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Abstract

Minutes of WIEN SG Teleconference held for the draft PAR and 5Criteria discussion, and potential liaisons to 3GPP/3GPP2.

1. Executive Summary:

1. Latest PAR draft (04/506r4)

2. Latest 5 Criteria draft (04/507r0)

3. Letter “u” is assigned to the potential TG

4. Initial proposal for PAR approval set to November 2004 Plenary meeting


Teleconference of IEEE 802.11 WIEN SG,  Wednesday 11 August 11:00 am – 01:00pm EDT 

2. Attendance

Teleconference called to order by Stephen McCann (Chair) at 11:05am.

Attendance recorded as following:


Stephen McCann


Eleanor Hepworth


Hong Cheng


Stefano Faccin


Jon Edney


Juan Carlos Zuniga


Stefan Rommer


Ajay Rajkumar


Mike Geipel


Ian Sherlock


Mani Mahalingham

3. PAR draft discussion (04/506r4)

- Section 1


Letter “u” is assigned for the potential Task Group

- Section 2 


Initial data set for the request is for November 2004 Plenary in San Antonio, Texas.

- Section 11


Initial data set for sponsor ballot is July 2006

Jon: Is date in right format?

Stephen: No, this will be rectified.

- Section 13 Scope:

Stephen: Would like to know the group’s feeling. Is it too short?
 

Jon: Feel that the standard will do more than just amend the MAC or PHY, as indicated in section 14. For example, definition of interfaces could be one of the items to look at. Need to talk to other people with experience in writing this section.

Stephen: Will talk to Stuart Kerry and Charles Wright about that.

- Section 14 Purpose

Stephen: A new section 14.a is inserted in the new PAR template. The text is provided by Jon

Jon: The word “interface” is quite vague. Is that a management interface? And where is it accessible?

Stephen: Maybe should indicate it is for the DS side.

Jon: But that still doesn't prevent people misinterpreting it.

Stephen: This needs to be clarified, without being too restrictive. And more information could be found in section 19 additional notes. 

-Section 14.a

No comments

Stephen: Will come back again.

- Section 16 Similar Scope

For listed reasons:

No comment for the first reason

For reasons 2 and 3:

Stephen: Mani suggested changing the text to “.21 does not address intra-media security issues”

Jon: Does .21 PAR prevent them doing that? If not they may address that later.

Stephen: Will strike point 2. Point 2, 3 are just backups. Probably strike 2 and 3

Ajay: striking 3 will make it looks more overlapping with .21

Cheng: 3 should be kept.

Ajay: We need to be clear about the issues studied here to know whether it overlaps

Stephen: Should we have a list of items or keep it open?

Ajay: ExCom will need to know clearly the scopes. External parties need to know too. Should we put more details about interworking here?

Stefan: Agree to add in more details

Jon: To add that in the purpose section

Jon: To keep the scope as wide as possible, but since it has potential overlap with .21, it needs clarification.

Cheng: We have things in section 19 to explain interworking.

Stephen: Possible to insert thoughts into 19 first, and in Berlin meeting we could move that to

scope sections. 

Jon: have problem with the "multiple interfaces" in the bullet 3. Will come out with some text

for that.

Ajay: clarification needed for bullet 3 regarding the multiple interfaces

Ajay: The title of the project and the date (March) should be changed.

- 19  Additional Notes:

Stephen: Mani suggests that add "It is the plan to set LS between .11 and .21 to ensure clear separation"

Jon: That is not the objective; the objective is to co-ordinate the work

Stephen will issue the r5 version and submit it for approval in Berlin meeting.

4. 5Criteria draft discussion (04/507r0)

· Section 6.1

Stephen: Not sure if WIEN or 11u should be used.  All references to standard/recommended practice should be changed to amendment.

Jon: First paragraph needs to be removed.

Ajay: If the project is only about applying .21 recommendations, then there is no need to define interworking

Stephen: We have inputs from other groups also, e.g. IETF, 3GPP, so, we have work to do beyond implementing .21 recommendations.  Therefore, we still have to define what we mean by interworking.

Ajay: Regarding the relationship with 3GPP2, we need to avoid confusing external bodies by having many different points of contact within 802.  Perhaps we ought to get an IEEE802 view on what to do regarding liaisons.

Stephen: 11u relationship with 3GPP and 3GPP2 needs to be clarified.

Ajay: Discussion with Stuart is necessary to understand what .11 wants to do

- Section 6.2

The first paragraph will needs to be rewritten

Jon: Have problems with section 6.1c, content does not seem to relate to WIEN?

Stephen: Agreed, should be re-written.

- Section 6.3

Stephen: This will also be affected by .21 and .11 scope. Some text needs to be rewritten.

Jon: to remove the text about of "endorsed by external SDO"

Ele: Do we need to clarify what we mean by interworking interface here?

Stephen: Could copy the contents in scope section of the PAR to here.

- Section 6.4

Stephen: Not sure about the "higher layer protocols". It may not be in the output- amendments to the 11 standard.

Jon: Not sure how the paragraph relates to the “demonstrated system feasibility”

Jon: the work is under development, we have no information if it work or not.

- Section 6.5 

Jon: 6.5b looks like leftover from WNM.

Stephen: Welcome new text, entire section could do with an overhaul.

5. LS to 3GPP and 3GPP/2

Cheng: some discussion about IMS over WLAN in 3GPP, maybe it is a good chance to send LS to them regarding the same issue.

Stephen: Would like to see that comment postponed until the Berlin meeting

Stephen: Not sure about 3GPP2 and how to handle a liaison with them.

6. AOB.

Mani: Is the LS apply to .21 also or only to WIEN?

Stephen: It is only the .11 LS. 

Ajay: LS between .11 and .21 has been established. Needs to find the LS officer. 
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