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Minutes of TGm meetings at the 802 Plenary Session in Dallas, Texas
Nov 11, 2008, Tuesday PM1
1. Matthew Gast called to order 1:35pm  -- Meeting room had changed to Baker.

1.1. Meeting/Agenda slides are in 08/1330r0

2. Patent Policy was reviewed (Slide 5)

2.1. Call for Patents – No responses was received.

2.2.  However the table legs seemed to be found painfully by the knees of a couple attendees…(
3. Review of Final Policies

4. Minutes of the last meeting in Waikaloa meeting in Sept are in 08-1114r1 

4.1. Minutes were approved without objection

5. Call for comments closed yesterday (8-10-08) – late coming comments will be asked to post during the first WG LB cycle.

6. Interpretation Request #1

6.1. Request received from Johannes Berg <johannes@sipsolutions.net> :

In 802.11-2007, section 11.7.1.2 ("Setup procedure at the AP") [for DLS] notes:

"[...] Send DLS Response frame to the STA that sent the DLS Request frame with a result code of Not a STA, if the destination STA [...]“

Is this meant to say
"[...] Send DLS Response frame to the STA that sent the DLS Request frame with a result code of Not QoS STA, if the destination STA [...]“

(note "Not QoS STA")

Note: emphasis added
6.2. Data points for Interpretation Request

· Text appears on page 458 of 802.11-2007

· Table 11-6 on page 458 of 802.11-2007 maps result codes for primitives into status codes

· Table has codes for NOT_ALLOWED, NOT_PRESENT, and NOT_QOS_STA

· Table 7-23 (status codes) on pp. 94-5 of 802.11-2007 has code 50 for “The Destination STA is not a QoS STA” but does not have a status code for “not a STA”

6.3. Discussion on the format of the response was done.

6.4. note that we do not actually interpret or consult on the standards.  The TG is not in a position to “correct” or create solution in this context.

6.5. So, the response should be Unambiguous, and should be referred to the WG.

6.6. Matthew will prepare a proposed wording, and then bring back later in the week.

6.7. 1339 has all the current interpretations for 802.11-2007.

7. Issues Review and Resolution

7.1. 1127r4 has been posted as the file with all the comments received so far.

7.2. discussion on how to process the incoming comments

7.3. some options were discussed (divide/together, topic/clause) agreed to look together initially and then decide.

7.4. 1127r4 was then reviewed.

7.4.1. decided to have primary sort order by clause number

7.4.2. CID 1-22 have had a portion truncated, and so will be checked against the original submitted material.

7.4.3. CID 24 was accepted as an easy one to agree on.

7.4.4. CID 26 was grouped to definitions

7.4.5. CID 27 was grouped to Style – seems straight forward, but defer for now.

7.4.6. CID 55 -- rejected, This figure is the original graphic.

7.4.7. CID 67 – counter. Changed to IEEE 802 LAN

7.4.8. CID 98 – classified as security. – Accept – TKIP to be marked Deprecated. 

7.4.8.1. HOWEVER: we do want to follow up with the security experts to ensure the correct choice was made.

7.4.8.2. there was agreement that this should be done, but concern that we need more expert input.

7.4.9. CID 42 – classified MAC 

7.4.10. CID 56 – classified MAC

7.4.11. CID 28 – classified Style

7.4.12. CID 29 – classified Document Structure

7.4.13. CID 30 – Accept

7.4.14. CID 31 – Accept – Style

7.4.15. CID 32 – classified as General

7.4.16. CID 43 – Classified as Document Structure – 

7.4.16.1. this came from TGv due to the problem of the base standard not being consistent, and that “is optionally present” or “may be present” should be used consistently.  This should be applied to make a consistent document.

7.4.16.2. So the main issue is does clause 7 have normative text or not.  Is this clause only a definition, then that effects which way we would want to choose.  

7.4.16.3. Previous efforts to make clause 7 only definitions, ran into basically two groups of things that were found… a lot of formats were able to have all the “shall”s removed and found that there were many that simply could not easily be removed, and so there were some “shall” statements left in.

7.4.17. CID 78  -- classified as Management

7.4.17.1. this topic is going to be a bit tricky, and a rather large technical implication, so the commenter was asked to provide a bit more justification in a presentation at a later date.

7.4.18. CID 47 – clause number should be 7.3.2.6 – Accept.

7.4.19. CID 33 – accept.

7.4.19.1. the question is if this is really redundant, and if the material should be included, and if the other places are consistent.

7.4.19.2. it was decided that as this is the only place, accepting is correct.

7.4.20. CID 34 – Reject – there is a case where this is necessary for clarity

7.4.20.1. The FH parameters element is a special case. 

7.4.20.2. discussion of the value of FH material even if not a popular product set, the material has value for networking issues.

7.4.21. CID 36 – accepted, the sentence was incorrect.

7.4.22. CID 93 – classified as QoS

7.4.23. CID 35 – Accept – the last free bit was reserved by TGk

7.4.24. CID 64 – Accept

7.4.24.1. this is an old term that is being defined. This is simply decibels.

7.4.25. CID 45 classified as Management.  More thought is needed

7.4.26. CID 52 – counter see spreadsheet for text

7.4.27. CID 94, 48, 49, 50 all classified to QOS

7.4.28. CID 77  -- classified as Management

8. recessed 3:30pm (15:30)

Wedness morning AM1 November 12, 2008 8:00am

9. Matthew Gast Called to order at 8:05 in Cumberland A

10. Review of change to agenda

10.1. added PAR Feedback resolution

10.2. Discussion of if the processing of all the comments now or a subset would be better.

10.2.1. How soon can we get to first draft

10.2.2. heading off comments sooner than later allow clauses to close quicker

10.2.3. structural changes cause more comments due to change-bar to occur

10.2.4. Comments that are more broad ranging in change should be addressed sooner than later

10.2.5. Comments that were submitted on PAR as apposed to the draft were possibly submitted.

11. Feedback Revision PAR

11.1. Feedback from Paul Nicolich

11.2. Proposed Feedback

11.2.1. Add a new sentence in 5.5 need for Project clause:

11.2.1.1. “The approved amendments as of the filing of the revision PAR include 802.11k, 802.11r, and 802.11y amendments.”
11.2.2. TGmb Motion: Accept the proposed response contained in 08/1373r0 slide 4.
11.2.3.  Moved by Jon Rosdahl, 2nd Mike Montemurro

11.2.3.1. request to change the 802.11k to P802.11k-2008 and likewise for r and y.

11.2.3.2. Question on why not list the potential also?

11.2.3.3. Ammended Proposed Feedback:
11.2.3.3.1. “The approved amendments as of the filing of the revision PAR include P802.11k-2008, P802.11r-2008, and P802.11y-2008 amendments.”
11.2.3.3.2. amendment passes without objection

11.2.3.4. motion passes 8-0-0
12. Document 1366 – November 2008 Interpretation Response 

12.1. It was agreed that this was Unambiguous, but poorly written

12.2. The response was reviewed.

12.3. where will this be processed – The WG is free to assign it, but TGmb most likely.

12.4. motion to accept 11-08/1366r0 as the response to Interpretation Request #15.

12.4.1. moved Mark Hamilton, Nancy Cam-Winget

12.4.1.1. 9-0-0 – motion passes and will be forwarded to WG for approval

13. Approval of Comment Group 1 in issues list (11-08/1127r5)

13.1. all comments that had a resolution from Yesterday’s mtg slot are now grouped in #1.

13.1.1. Move to approve comment resoutions in comment Group 1 in Document 11-08/1127r5

13.1.1.1. moved Mike Montemurro 2nd Jon Rosdahl

13.1.1.2. Question on the response to our question on TKIP to the security experts.

13.1.1.2.1. one said it should have been done long ago.

13.1.1.2.2. another ones said that while they don’t like it, they want it to be still available for use as it may have some value.

13.1.1.2.3. The intent at this point it to simply deprecate it.

13.1.1.2.4. other deprecations will need to be resolved going forward

13.1.1.2.5. The Proposed resolution is to deprecate it and to change call-outs for options to remove the deprecated type.

13.1.1.3. 7-0-2 motion passes to accept the comment resolutions for Group 1
14. Issue Review and Resolutions continue using 1127r5

14.1. The working copy will be r6

14.2. CID 57: assigned to MAC

14.3. CID 65: Accept – Submission required to resolve --- the specific conflict resolution to be proposed.
14.4. CID 62: it seems that this may be ambiguous, but a a quick solution was not readily agreed, assigned to PS-Mode

14.5. CID 101: Assign to PS-Mode as it is similar to CID 62

14.6. CID 61: Assign to PS-Mode – There was some discussion on how easy or complicated this change may be, so it was deffered to the PS-Mode

14.7. CID 82:  – This is actually in the R amendment page…There was a discussion on the issue of if the STA is generic enough or if a specific reference is required…more time to research this and the consistency needs to be done.

14.8. CID 80: there were two alternatives given, the first option seemed to be the best choice.  The group agreed to accept the first option, the table referenced is in 11r.  This is 11A-2 in the 802.11r.  This is on an area that may be a constant issue.
14.9. CID 83 through 87: assigned to MAC

14.10. CID 79: assigned to PHY, See Comment 72 for counter

14.11. CID 72: a proposed change was made that could resolve this issue.  Accept (Also resolves 79 and 40.

14.12. CID  40 See comment 72 for counter

14.13. CID 74: Accept – sentence is better

14.14. CID 75: Counter: Edit this Block so that it says: “followed by the SIGNAL field”
14.15. CID 73: assign to PHY

14.16. CID 76: Assign to PHY

14.17. CID 69: Accept

14.18. CID 23: Accept

14.19. CID 70: Accept. Submission required and assigned to PHY – acronymn is missing def.

14.20. CID 71: Accept: assigned to Style

14.21. CID 102: Assigned to PHY

14.22. CID 91: this is on page 16 second paragraph of TGr, 7.3.2.48 – Assigned to Security. This comment provides a clarity that is good.

14.23. CID  89: assigned to MAC
14.24. CID 46: Accept

14.25. CID 100: Accept

14.26. CID 44: This reference to TGv draft 3 and is not part of the current scope.  This comment may be brought up when TGv is included in TGmb – reject out of current scope of TGmb
14.27. CID 99: Counter TKIP will be deprecated
14.28. CID 81: comment on R, assigned to Security

14.29. CID 92: Assigned to Security – See CID 81

14.30. CID 66: Assigned to Security

14.31. CID 25: Accept

14.32. CID 90: Reject as the stated phrase does not appear in referenced clause

14.33. CID 58: Assign General
14.34. CID 59: Assign to QoS

14.35. CID 60: Assign to QoS

14.36. CID 95: Annex C was deprecate in 2007, Reject: the text at the beginning of this clause indicates that it has already been deprecated.  More discussion is probably needed here.  Assigned to General
14.37. CID 37: assigned to Style
14.38. CID 38: See CID 95 assigned to General.

14.39. CID 97: Counter Add text to the beginning of the clause “ This clause is no longer maintained and may not be compatible with all features of this standard.”

14.40. CID 96: this has already been deprecated – Reject:  This clause has already been marked as not being maintained.
14.41. CID 39: Counter: We applied the “BROOM” function.

14.42. CID 53: discussion on the idea of if the rules are unwritten how are they to be enforced.  The PICS performa is questioned as to if it confirms to international norms, and if a single SHALL  equals an entry in the PICS, and if so then every entry in the PICS equals a SHALL.  This is debated as to if this is true and if it is mandated or should be included in instructions some where.  

15. Time was called, and TGmb recessed at 10 am.
TGm PM2 Wednesday Nov 12, 2008
16. Called to order 4:15pm

16.1. reminder of IEEE 802 Patent policy still in force.

16.2. Agenda reviewed and slight modification made to approve final Revision PAR Text.

17. continue on comment resolution see doc 08/1366r5 plus the changes we made during the last session.

17.1. CID 54: Within the MIB, there are RFC requirements for how the MIB is to be created has new documents.  We need to update the references – Huge task --- assign to Document Structure.  A submission is required to correct.
17.2. CID 68: “Gratuitous Double-encapsulation” assigned to MAC

17.3. CID 41: discussion on if ETSI EN301 893 to I3 and ETSI EN301 398 to I1
17.3.1. proposed comment resolution – Counter: put the correct numbers in….Peter E will prepare a submission to identify the full scope.  Assigned to Group Peter E.

17.4. CID 63: assigned to Document Structure

18. recess while we get the portion of Adrian’s Comments that were truncated.

19. resume after loading the file containing TGn submitted comments.
19.1. CID 1: Reject: there is no proposed change to this comment,  TGmb encourages the ommentor to submit a proposal for futher consideration, if desired..

19.2. CID 2:  Reject: there is no proposed change to this comment,  TGmb encourages the ommentor to submit a proposal for futher consideration, if desired

19.3. CID 3: there is a a question of less than or not less than.   Counter: The text will be modified in clause 11.9.6, last paragraph on page 465 to be: “ …switches take dot11ChannelSwitchTime per switch”.
19.4. CID 4: assigned to QoS

19.5. CID 5: assigned to Style – duplicate comment see CID 26 and refer to the extra tab.

19.6. CID 6: assigned to QoS –
19.7. CID 7: Assigned to QoS  -- 
19.8. CID 8: 7.2.1.1: Assigned to QoS
19.9. CID 9: reject not applicable to TGmb
19.10. CID10: a discussion on the lost MSDU and “pass-up”.
19.10.1. Counter Add “or missing” after the word “ incomplete” in the cited sentence.
19.11. CID 11: see CID 26
19.12. CID 12: see CID 26
19.13. CID 13: Reject: Not applicable to TGmb – commentor suggested bringing more info if necessary.
19.13.1. a discussion on the MIB variable and the value and what different entities believe a MIB variable can be used was describe 
19.13.2.  There will need to be some discussion to tidy up the MIB variables.
19.13.3.  In the Editor meeting, a rolledup MIB will be published to allow everyon to see what a full MIB looks like.
19.13.4.  Assign to MIB Category – delay voting until more discussion on this 
19.14. CID 14: see CID 26
19.15. CID 15:  (line 24 in working doc) 
19.15.1. Bibliography should be moved to the final annex, 
19.15.2. .The Bibliography can be the first or the last, but right now it is in the middle and that it must be changed. 
19.15.3. it is possible to create a 802.11 style guide, and then we would not be required to change location.
19.15.4. suggestion was to make to make it Accept, but assigned to Document Structure
19.15.4.1. The application of this comment may be a problem if more things are added after this change was applied.

19.15.4.2. question what is bucket #2 --- a group of resolutions that have been proposed, yet to have formal TG vote.

19.15.4.3. suggestion that the Annex get some text at the front to ensure that it is always last.

19.16. CID 16: Assigned to Document Structure

19.17. CID 17: reject: This is not applicable to TGmb. 

19.18. CID 18: assigned to Document Structure

19.19. CID 19: Assigned to Style
20. TGmb recessed with 4 comments left to initially process at 6pm

Thursday PM2 – Nov 13, 2008

21. Called to Order 13:45 pm
21.1. Chair is under the weather, so we all were asked to be nice.

22. Review Agenda:

22.1. Approve Final Revision PAR

22.2. Issue Review & Resolution

22.3. Teleconferences

22.4. Review Timeline

22.5. Prepare for Jan 2009 interim Mtg

22.6. AOB

22.7. Adjourn

22.7.1. approved without objection

23. Revised PAR review

23.1. 08/1149r2

23.1.1. discussion on if the words allow for pending amendments to be included, and the expected way that we will proceed.

23.1.2. Move to approve 11-08/1149r2 as the updated Revision PAR for IEEE 802.11-2007 and request WG approval and submittal to 802 EC for submission to  NesCom.

23.1.2.1. moved: Jon Rosdahl 2nd. Peter Ecclesine

23.1.2.2. passes 10-0-0

23.2. note that we will probably have to use a template wording…but will for sure in the future.

24. Motion to approve Comment group 2

24.1. Motion: Approve comment resolution in comment group 2 in Doc 11-08/1127r6

24.1.1. moved: Mike Montemurro  2nd Mark Hamilton

24.1.2. Passes 8-0-2

25. Review 11-08/1127r6 to process the remaining comments:
25.1. CID 41: ETSI BRAN Chair has responded to our request for updated info.  Anyplace we have “EN 301 389-1” should be changed to “EN 301 893”  Throughout the document.

25.1.1. Assigned to Group 3

25.2. CID 20: If and only If – 

25.2.1. debate propose 3 

25.2.1.1. option 1 : Counter: “A STA may enter PS mode if and only if the value of the ATIM window in use within the IBSS is grater then zero.” To “if the ATIM window in use within the IBSS is greater than zero, a STA may enter PS mode.”

25.2.1.2. option 2:  Reject the text is clear and correct

25.2.1.3. Option 3: Counter:change  “A STA may enter PS mode if and only if the value of the ATIM window in use within the IBSS is grater then zero “ to “A STA may enter PS mode if the value of the ATIM window in use within the IBSS is grater then zero A STA shall not enter PS mode if the value of the ATIM window in use within the IBSS is equal to zero.”

25.2.2. note that repeating the negative condition can be dangerous.

25.2.3. assigned to Style

25.3. CID 21: assigned to MIB

25.4. CID 22: assigned to style
25.5. CID 103: assigned to Document Structure

25.6. CID 104: Annex  J : Doc 1336r0 – allow the author to present in Jan. assign to Regulatory

25.7. CID 89:  Counter - See comment 91

25.8. CID 90 – reconsider as the cited words are in fact there… so this is left open
25.8.1. Change resolution to Counter: Accept; However do not change the occurrences in the PICs.  

25.8.2. Assign to Group 3

26. Review Groups that have been designated:
26.1. Definitions, Doc structure, General, MAC, Management, MIB, PHY, PS Mode, Qos, Regulatory, Security, Style

26.1.1. Group chairs:

26.1.1.1. Regulatory – Peter E

26.1.1.2. General – Jon R.

26.1.1.3. QoS: Mark Hamilton: 

26.1.1.4. PS Mode: Mark Hamilton:

26.1.1.5. MAC: Mike M.

26.1.1.6. Definitions: Jon Rosdahl

26.1.1.7. Doc Structures: Matthew Gast

26.1.1.8. Management:

26.1.1.9. MIB: 

26.1.1.10. PHY: Peter E.
26.1.1.11. Security: Matthew Gast

26.1.1.12. Style – left for Editor

26.2. With Two groups left open, there may be some issues left out of first draft.

27. Telecon:

27.1. Mark wanted to have a Telecon for QoS/PS Mode topic: 
27.1.1. used Time and Date to select time for call.

27.1.1.1. time Japan – 6am Denver 2pm Helsinki 11pm (4pm EST)

27.1.1.2. dates: Dec 10th, Jan 7th
27.1.2. Other groups are encouraged to work together.

27.1.3. All the groups are encourange to use the reflector.

28. A request for a simple strawpoll – how many have access to Frame – 3 of 16.

29. It was noted that the current state of the standard is not such that will be easy to work with.
30. Review TimeLine

30.1. discussion of possible completions
31. Prep for Jan:

31.1. request for lots more time has been made

31.2. Group leaders are requested to bring proposals

32. Adjourn 15:30 (3:30pm)
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