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Tuesday, November 17, 2009, 8:00 AM to 10:00 AM
Chair: Clint Chaplin
Recording secretary: Matthew Gast

Call to order and agenda

Meeting called to order on Tuesday, November 17, 2009 by Clint Chaplin at 8:11 pm Eastern Standard Time (EST).  The chair then reviewed the following topics from the agenda:

· The agenda is document number 11-09/1187.
· The chair displayed the IEEE patent policy

· The membership had no questions on the policy

· 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 also noted the affiliation FAQ, anti-trust FAQ, ethics code, IEEE 802.11 policies and procedures, and IEEE 802 policies and procedures
· The chair reminded attendees to record attendance

· The chair saved and uploaded revision 1 of agenda
Approval of previous meeting minutes

· September 2009 meeting minutes (11-09/1040r0)

· 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: 11-09/1207r0, Continuous Network Discovery Using Opportunistic Scanning, Marc Emmelmann

· Question: Is the problem with the probe that the user devices are sending traffic?
· Answer: Probe frames are subject to queueing and may affect traffic in the target network.  Our goal is to not affect systems we have no knowledge of, and sending any traffic may interfere with QoS in other networks.
· Question: How many channels were being scanned?

· Answer: The results in this presentation are for one channel.  The client device must switch between its current communication channel and a target channel.  To get an overall time, it would be necessary to multiply the time by the number of channels to scan.  It is possible to get a list of target channels from 802.11k Neighbor Reports.
Straw poll (8:38 am): "Should IEEE 802.11 WNG receive further presentations analyzing if existing mechanisms can be used to support seamless handoff for (highly) mobile users?"
· Vote: 21 yes, 0 no, 4 abstain

The speaker noted that revision 1 of the presentation (11-09/1207r1) would be uploaded.  Revision 1 includes slight changes shown during presentation.

Presentation: 11-09/1118r0, Time-based Ranging Technology for IEEE 802.11, Dong Kyoo Kim

· An audience member requested the presentation be posted.
· Comment: 802.11v includes some timing measurement features that may be useful.

· The speaker noted that a presentation would be brought back to the group in January with further results.
Presentation: 11-09/1000r2, IEEE 802.11 for High-Speed Mobility, Hiroki Nakano
· Question: Why is that 802.11r does not meet the needs of this presentation?
· Answer: In 802.11r, the network is the same subnet.  This presentation assumes that there are several layer-3 networks.  This presentation is about coordination across multiple ESS networks.
· Question: On slide 9, the goal is 25-30 ms.  However, on slide 10, it states that the wireless round-trip is 2-5 ms, and the authentication server round trip is 1-20 ms.  This seems to meet the needs defined on slide 9, even though the total round trip time would be 3-25 ms.

· Comment: On the wireless side, there are multiple round trips.  For example, on slide 6, there are 3 round-trips on the wireless side.  There is also processing delay on the authentication server.
Straw poll (9:14 am): "Should IEEE 802.11 proceed to mobile communication?"
· Question: What does "proceed to mobile communication" mean?  What action would 802.11 take as a result?

· Answer: This means that people are interested in enhancing 802.11 for mobile communication or not.

· Comment: A study group can look at various aspects of mobile communication and decide what aspects to include in the PAR & 5 criteria.

The straw poll was revised to read as follows befor the vote:

Straw poll (9:23 am): "Does WNG think that we need further presentations exploring the need for support for mobile communication?"
· Vote: 25 yes, 0 no, 3 need more discussion, 1 don't care
The meeting adjourned at 9:25 am.
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