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Proceedings:

Chair opened the teleconference at 10:00 ET.

There were no objections to everyone being aware of IEEE –SA policies.

Draft Requirements Document update (11-05-0279r11)

Mike: A number of questions were raised during the Cairns meeting.  The update of the requirements draft includes some answers to those questions raised within the comment column.

Mike read through the new comments in the new draft (highlighted).

Stephen: Regarding REQ3 and REQ6, do you want people to start contributing to progress them? It would be good to put them into the TGu mailing list as separate requirements and discuss, just like how IETF handles it.

Mike: It is OK.

Stephen: REQ10 could be left to later.

Mike: It could be left to the voting process to classify the requirement into a proper category.

Stephen: REQ20, what needs to be done here? Do we need to clarify the contents?
Mike: Yes.

Stephen: In Cairns, it was mentioned that this should reflect the information instead of the transport.

Mike: We may want to define the information container instead of the contents.

Stephen: Seems this needs some debating. We will come back to this later.

Stephen: REQ26, it is a muddle of requirement and solutions.  In TGu, we only define the requirements at this stage.  Possible solutions need not be discussed now.

Stephen: Need to invite people from Nokia and Samsung to discuss this issue, since they expressed interests in this topic in the mailing list.

Sabine: Does the ARID falls into IEEE802.21 Information Service?
Stephen: Yes. Daniel has presented this issue in both TGu and IEEE 802.21, and our two groups haven’t pinned down which is the proper one to handle it.

Sabine: If this is a problem taken up by IEEE 802.21, TGu will still have to provide the transport at Link Layer.

Stephen: Yes. That is the agreement with IEEE 802.21. We will keep the discussion going.

Sabine: At the Cairns meeting, it was agreed that grouping the requirements together is useful, especially when the document is sent out in liaison letters.

Stephen: Yes. What happened in TGv was that they put down an owner for each requirement (by general subject area). For a liaison letter, this could be a good way to go. Would like to invite you all, to think a bit more, and put out a suggest draft.
Sabine: Will do that for the San Francisco meeting.

Stephen: It would be good to send a general email to TGu mailing list to suggest people interested to contact you.

Terms and Definitions document update (11-05-0333r5)

Darwin: The new addition is related to the terms used in REQ14. It considered all types of illegal APs instead of just rogue AP.  We may also need to have another term for an AP that is outside of our network, but it is not a threat to the network.

Stephen: Is that an AP within the area of the terminal?

Darwin: Yes. That is an AP within the logical area. We could call it an adjacent AP.

Stephen: For the AN, we have defined a term “IEEE802.11 AN” and I will amend the document to apply that change.

Stephen: Do you have a feeling of which specific rogue AP term to use for REQ14?

Darwin: Would like to change the rogue AP to Illegal AP in REQ14.

Mike: More than one place mentions rogue AP in that document. Need to change the requirements document to reflect the new term chosen.

Darwin: We need to ensure that we have addressed the ones we are interested in.

Stephen: Mike will be assigned the Action Point to do that.

Darwin: Since the AN needs to be updated, the “LAN” should also be changed.

Assumptions, Scenarios and Scope document update (11-05-0355r2)

Stephen:  I need to provide a summary of the TGu objectives and goals that could be understood by the IEEE 802 community on Page 2. This will be an Action Point for me.
Sabine: Will try to incorporate all the comments in the scenarios into the document text.

Stephen: We decided to change the diagram based on the change of the terms and definition document.

Sabine: The assumption chapter is still open.

Stephen: Is any assistance needed for updating that chapter?

Sabine: It would be good to have people contributed to the annex to help in drafting.

Stephen: We will double check that in San Francisco meeting.
Stephen: It would be good to send a mail to the mailing list to spell out what to do for the next step, so that people interested would know how they can contribute to the work. 

Comments about IETF MOBOPTS Liaison Letter (11-05-0558r0)

Cheng Hong went through the two main comments within the current text.

Stephen: Do you think there are more comments?

Cheng: That is all we have now. Maybe people will come up with more comments during the meeting.

Dorothy: Do not feel that the sentences in the MOBOPTs draft text contain any wrong statement. Suggest taking out the two last sentences from our comments.

Cheng: The text in the internet draft does not state anything wrong by itself, but it may not apply to IEEE 802.11 networks, e.g. regarding the encryption of management frames.

Stephen: Suggest having some email exchange between Dorothy and Cheng to clarify the liaison letter text.  The decision about the liaison letter approval will then be left to the San Francisco meeting.

Stephen: A bit confused about the internet draft, regarding its status within either the IRTF and/or IETF.

Dorothy: Will review it, and provide more information regarding this in the next teleconference.

AOB


Stephen: A suggestion was mentioned in the chairs committee meeting that we can issue a call for informal proposals for refining the requirements.  People can present informal solutions and we can decided based on those, which requirements are in scope or not.  The formal call for proposal can then be issued at a later point.  Since there is no single technical problem to be solved in TGu, the problems which are in scope depends on how many people want to work on it (e.g. the ARID issue). The drawback is that it may delay the standardization progress by a few meetings; however it may produce a better draft proposal in the medium term.
Dorothy: Is this for proposal of requirements or solutions?

Stephen: This is for unofficial solutions, and then we will get a feeling of what people want to work on.  Purpose is to make sure that future proposals will cover most all of the requirements.
Mike: It may be good to know how may people are interested in answer for the call now.

Stephen: It would be good to ask that in San Francisco meeting instead of in the teleconference. Anyway, this is just a tentative plan. We may not need to do this if the requirement document is well prepared.

Next Teleconference

Next teleconference is on 29th June 10:00 ET. 
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