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Tuesday, March 18, 2008, 10:30 AM to 12:30 PM
Chair: Stephen McCann
Recording secretary: Matthew Gast

Call to order and agenda

Meeting called to order on Tuesday, March 18, 2008 by Stephen McCann at 10:31 am Eastern Daylight Time (EDT).  The chair then reviewed the following topics from the agenda:

· The agenda is document number 11-08/0280r1
· The chair read the IEEE patent policy highlights

· The membership had no questions on the policy

· The chair also noted the guidelines for IEEE working group meetings, and links to the affiliation FAQ, antitrust guidelines, code of ethics, patent policy, and meeting etiquette
· The chair requested information on essential patents, patent claims, and pending patent applications and called for letters of assurance.  No response was made to the call.

· The chair reminded members to record attendance

· No objection was made to approving the agenda by unanimous consent
Approval of the minutes of past meetings
· January 2008 meeting, Taipei (11-08/0095r0)

· The chair asked for corrections; none were required

· The chair requested approval by unanimous consent

· There was no objection from the task group, so the minutes are approved
· February 2008 ad hoc, Athens (11-08/0246r0)

· Discussion of the minutes

· Necati Canpolat asked for clarification on who will brief the task group on the developments in 802.1af?

· The chair will follow up with Tony Jeffree

· Colin Blanchard requested clarification on a comment made by Gabor Bajko related to SSID validation.

· The secretary worked with Gabor Bajko to correct the minutes, and displayed an updated revision of the minutes in 11-08/246r1.

· The chair asked for further corrections; none were required

· The chair requested approval of 11-08/0246r1 by unanimous consent

· There was no objection from the task group, so the r1 revision of the minutes were approved
· March 2008 ad hoc, Orlando (11-08/0329r0)

· The chair asked for corrections; none were required

· The chair requested approval by unanimous consent

· There was no objection from the task group, so the minutes are approved
Presentation: 11-08/0340r0, GAS Name Change, Gabor Bajko
· Matthew Gast: For the record, GAS was not named after me.

· Matthew Gast: This is likely to be a huge edit.  Are you willing to write the submission?

· Gabor Bajko: Yes.
· Matthew Gast: There are many words on the screen to construct a better name.  Do you have any concrete suggestions out of the word list?
· Gabor Bajko: "state 1 query mechanism", or just simply "query mechanism"

· Stephen McCann (personal, not as chair): Would prefer to keep the mechanism generic

· Gabor Bajko: Yes, but the protocol needs some modification to be generic.

· Colin Blanchard: This is a way of operators advertising connectivity services in a way that is not 802.21.

· Gabor Bajko: If the goal is advertising, then the protocol needs to be changed, since it doesn't advertise anything.
· Matthew Gast: Rather than call attention to the need for a new name, would it be possible to get a suggested list of names before the big editing submission?

Straw poll (11:34 am): Do you support the author coming up with a list of suggested names?
· Vote: 10 for – 0 against

Comment Resolution

· Necati Canpolat suggested dividing the GAS comments into the two sub-categories of "interworking" and "network selection"
· Comment spreadsheet to be uploaded as r2.
Wednesday, March 19, 2008, 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, March 19, 2008 by Stephen McCann at 8:05 am Eastern Daylight Time (EDT).  The chair then reviewed the following topics from the agenda:

· The agenda is document number 11-08/0280r1
· Changes were made to agenda, which were approved by unanimous consent

· The modified agenda was uploaded as 11-08/0280r2

· The chair requested information on essential patents, patent claims, and pending patent applications and called for letters of assurance.  No response was made to the call.

· The chair reminded members to record attendance

PAR Extension

· The chair displayed a proposed PAR extension request, with estimates for the development of the TGu draft and estimated dates for the completion of the project
Motion (8:27 am): "Move to approve TGu PAR Extension form reference 233209278.5784 as found on the IEEE-SA MyProject website at https://development.standards.ieee.org/cgi-bin/NesCOM/myP_par?prt_pview."
· Moved by Jesse Walker, seconded by Dave Stephenson

· No discussion on the motion
· Vote: 12 in favor – 0 against – 0 abstentions

· Motion passes (100%)

Liaisons

· WFA Public Safety Update, Necati Canpolat

· Necati Canpolat updated the task group on a recently formed Wi-Fi Alliance task group.

· In the March WFA meeting in Prague, the group discussed its first statement of work, which includes the usage model and requirements.
· Necati Canpolat requested that TGu produce a liaison giving the WFA the latest 802.11u draft

· Discussion

· Dave Stephenson: What is the objective of this WFA task group?

· Necati Canpolat: The group is coming up with use cases for the 4.9 GHz band.  Also, it is answering the question for how you identify networks, provide access/AAA.
· Dave Stephenson: The "normal" WFA process is to start with an IEEE draft that is fairly stable and develop a certification.  Many people are not aware of the TGu work.  What IEEE draft is the work of this WFA task group based on?
· Necati Canpolat: This task group was not based on an IEEE draft.  The chair of the WFA Public Safety task group felt there was a need for a group, and I suggested using the IEEE draft as the base work.
· Stephen McCann: We created a special version of the 802.11u-D2.0 for 3GPP.  We can do the same thing for the WFA, but we need a specific request from the WFA to get the draft.

· Necati Canpolat volunteered to coordinate with Andrew Myles to ensure that the request for the draft will be made in the WFA liaison report.

· Colin Blanchard: On the scope of the WFA task group, is it authority-authority communications?

· Necati Canpolat: Yes, as well as incident area networks and municipal area networks 

· Colin Blanchard: The requirements for authority-authority communication are MLPP, accreditation of security to standards, and fallback options if there is no central control.  These are unique to public safety and commercial networks generally don't need these three features.

· Stephen McCann: Is the scoping document available?

· Necati Canpolat: There is a slide set in the WFA member space, but the statement of work has not been written.

· Gabor Bajko: What are the scope requirements of public safety?  Are they making up requirements that 802.11 must implement?  Are there new features that need to be developed?

· Necati Canpolat: The big question is the usage model they wish to support.
· 802.1af Network Selection, Necati Canpolat

· Discussion

· Nancy Cam-Winget: There is a new 802.1af draft issued in Februrary (version 2.1).  There are components being discussed this week.

· Jesse Walker: Look at details of how this mechanism works to ensure that it meets your requirements.  This assumes that the link establishment is in progress.

· Nancy Cam-Winget: The mechanism is a TLV structure within 802.1X.

· Dave Stephenson: Does this require that the 1X port be open?
· Jesse Walker: Overloads 1X to carry advertisement information.  If you want to get information before the 802.11 association, this protocol is not sufficient..

· IETF EMU liaison response

· This action item has completed

Presentation: 11-08/0340r1, GAS Name Change, Gabor Bajko
· Colin Blanchard: On slide 4, the new proposed names look like modulation schemes
· Dave Stephenson: These names have the same problem – GAS is really a state 1 transport.
· Gabor Bajko: It is a query mechanism.  You make a query, and get a response.

· Dave Stephenson: That is how it is an advertisement.  You make a query and receive a response of advertised services.

· Gabor Bajko: Advertisements must be unsolicted.  The dictionary defines "advertisement" as unsolicited
· Allan Thomson: Not specifically.  Individuals can sign up to receive advertisements.
· Gabor Bajko: I question the "service" name because it is not interacting with a server.

· Dave Stephenson: The server is the backend thing you interact with.

· Necati Canpolat: A service is used by an entity.

· Gabor Bajko: We are not providing emergency service.  We provide access only to those services.

The meeting recessed at 9:57 am.

Wednesday, March 19, 2008, 1:30 PM to 3:30 PM and 4:00 PM to 6:00 PM
Chair: Stephen McCann
Recording secretary: Matthew Gast

Call to order and agenda

Meeting called to order on Wednesday, March 19, 2008 by Stephen McCann at 1:40 pm Eastern Daylight Time (EDT).  The chair then reviewed the following topics from the agenda:

· The agenda is document number 11-08/0280r2
· The chair requested information on essential patents, patent claims, and pending patent applications and called for letters of assurance.  No response was made to the call.

· The chair reminded members to record attendance

Comment Resolution

· Comments were divided into categories.  Volunteers for the categories were assigned in revision 3 of the comment spreadsheet.
· Gabor Bajko: The entire task group should process all comments.  If we break into ad hoc mode, we should come back to order to discuss all the work as a group.
Without objection, the group recessed into ad hoc mode until 5:15 for the purpose of proposing comment resolutions.
· Spreadsheets with proposed resolutions from ad hoc groups were merged and uploaded as revsion 4 of the comment spreadsheet.

The meeting recessed at 5:59 pm.
Thursday, March 20, 2008, 8:00 AM to 10:00 AM
Chair: Stephen McCann
Recording secretary: Matthew Gast

Call to order and agenda

Meeting called to order on Thursday, March 20, 2008 by Stephen McCann at 8:03 am Eastern Daylight Time (EDT).  The chair then reviewed the following topics from the agenda:

· The agenda is document number 11-08/0280r2
· The chair reminded members to record attendance

· The chair requested information on essential patents, patent claims, and pending patent applications and called for letters of assurance.  No response was made to the call.

11-08/0417r0, SA2 Liaison, George Bumiller
· Upon review of the document, the group proposed several minor edits to the text.

· Package size – is it big enough

· Montemurro: mgt frames cannot be avoided

· Gabor Bajko: These questions are too detailed to send to SA2.  They should be sent to CT1 in a future time.

· Colin Blanchard: This liaison should be sent to the SA plenary, and cc:ed to interested groups.  This is a protocol issue, not an architecture issue

· Mike Montemurro: For the purpose of clearing up what we are asking, we should create a "technical considerations" section to describe the protocol issues.
· Colin Blanchard: The list of features discussed should also include the QoS control and cipher control added to latest draft.
· Mike Montemurro: Summary should use something other than "non AP STA"

Presentation: 11-08/0340r3, GAS Name Change, Gabor Bajko
· Dave Stephenson: Don't agree with the point made on the word "generic," because the protocol is extensible.  Right now, there are only three GAS protocol types proposed, but more can be easily added.

· Gabor Bajko: When I proposed adding items to GAS like DNS and DHCP, the group responded that that information should be placed in a vendor-specific field.  Thererefore, the extension mechanism is not standard.

· Mike Montemurro: DHCP and DNS are distribution services, and occur on the other side of the bridge.  This breaks the 802.1 architecture to put them in the GAS protocol.

· Matthew Gast: What does the use of red for words mean?

· Gabor Bajko: The red color identifies my personal recommendations
· Colin Blanchard: "SIP" is used elsewhere, and would be a bad idea

· Matthew Gast: Agree with Colin Blanchard
· Gabor Bajko: Can add another letter, like "StIP"

· Chair: There are 3 ways forward: (1) leave the name as is, (2) change name to be "backward compatible" so that the editing is less strenuous (as in slide 6), or (3) change the name to something requiring a new abbreviation

· Dave Stephenson: This is not a technical problem because there is no criticism of the technical operations of the protocol, only its name.
Straw poll (9:33 am): Do you agree that GAS (Generic Advertisement Service) is a confusing definition?

· Result: 1 agree – 5 disagree – 4 abstain

Comment Resolutions
· CID 710
· Gabor Bajko: If discovery is a layer 2 function, the IETF won't specify protocols for use with it.
Orders of the day were called at 10:02 am.
Thursday, March 20, 2008, 10:30 AM to 12:30 PM
Chair: Stephen McCann
Recording secretary: Matthew Gast

Call to order and agenda

Meeting called to order on Thursday, March 20, 2008 by Stephen McCann at 10:33 am Eastern Daylight Time (EDT).  The chair then reviewed the following topics from the agenda:

· The agenda is document number 11-08/0280r2
· The chair reminded members to record attendance

· The chair requested information on essential patents, patent claims, and pending patent applications and called for letters of assurance.  No response was made to the call.

· Motions are in 11-08/0401r0

Motion (10:37 am): "Request the editorial team to propose resolutions of editorial comments received in response to LB #122 and those technical comments deemed to be editorial in document 11-08-0326-04-000u-lb-122-comment-spreadsheet.xls"

· Moved by George Bumiller, seconded by Matthew Gast

· Discussion on the motion

· Gabor Bajko: The editorial team should not be empowered to address to technical comments that were misclassified

· Vote: 7 for – 0 against – 2 abstentions

· Motion passes (100%)

Motion (10:43 am): "Move to approve comment resolutions in Comment Group 2 in document 11-08-0326-04-000u-lb-122-comment-spreadsheet.xls and request the technical editor to incorporate them into the TGu draft document."

· Moved by Necati Canpolat, seconded by Colin Blanchard

· No discussion on the motion

· Vote: 7 for – 0 against – 2 abstentions

· Motion passes (100%)

Comment Resolution
· The group discussed comments 710, 39, 30, 576, 333, 711 & 712.  Proposed resolutions were recorded in the spreadsheet.
Ad hoc meeting
· After discussion of where and when to hold an ad hoc meeting, 
Motion (11:38 am): "Move to approve a TGu ad hoc in the San Jose area, CA USA on April 30th – May 2nd 2008.  The intention is to have a joint meeting with TGv on one of these ad hoc dates."
· Moved by Necati Canpolat, seconded by Dave Stephenson

· No discussion on the motion

· Vote: 8 for – 0 against – 2 abstain

· Motion passes (100%)

Comment Resolution

· In discussion of CID 176, the group took the following straw poll:
Straw poll (11:59 am): "Should the capability bits for QoS map and EBR be moved out of the interworking IE into the extended capabilities IE?"

· Vote: 3 for – 1 against – 6 abstain

Comment Resolution
· Comment resolution continued, adding comments into group 4.
The meeting recessed at 12:28 pm.

Thursday, March 20, 2008, 1:30 PM to 3:30 PM
Chair: Stephen McCann
Recording secretary: Matthew Gast

Call to order and agenda

Meeting called to order on Thursday, March 20, 2008 by Stephen McCann at 1:37 pm Eastern Daylight Time (EDT).  The chair then reviewed the following topics from the agenda:

· The agenda is document number 11-08/0280r2
· The chair reminded members to record attendance

· The chair requested information on essential patents, patent claims, and pending patent applications and called for letters of assurance.  No response was made to the call.

· Motions are in 11-08/0401r0

Timeline

· Changes proposed were accepted by unanimous consent

3GPP Liaison, George Bumiller

· The group discussed and edited the liaison letter.

Motion (2:39 pm): "Move to approve liaison document 11-08/0417r1 and request the IEEE 802.11 WG chair to forward it to 3GPP SA, together with the TGu feature summary document 11-08/0415r1."
· Moved by George Bumiller, seconded by Colin Blanchard

· No discussion on the motion

· Vote: 8 for – 0 against – 4 abstentions
· Motion passes (100%)

Teleconferences
· After discussion of dates, the following motion was made:
Motion (2:50 pm): "Move to approve TGu teleconferences on the following dates:


April 3 2008 : 10 ET comment resolution


April 17 2008 : 10 ET ad hoc preparation"

· Moved by Dorothy Stanley, seconded by Dave Stephenson
· No discussion of the motion
· The motion was approved by unanimous consent
Comment Resolutions
· The group discussed proposed resolutions in group 4.

· All proposed comment resolutions not discussed were moved into group 6.

Motion (3:26 pm): "Move to approve comment resolutions in Comment Group 4 in document 11-08-0326-06-000u-lb122-comment-spreadsheet.xls and request the technical editor to incorporate them into the TGu draft document."

· Moved by Matthew Gast, seconded by David Hunter

· No discussion on the motion

· Vote: 8 for – 0 agaisnst – 3 abstentions

· Motion passes (100%)

With no objection, the meeting adjourned at 3:30 pm.



Abstract


Minutes of the 802.11 Task Group U meeting held during the IEEE 802 Plenary Session in March 2008 in Orlando, Florida, USA from March 17th – 21st, 2008.
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