges, and therefore, it is in scope.
· Dave Stephenson: These are specific authorized service types that are in the IMT MIB.
· CID 1462

· David Hunter: This is like the authentication server, which is specified as outside the scope of 802.11.
· Further work is required to resolve this comment.
· CID 1757

· This is a really fancy editorial comment, since it relates to the editing instructions from the baseline standard.
· CID 44: Accepted

· CID 639: Similar to CID 44.  The proposed text for CID 44 was preferable to the group.

· CID 148

· Stephen McCann: Normative references must be available to the public, and 802.21 does not fulfill that requirement.
· Dorothy Stanley: Normative references must be published before sponsor ballot.  802.21 is going to sponsor ballot now, and therefore, this should not be a problem because it will be published before TGu completes its work.
· David Hunter: If 802.21 will be published first, then this meets the requirement
· Dave Stephenson: If we have no reference to 802.21 in this draft, then it can be informative and listed in the bibliography.

· Necati Canpolat: 802.21 requires MLME messages like LinkUp and LinkDown.

· Dave Stephenson: Primitives stand on their own in our draft, and don't need another specification.

· CID 149
· David Hunter: The PAR for 802.11u was based on requirements from 802.21, and that makes this requirements document part of the 11u PAR.
· CID 176

· Dave Stephenson: Definition is in the baseline standard, definition 3.110 in the base standard.

· CID 1029: Duplicate of CID 176

· CID 239: Counter with reference to CID 148.

· CID 837: Counter with reference to CID 148.

· CID 1104: Counter with reference to CID 148.

· CID 1691: Counter with reference to CID 148.

· CID 838

· David Hunter: We do not reference the requirements document, so we should remove it from the list.

· CID 1105: Accept, with reference to CID 838.

· CID 714: Accept, with reference to CID 838.

· CID 242: Accept text changes and refer to CID 560.

· CID 560: AN is defined as an abbreviation in clause 4, and IEEE 802.11 AN is defined in clause 3.
· CID 1519: Accept.

· CID 309: The TG will use "InterworkingService" instead of "Interworking in all similar comments.
· CIDs 310, 311, 312, 313: Duplicates of CID 309
· CID 397: Change 802.11i to "802.11-2007 Robust Security Network"

· CID 1809: Duplicate of CID 1809.
Motion (3:28 pm): Move to approve comment resolutions in Comment Group 1 in document 11-07-2204-02-000u-lb107-comment-spreadsheet-technical-sorted.xls"

· Moved by David Hunter, seconded by Dave Stephenson

· Discussion on the motion
· Does this need to meet the four-hour rule?

· Motion (3:33 pm): To lay the current motion on the table until tomorrow
· Moved by David Hunter, seconded by Stuart Kerry

· Call for unanimous consent, no objection.

Meeting recessed at 3:33 pm.

Thursday, July 19, 2007, 8:00 AM to 10:00 AM
Chair: Stephen McCann
Recording secretary: Matthew Gast

Meeting called to order on Wednesday, July 18, 2007 by Stephen McCann at 8:00 am Pacific Daylight Time (PDT).

Motion (8:08 am): "Request the editorial team to propose resolutions of editorial comments received in response to LB #107 and those technical comments deemed to be editorial in document 11-07-2204r1."
· Moved by Matthew Gast, seconded by Hong Cheng

· Discussion on the motion

· Dave Stephenson: Will these come back for a vote?
· Answer: Yes, the proposed resolutions will need to be voted on

· Bill Marshall: Should this be for more than just the editor?

· Andrew Myles: Anybody can propose comment resolutions, so this is a non-motion.
· Vote: 15 for – 0 against – 2 abstentions
· Motion passes

Comment Resolution

The starting point for comment resolution is document 11-07/2204r2.  Resolutions adopted during this session will be placed in comment group 2.
· CID 468: Chair to ask commenter for clarification
· CID 489: Same resolution as CID 468.

· CID 472: Submission required

· CID 493: Same resolution as CID 472.

· CID 473: A submission will be required to 
· CID 485

· Colin Blanchard: This is an external SSPN.

· Dave Stephenson: Authentication has to do with external networks, so this is in scope.

· Proposed Resolution: Reject comment because it is an aid to network selection.

· CID 506: Identical to CID 485
· CID 535:

· Srini Sreemanthula: This section must be read with base standard because some elements will be included only if it is an active scan

· CID 550: A submission is required to synchronize TGu and TGy MIB entries.
· CID 594: The submission to 550 should resolve this comment.

· CID 552: Further investigation is required.
· CID 598: Accepted

· CID 840: Accepted, submission required
· CID 842: duplicate of CID 598

· CID 1107: Duplicate of CID 598

· CID 146: Accept commenter's proposed resolution
· CID 601: Relabel as editorial

· CID 620: Duplicate of CID 601

· CID 696: Counter with text correction that states that the value of the Length field is 2 plus the variable length.

· CID 704: Dupliciate of CID 696

· CID 723

· Colin Blanchard: Two definitions of the word roaming are in the document

· Dave Stephenson: Most other groups use the word transition for moving between APs, following TGr

· Handover is not a better word; Matthew Gast suggested it, but several people simulataneously rejected the suggestion.
· Colin Blanchard: Suggest retaining "roaming" in the definition of the word roaming, but change it from meaning "AP-AP transition" to meaning "network-network transition"
· Call for submissions to implement option #2 in the comment; Colin Blanchard volunteered

· CIDs 1020, 1697: Will be resolved by CID 723.

· CIDs 177, 726, 1030: Reject all three because the term appears in the base standard (Figure 5-6), and commenters should make an interpretation request.
· CIDs 747, 1584

· Dave Stephenson: Implementations often look for exceptions before doing range checking, which is why this is the way it is

· Allan Thomson: How does the parser know that options are there?

· Dave Stephenson: It would look at the IE length length, subtract 16, and then that gives you the number of exceptions
· Allan Thomson: Optional fields usually at the end

· Dave Stephenson and Srini Sreemanthula suggested leaving the text as is

· Sanjiv Nanda supported the comment and moving the optional elements to the end.
· Stephen McCann: Suggest clarifying intent by adding text to draft about intended parser usage and the fact that exceptions can be processed first.
· Proposed resolution: counter the comment by adding text to describe why the optional fields should come first; Dave Stephenson volunteered.
· CIDs 841 and 1106: Same resolution as CID 598.

· CIDs 797, 551, 595: Accept 595, which refers to another draft, and counter 797 and 551 with that resolution.  Dave Stephenson volunteered to produce a submission.
· CIDs 787, 799, and 800: These also refer to CID 595.

· CIDs 64, 65, 66, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, and 75: Matthew Gast volunteered to produce a submission

The spreadsheet, updated with these comment resolutions, will be uploaded as r3.

Meeting recessed at 10:00 am. 
Thursday, July 19, 2007, 4:00 PM to 6:00 PM
Chair: Stephen McCann
Recording secretary: Matthew Gast

Call to order and agenda
Meeting called to order on Thursday, July 19, 2007 by Stephen McCann at 4:00 pm Pacific Daylight Time (PDT).

· As per the 802.11 policies & procedures, the chair called for patents and letters of assurance.  No response was made from the attendees.

Presentation: 11-07/2227r1, Rate Control for GAS Requests, Angelo Centonza
· Rajneesh Kumar, Cisco: Is this normative text, or is this an amendment?

· Answer: This proposes normative text that is not mandatory.
· Dave Stephenson: When does status code 59 get returned?

· Answer: When the GAS request rate has exceeded a threshold and a query must be dropped.
· Dave Stephenson: If the GAS initial response frame is dropped, does the AP respond with this code?
· Answer: That query may be queued rather than dropped.
· Dave Stephenson: What does a STA do if it gets this status code?

· Answer: The STA knows it won't get a final response.

· Dave Stephenson: So this is an acknowledged drop instead of a silent drop?

· Answer: Yes

· Rajneesh Kumar: Can you give an example?

· Answer: A rogue STA sending too many queries.
· Rajneesh Kumar: If this is a DoS attack, the attacker will not care and will just keep attacking.

· Answer: The comeback delay would be set to throttle back GAS transmissions.

· Matthew Gast: A rogue STA can send whatever frame types it wants, and need not use GAS.  Would this be a way of using the AP to protect the advertising server?

· Answer: Yes

· Srini Sreemanthula: It does not need to be a rogue STA to generate requests.  Applications may generate multiple simultaneous requests.

· Colin Blanchard: Could a forged message with status code 59 cause a DoS to the STA?

· Answer: Flow control works the same way for requests and responses.  If the threshold is reached and you send a request while waiting for the previous response, then your request is dropped.

· Srini Sreemanthula: The GASTIM period is not on a per-STA basis, it is for the entire BSS.  The Comeback delay may be set on a per-query basis.

Motion (4:34 pm): Move to instruct the Technical Editor to include normative text from document 11-07-2227r1 for GAS-Retry-Rate-Control feature into the TGu draft amendment

· Moved by Angelo Centonza, seconded by Srini Sreemanthula

· Discussion on the motion

· Dave Stephenson: The proposed text is "should" behaviour, not "shall" behaviour.  Does the task group really require more debate on that?  Second, if a state does the "should," then all advertisement types, not just 802.21, are limited to one outstanding request at a time.  That may require that queries be serialized, and may increase the time to select a network.

· Angelo Centonza: Association delays depend on AP load. Heavily loaded APs may increase association time.

· Dave Stephenson: My previous suggestion was to include this in an informative appendix.  This is now a change in approach.  An AP already has the ability to change the comeback delay.  How and whenthe AP changes the comeback delay should probably be normative, and this text needs tobe made more detailed.

· Dave Stephenson: The GASTIM count should only be changed on a Beacon to avoid confusion only with stations.  If this causes a query to be dropped, it may need to be resubmitted, which would increase the medium load on the network

· Angelo Centonza: The GASTIM is not specified by the draft, and that makes it an implementation decision.
· Motion (4:46 pm) by Angelo Centonza: Postpone this motion indefinitely.

· Discussion on the motion

· Keith Amann: This motion will drop off the table at the end of the session.
· No objection to tabling the motion by unanimous consent.

Liaison Discussion
· Cellular operators, George Bumiller (11-07/0832r1)
· Necati Canpolat: Are the pieces of information in the roaming database assembled from 802.21, or elsewhere?
· Answer: These items come from going through the 802.21 draft and tutorial, but it is not a list of just 802.21 items.

· Colin Blanchard: SA1 recently closed, and reinstated itself as a fixed broadband access, and they should be looking at these requirements.

· Stephen McCann: Suggest scheduling a teleconference for cellular liasons.
· Dave Stephenson: In Montreal, one of the operators said that they don't want location of APs to be in the database due to privacy concerns.
· Stephen McCann: Lots of operators exist from all over, so many of us need to contribute.
· 3GPP SA1 liasons: S1-071111.doc & S1-071123.doc
· These are "in flight."  They have been sent by SA1, but have not been received by the IEEE 802.11 chair and delegated to TGu.
· Stephen McCann: I propose a teleconference to discuss these two and the cellular operator liason, followed by a joint teleconference with 802.21.
· IETF liaison – EMU & ECRIT

· Gabor Bajko: EMU was not the original group that developed the existing EAP methods, and may not be able to answer the question asked in the liaison.
· Gabor Bajko: Also be sure to emphasize that you want EAP key exchange only, not authentication.
· ECRIT – For the TGu update, Matthew Gast will present 11-07/2078, which is the TGu tutorial from Monday night.
· NENA & ASIF

· These have not been officially received.
Teleconferences and ad hoc meetings
· Ad hoc – Europe (August 28 – August 31)

· Joint face to face with 3GPP SA2 during ad hoc
· 3GPP SA1 teleconference (Information server issues): September 5 2007, 10:00 AM ET
· 802.21 joint teleconference: September 7 2007, 10:00 AM ET
Return to Motion tabled yesterday at 3:33 pm (5:51 pm): Move to approve comment resolutions in Comment Group 1 in document 11-07-2204-02-000u-lb107-comment-spreadsheet-technical-sorted.xls"

· David Hunter is not available, but Dave Stephenson was willing to become the mover

· Seconded by Matthew Gast

· No debate on the motion

· Vote: 10 for – 0 against – 0 abstentions

· Motion passes
Motion (5:55 pm): Move to approve comment resolutions in Comment Group 2 in document 11-07-2204-02-000u-lb107-comment-spreadsheet-technical-sorted.xls
· Moved by Srini Sreemanthula, seconded by Matthew Gast

· No debate on the motion

· Vote: 11 for – 0 against – 0 abstentions

· Motion passes

Motion (5:57 pm): Move to approve a TGu ad hoc in Helsinki, Finland on August 28-31, 2007.  The intention is to invite a joint meeting with 3GPP SA2 on one of these ad hoc dates.

· Moved by Srini Sreemanthula, seconded by Angelo Centonza

· Discussion on the motion

· Gabor Bajko: Is there a list of topics to be discussed with SA2?
· Andrew Myles: How many people are interested in showing up if it is just comment resolution?

· To answer the question, the chair took a poll and eight members were interested in attending.

· Vote: 8 for – 0 against – 4 abstentions
Meeting adjourned at 6:04 pm.
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