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Minutes

Session I, Monday January 15th 10:30-12:30, Hilton Metropole - York Room
The session was called to order at 10:31 by Donald Eastlake III - Chair, Stephen Rayment - Recording Secretary.

The Chair outlined the Agenda for the week, as contained in document 11-06/1892r2.

The Chair reminded everyone to use the on-line Automated Attendance System. 

The Chair reviewed the IEEE 802 and 802.11 IPR Notice Procedures (slide 7) the Standards Board Bylaws on Patents (slide 8) and Inappropriate Topics for IEEE TG meetings (slide 9).  There were no responses from members regarding IPR or any patent or patent application of which the 802.11 WG Chair should be made aware.

The Chair made numerous Miscellaneous Announcements as shown in the Agenda.

There is only one presentation that has been formally requested by e-mail.  All the rest of the sessions except the last are tentatively schedule for resolution of Letter Ballot comments.

There were no objections to the Agenda, hence it was approved by unanimous consent.

The November 2006 Meeting Minutes, document 11-06/1788r0, were approved by unanimous consent.

The 11 January 2007 Teleconference Minutes, document 11-06/1943r1, were approved by unanimous consent.

The Chair reviewed the TGs Process using document 11-07/0059r0.  He highlighted the distinction between individual and official activities on slide 6.  He identified the possible next steps given that the first Letter Ballot on Draft D1.0 has failed.  

There were questions about the joint meeting with 802.15.5 and 802.16j.   It is unclear what the agenda might be.  802 has  already had tutorials on each of its mesh or mesh-like activities (802.11s. 802.15.5, 802.16j).  Perhaps an update on each activity could be provided, especially on 802.16j whose tutorial was some time ago. [Note: in later communication from 802.15.5, it became clear that they expect to be too busy at the March 802 Plenary in Orlando to participate in such a joint meeting.]
Harry Worstell (802.11 WG Vice Chair) spoke about process within the WG and the TG.  Basically everything must be done in the open. You can do comment resolution in subgroups during the TG session, usually in the same TG room.  You cannot announce TG group work to be performed outside the room, since you must provide 30-day notice to the entire WG to do that.  Individuals can work outside the room but cannot announce such intentions within the meeting.  The results of such work must be brought into the group as a presentation.

The Editor gave an update on the status of the D1.0 Draft using the Comment Resolution spreadsheet, document 11-07/0023r1.   There is a total of 5703 comments, 2840 editorial, and 2863 technical – see the “Stats” tab of the spreadsheet. Frame Format and Routing have the largest number of comments.  There were no questions or comments.

Moved, That TGs consider for resolution all comments submitted as part of 802.11 LB93 regardless of whether the submitter was a voting member.

Moved: Keith Amann   Seconded: Michelle Gong

Amended to the following: That TGs will use TGs Draft D1.0 as a baseline and consider for resolution all comments submitted as part of 802.11 LB93 regardless of whether the submitter was a voting member.

There was no objection to the amendment which was adopted by unanimous consent.

For: 25   Against: 0   Abstain: 2

Motion passes as amended.

The Chair proposed to work with the Editor to identify groups for comment resolution.

The Chair solicited for presenters for the rest of this session.  There were none. (The one person who had contacted the chair in advance about presenting wanted to do so Wednesday or Thursday.)
The Chair suggested a parallel approach to get the easy comments out of the way quickly and to identify volunteers for submissions to resolve the more complex.

The Chair suggested we recess at 11:18AM until 1:30PM.  There were no objections.

Session II, Monday January 15th 13:30-15:30, Hilton Metropole - York Room
The Chair convened the session at 13:39

The Chair reviewed the progress so far using the Agenda document 11-06/1892r3, including a summary of how many other TG’s have failed LB. The number of additional LB’s ranges from 0 to 3.

The Chair reminded all to use the Automated Attendance System.

The Editor reviewed the categories of comments, using document 11-07/0023r2.  

He suggested the following categories, with corresponding comment count;

· Frame Formats
2265

· RFI (Routing Forwarding Interworking)
1184

· MAC
711

· Security

641

· General
902
The Frame Formats comments are to be mostly divided into the other four categories depending on the use of the formats.

The Chair agreed with this proposal and suggested some processes, including first going quickly through all comments, perhaps not spending more than a minute per comment, and either (1) if they are simple and non-controversial resolving them with accept/counter/reject, (2) if they are complex and require a submission, deferring them and finding a volunteer to do such a submission, or (3) if they fall into neither of these, just deferring them for now.
The Chair solicited co-ordinators for each category, made suggestions where there was no volunteer, and asked if there were additional volunteers so we could either have multiple co-ordinators per subgroup working together or make a selection from multiple volunteers. There was only one volunteer per sub-group so we ended up with the following:

· Frame Formats



TBD

· RFI (Routing Forwarding Interworking)
Guenael Strutt

· MAC




Michelle Gong

· Security



Jesse Walker

· General




Steve Conner

The Chair proposed the group break into sub-groups at 13:55 and there was no objection.  Comment resolution proceeded.

The Chair reconvened the session at 15:29. There were no reports from the sub-groups.  The plan for the evening session will be to continue with the same sub-groups. The Chair recessed the session at 15:30.

Session III, Monday January 15th 19:30-21:30, Hilton Metropole - York Room
The Chair called the session to order at 19:40.

The Chair reminded all to use the Automated Attendance System.

The Chair announced that the sub-groups into which TGs is dividing for comment resolution should concentrate on technical comments. Steve Conner, the Editor, will do a pass over the editorial comments. He will bring back to the TG any editorial comments he has difficulty resolving or which he thinks are really technical.

Michelle Gong will be unable to coordinate the MAC sub-group in the long run but will continue to do so for this evening session.

The Chair again divided the TG into the four sub-groups for Letter Ballot comment resolution

· RFI (Routing Forwarding Interworking)
Guenael Strutt

· MAC




Michelle Gong

· Security



Jesse Walker

· General




Steve Conner

The Chair proposed the group break into sub-groups and there was no objection.  Comment resolution proceeded.

The Chair reconvened the TG and recessed until 10:30 Tuesday.
Session IV, Tuesday January 16th 10:30-12:30, Hilton Metropole - York Room
The Chair convened the session at 10:34.
The Chair reminded all to use the Automated Attendance System.
The Chair reviewed the Agenda, including progress to date, using the Agenda document 11-06/1892r4.

The TG adopted the following plan by unanimous consent:

· Subgroup comment resolutions as of the end of this evening’s session will be collected into the spreadsheet and posted with the intent that they be voted on during the Thursday AM1 session.

· Presentations and further comment resolution at Wednesday’s session with the intent that these additional comments resolutions be voted on during the Thursday PM1 session.

· Juan Carlos Zuniga and Michelle Gong will be co-coordinators of the MAC subgroup.

The Chair noted that sub-groups can further subdivide for more efficacy if they desire. None did.
The Chair broke the TG into sub-groups at 10:43.

The Chair reconvened the TG at 12:30, reminded all of the plans for the rest of the day and recessed until 16:00.

Session V, Tuesday January 16th 16:00-18:00, Hilton Metropole - MR1-2 Room

The Chair reminded all to use the Automated Attendance System.


Comment resolution continued in sub-groups.

The sub-groups provided the results of all their work to the Editor for aggregation and upload.

The TG re-united and recessed until 13:30 Wednesday.
Session VI, Wednesday January 17th 13:30-15:30, Hilton Metropole - MR1-2 Room

The Chair convened the session at 13:33.
The Chair reminded all to use the Automated Attendance System.
The Chair reviewed the Agenda, including progress to date and the plan for the rest of the week, using the Agenda document 11-06/1892r5.

Steve Conner presented the latest comment resolution spreadsheet, using document 11-07/0023r5.  This incorporates all input from the four sub-groups.  The status was as shown as in the table below.  Editorial comments, being addressed by the Editor and Chair, have not yet been factored into this summary.  

[image: image1.wmf]
Presentation #1: “Scalable Station Association Information Handling”, Azman-Osman Lin etal, 11-06/1842r4

Strawpoll on holding strawpoll on the three approaches identified in the document at this time… 

For: 3   Against: 11
So we will do strawpolls on the three approaches tomorrow.
Presentation #2:  “(Man in the Middle) MITM in Mesh”, Junping Zhang etal, 11-07/0002r1

Strawpoll

Shall we accept the verifying authenticator method and prepare texts based on it for approval?

Yes: 4   No: 1   Abstain: many
Presentation #3:  “Modified 802.11 TGs PAR and 5C”, 11-07/0149r0,  Donald Eastlake

Strawpoll

Which term should we use in updated PAR?

STA: 23     MP:  3

Presentation #4: “Frame Types and Subtypes”, Jan Kruys, 11-07/0017r0

The Chair broke the TG into sub-groups for comment resolution  at 15:12

The TG re-assembled at 15:30 and recessed until 8:00 Thursday.

Session VII, Thursday January 18th 08:00-10:00, Hilton Metropole - York Room

The Chair convened the session at 08:05

The Chair reviewed the Agenda for the day using document 11-06/1892r6

The Chair reminded all to use the Automated Attendance System.

Moved, to adopt all comment resolutions in document 11-07/0023r5 marked as Accept, Counter or Reject in the comment “Resolution” column except CIDs 1073, 1345, 1374, 1513, 4348, 4356, 4361, and 4363.

Six of the eight exceptions were from the security team which concluded to make all these changes Defer, two were from the MAC team which were changed form Reject to Accept.

Moved:  Guenael Strutt   Seconded: Jan Kruys

Yes: 13  No; 1  Abstain: 2

Passes (>75%)

Presentation #5: “Comments on RA-OLSR”, Frank Y. Li, 11-07/0175r1

The author prepared a motion saying…

Moved, to accept document 11-07/0175-r1 description in the draft TGs standard and instruct the editor to incorporate the text in this proposal in the current draft.

The document has not been on server for 4 hours.

After discussion it was agreed by unanimous consent to add the 10 comments in the submission to the latest comment resolution spreadsheet.

Presentation #6: “Scalable Station Association Information Handling”, Azman-Osman Lin etal, 11-07/0176r0 (as suggested yesterday, this was a summary presentation based on 11-06/1842r4)
Strawpolls deferred from Wednesday, see “Scalable Station Association Information Handling”, 11-06/1842r4:
Shall we consider the first scheme (Efficient LAB/GAB Management Scheme) and prepare texts based on it for adoption ?

Yes: 4   No: 0   Abstain: 12 

Shall we consider the second scheme (Centralized Station Discovery Scheme) and prepare texts based on it for approval ?

Yes: 3   No: 1   Abstain: 13 

Shall we consider the third scheme (On-demand Station Discovery Scheme) and prepare texts based on it for approval ?

Yes: 5   No: 0   Abstain: 11

Chair suggested the TG break into sub-groups for comment resolution at 09:06

The Chair re-assembled the TG and recessed the session at 10:02AM until 13:30 this afternoon.

Session VIII, Thursday January 18th 13:30-15:30, Hilton Metropole - York Room
The Chair convened the session at 13:32 

The Chair reviewed the accomplishments of the morning session using document 11-06/1892r7 and outlined the Agenda for this session.

Presentation #7: “RFI London Update”, 11-07/0186r0, Guenael Strutt

It was noted by the Editor there is a Tab and Column in the spreadsheet showing Issue Identifier which could be used for the identifiers in the above presentation
The Chair reviewed his “Modified 802.11 TGs PAR and 5C” document 11-07/0149r4

The entire TG did a pass over the document in open meeting and the Chair incorporated all these changes in 11-07/0149r5 which shows the clean PAR and 5 Criterion but has change information included so that if you turn on display of insertions and deletions you see all the changes to those documents.

Moved, to direct the TGs Chair to bring the following motion before the 802.11 Working Group and adopt this action as the resolution of CIDs 500 and 1192:

Moved, to approve the amendment in 11-07/149r5 to the P802.11s PAR and forward this PAR amendment to the 802 Executive Committee for their approval and further transmission.

Moved:  Suman Sharma   Seconded: Jan Kruys

Yes: 21   No: 0   Abstain: 2

(Passes > 75%)

Moved, to adopt all comment resolutions in 11-07/0023r9 marked as Accept, Counter, or Reject in the comment “Resolution” column except where a resolution of the comment was previously adopted at this meeting or the Technical Editor finds the resolution provides insufficient detail or the CID is 286, 1382, 1607, 1830, or 1993

Moved: Steve Conner   Seconded: Suman Sharma

Yes: 20   No: 1   Abstain: 3

(Passes > 75%)

Moved, to direct the editor to produce a Draft 1.01 incorporating all comment resolutions adopted by TGs during this 802.11 meeting except that, where two or more resolutions make conflicting changes in the draft, the editor shall either:
(1) harmonize those changes giving priority to resolutions adopted earlier over those adopted later and priority to the resolution of Technical comments over the resolution of Editorial comments or
(2) omit the resolutions from D1.01 and report the conflict back to TGs.
Moved: Guido Hiertz   Seconded: Steve Conner

Yes: 20   No: 1   Abstain: 3

(Passes > 75%)

The Chair reviewed the TGs Process using document 11-07/0059r1

Straw Poll

How many think we will go to Letter Ballot again in…
March: 1   May: 12    After May: 17

There was a desire to hold teleconferences more frequently than the three usually requested to eg. allow the sub-groups times to discuss comment resolution.

Straw Polls were held on possible teleconference times

Straw Poll

10AM: 13   11AM: 2   5PM: 13   (all EST)
Chair said he would drop the option with lowest number of votes, do another poll, and choose the time if there is till a tie.
Straw Poll

10AM: 13   5PM: 13

Tie, so the Chair picked 5PM

Moved, to authorize weekly teleconferences starting 31 January 2007 through 21 March 2007 (except 7 February and 14 March) at 5PM Wednesdays Eastern Time to resolve comments and review the ad hoc meeting and March meeting agendas.

There was no objection to scheduling the teleconferences at these times.

We have already pre-approved an ad hoc meeting 6-8 February in Hillsboro, Oregon, to work on comment resolution.

Straw poll for those in the room who expect to be attending: 12

Regarding the April ad hoc, it was mentioned there is a WLAN Mesh Conference planned in Paris April 17th.
Straw Poll was held on the locations offered so far.

Eindhoven: 13   Boston: 10

Agreed to Eindhoven, Netherlands
Moved, to request that the 802.11 WG authorize an ad hoc in April (to be cancelled if we go to Letter Ballot again from the March meeting) on 11-13 April in Eindhoven to work on comment resolution.

Moved: Juan Carlos Zuniga   Seconded: Dee Denteener

Adopted by unanimous consent

Final comment resolution status is summarized in the Chair’s closing report, document 11-07/0192r1

The Chair adjourned the meeting sine die at 15:25.
Detailed Record
Session I, Monday January 15th 10:30-12:30, Hilton Metropole - York Room
The session was called to order at 10:31 by Donald Eastlake III - Chair, Stephen Rayment - Recording Secretary.

The Chair outlined the Agenda for the week, as contained in document 11-06/1892r2.

The Chair reminded everyone to use the on-line Automated Attendance System. 

The Chair reviewed the IEEE 802 and 802.11 IPR Notice Procedures (slide 7) the Standards Board Bylaws on Patents (slide 8) and Inappropriate Topics for IEEE TG meetings (slide 9).  There were no responses from members regarding IPR or any patent or patent application of which the 802.11 WG Chair should be made aware.

The Chair made numerous Miscellaneous Announcements as shown in the Agenda.

There is only one presentation that has been formally requested by e-mail.  All the rest of the sessions except the last are tentatively schedule for resolution of Letter Ballot comments.

There were no objections to the Agenda, hence it was approved by unanimous consent.

The November 2006 Meeting Minutes, document 11-06/1788r0, were approved by unanimous consent.

The 11 January 2007 Teleconference Minutes, document 11-06/1943r1, were approved by unanimous consent.

The Chair reviewed the TGs Process using document 11-07/0059r0.  He highlighted the distinction between individual and official activities on slide 6.  He identified the possible next steps given that the first Letter Ballot on Draft D1.0 has failed.  

There were questions about the joint meeting with 802.15.5 and 802.16j.   It is unclear what the agenda might be.  802 has  already had tutorials on each of its mesh or mesh-like activities (802.11s. 802.15.5, 802.16j).  Perhaps an update on each activity could be provided, especially on 802.16j whose tutorial was some time ago. [Note: in later communication from 802.15.5, it became clear that they expect to be too busy at the March 802 Plenary in Orlando to participate in such a joint meeting.]
Questions / comments . . .

· Is there a limit on the number of LB’s? 
They are limited by expiry of the PAR, which lasts 3 years from approval date, but PARs can be extended so there is no effective limit.

Harry Worstell (802.11 WG Vice Chair) spoke about process within the WG and the TG.  Basically everything must be done in the open. You can do comment resolution in subgroups during the TG session, usually in the same TG room.  You cannot announce TG group work to be performed outside the room, since you must provide 30-day notice to the entire WG to do that.  Individuals can work outside the room but cannot announce such intentions within the meeting.  The results of such work must be brought into the group as a presentation.

The Editor gave an update on the status of the D1.0 Draft using the Comment Resolution spreadsheet, document 11-07/0023r1.   There is a total of 5703 comments, 2840 editorial, and 2863 technical – see the “Stats” tab of the spreadsheet. Frame Format and Routing have the largest number of comments.  There were no questions or comments.

Moved, That TGs consider for resolution all comments submitted as part of 802.11 LB93 regardless of whether the submitter was a voting member.

Moved: Keith Amann   Seconded: Michelle Gong

Questions / comments . . .

· Will we continue to use D1.0 as a baseline or start from scratch?

Amended to the following: That TGs will use TGs Draft D1.0 as a baseline and consider for resolution all comments submitted as part of 802.11 LB93 regardless of whether the submitter was a voting member.

There was no objection to the amendment which was adopted by unanimous consent.

For: 25   Against: 0   Abstain: 2

Motion passes as amended.

The Chair proposed to work with the Editor to identify groups for comment resolution.

The Chair solicited for presenters for the rest of this session.  There were none. (The one person who had contacted the chair in advance about presenting wanted to do so Wednesday or Thursday.)
The Chair suggested a parallel approach to get the easy comments out of the way quickly and to identify volunteers for submissions to resolve the more complex.

The Chair suggested we recess at 11:18AM until 1:30PM.  There were no objections.

Session II, Monday January 15th 13:30-15:30, Hilton Metropole - York Room
The Chair convened the session at 13:39

The Chair reviewed the progress so far using the Agenda document 11-06/1892r3, including a summary of how many other TG’s have failed LB. The number of additional LB’s ranges from 0 to 3.

The Chair reminded all to use the Automated Attendance System.

The Editor reviewed the categories of comments, using document 11-07/0023r2.  

He suggested the following categories, with corresponding comment count;

· Frame Formats
2265

· RFI (Routing Forwarding Interworking)
1184

· MAC
711

· Security

641

· General
902
The Frame Formats comments are to be mostly divided into the other four categories depending on the use of the formats.

The Chair agreed with this proposal and suggested some processes, including first going quickly through all comments, perhaps not spending more than a minute per comment,  and either (1) if they are simple and non-controversial resolving them with accept/counter/reject, (2) if they are complex and require a submission, deferring them and finding a volunteer to do such a submission, or (3) if they fall into neither of these, just deferring them for now.
The Chair solicited co-ordinators for each category, made suggestions where there was no volunteer, and asked if there were additional volunteers so we could either have multiple co-ordinators per subgroup working together or make a selection from multiple volunteers. There was only one volunteer per sub-group so we ended up with the following:

· Frame Formats



TBD

· RFI (Routing Forwarding Interworking)
Guenael Strutt

· MAC




Michelle Gong

· Security



Jesse Walker

· General




Steve Conner

The Chair proposed the group break into sub-groups at 13:55 and there was no objection.  Comment resolution proceeded.

The Chair reconvened the session at 15:29. There were no reports from the sub-groups.  The plan for the evening session will be to continue with the same sub-groups. The Chair recessed the session at 15:30.

Session III, Monday January 15th 19:30-21:30, Hilton Metropole - York Room
The Chair called the session to order at 19:40.

The Chair reminded all to use the Automated Attendance System.

The Chair announced that the sub-groups into which TGs is dividing for comment resolution should concentrate on technical comments. Steve Conner, the Editor, will do a pass over the editorial comments. He will bring back to the TG any editorial comments he has difficulty resolving or which he thinks are really technical.

Michelle Gong will be unable to coordinate the MAC sub-group in the long run but will continue to do so for this evening session.

The Chair again divided the TG into the four sub-groups for Letter Ballot comment resolution

· RFI (Routing Forwarding Interworking)
Guenael Strutt

· MAC




Michelle Gong

· Security



Jesse Walker

· General




Steve Conner

The Chair proposed the group break into sub-groups and there was no objection.  Comment resolution proceeded.

The Chair reconvened the TG and recessed until 10:30 Tuesday.
Session IV, Tuesday January 16th 10:30-12:30, Hilton Metropole - York Room
The Chair convened the session at 10:34.
The Chair reminded all to use the Automated Attendance System.
The Chair reviewed the Agenda, including progress to date, using the Agenda document 11-06/1892r4.

The TG adopted the following plan by unanimous consent:

· Subgroup comment resolutions as of the end of this evening’s session will be collected into the spreadsheet and posted with the intent that they be voted on during the Thursday AM1 session.

· Presentations and further comment resolution at Wednesday’s session with the intent that these additional comments resolutions be voted on during the Thursday PM1 session.

· Juan Carlos Zuniga and Michelle Gong will be co-coordinators of the MAC subgroup.

The Chair noted that sub-groups can further subdivide for more efficacy if they desire. None did.
The Chair broke the TG into sub-groups at 10:43.

The Chair reconvened the TG at 12:30, reminded all of the plans for the rest of the day and recessed until 16:00.

Session V, Tuesday January 16th 16:00-18:00, Hilton Metropole - MR1-2 Room

The Chair reminded all to use the Automated Attendance System.


Comment resolution continued in sub-groups.

The sub-groups provided the results of all their work to the Editor for aggregation and upload.

The TG re-united and recessed until 13:30 Wednesday.
Session VI, Wednesday January 17th 13:30-15:30, Hilton Metropole - MR1-2 Room

The Chair convened the session at 13:33.
The Chair reminded all to use the Automated Attendance System.
The Chair reviewed the Agenda, including progress to date and the plan for the rest of the week, using the Agenda document 11-06/1892r5.

Steve Conner presented the latest comment resolution spreadsheet, using document 11-07/0023r5.  This incorporates all input from the four sub-groups.  The status was as shown as in the table below.  Editorial comments, being addressed by the Editor and Chair, have not yet been factored into this summary.  

[image: image2.wmf]
Presentation #1: “Scalable Station Association Information Handling”, Azman-Osman Lin etal, 11-06/1842r4

Questions / comments . . .

· Centralized scheme – any reason why root can’t be controller?
Assumes root is configured

· Any numeric results to compare the three alternatives?
Will present in future meeting

· How do you calculate checksum in first scheme?
Calculate the one added and deleted
Concatenate data

· Does HWMP have same problem
Yes
Indeed second scheme similar to HWMP

Strawpoll on holding strawpoll on the three approaches identified in the document at this time… 

For: 3   Against: 11
So we will do strawpolls on the three approaches tomorrow.
Questions / comments . . .

· Suggested to summarize the pros and cons of each approach

· Many of these elements are applicable to HWMP once we have provisioning

· How to distribute association information amongst MAPs?

Presentation #2:  “(Man in the Middle) MITM in Mesh”, Junping Zhang etal, 11-07/0002r1

Questions / comments . . .

· How many extra bytes in Associate to insert Signature
Can add in new IE
Will depend on algorithm – elliptic small (200 bits), RSA big

· Did you look at OCSP? Alternative to CRLs, in IETF RFC2560.  Can be used to validate certificate
CRLs not problem, need communication with CRL server, communication with OCSP server less, OCSP server can be proxied in AS.

· Is problem ensuring certificates are valid?
Need discussion.

· Slide 8, does EAP-TLS do client authentication?  Only if you don’t turn on get MITM, how serious a problem if both ends are doing mutual authentication, supplicant needs to get much information, eg. a believable certificate.

· This proposal may work but how necessary is it?
Supplicant cannot know if Authenticator is legal or not
But EAP has signature coming back that Supplicant can check, those may be weak today, but could be strengthened rather than adding new signature

Strawpoll

Shall we accept the verifying authenticator method and prepare texts based on it for approval?

Yes: 4   No: 1   Abstain: many
Questions / comments . . .

· This is available in EAP-TLS.  Perhaps an Annex of what features should be turned on is appropriate.

· But this may be out of 802 scope

· More details?


Presentation #3:  “Modified 802.11 TGs PAR and 5C”, 11-07/0149r0,  Donald Eastlake

Questions / comments . . .

· Agree, our terms don’t fit.  Don’t recommend we work on mesh STAs, also misleading, STA is anything, propose we introduce term MP in this proposal.  Want to define core of mesh, device which can do path selection and forward 
Don’t agree, think STA is good to use, others will believe we are trying to make wired devices that mesh

· Two STAs talking to each other using protocol
BSS means what one STA provides,  Could have two STAs doing mesh

· New concept replacing BSS, a set of STAs, with something using our mesh
This would allow that, we’ve already done things outside the PAR

· Are there other comments that will require us to change the PAR?
Perhaps, but this is a simple change.  His will allow us to get it on the list for the next Plenary

· MP is better term than STA. STA definition in 2007 includes many functions.  Using MP term, a subset of a STA, is more precise.  BSS is also redefined in 2007.  Here our new BSS can relays frames, not possible before.  We are just doing Mesh BSS.

· What is impact of changing PAR on process, have gone through LB, etc?
No effect.  Only if it makes draft invalid

· PAR does not / cannot refer to terms we are defining in the standardization process

· Does this freeze work on existing PAR
Amending doesn’t change anything.  We’ve already amended once, changing the base standard referred to

· Is it possible to introduce new terms in PAR?
No rules

· Amendment may be rejected, we may get forced to implement the PAR as it already is, ie. just MAPs

· Changing PAR is decided by executives, comments on SB would be by membership at large

· Are there any other changes?
No, made minimum changes, drop ESS, change AP to STA, and change dates and base document

Strawpoll

Which term should we use in updated PAR?

STA: 23     MP:  3

Presentation #4: “Frame Types and Subtypes”, Jan Kruys, 11-07/0017r0

Questions / comments . . .

· Mesh management frames are currently defined as action frames, that don’t use these subtypes

· We specify two types of management frames - 2 address and new mesh action based on 4 or 6 address.  This is too much deviation from existing structure.

· Do we have freedom to use more bits for subtype
We have 4
This could become a scarce resource

The Chair broke the TG into sub-groups for comment resolution  at 15:12

The TG re-assembled at 15:30 and recessed until 8:00 Thursday.

Session VII, Thursday January 18th 08:00-10:00, Hilton Metropole - York Room

The Chair convened the session at 08:05

The Chair reviewed the Agenda for the day using document 11-06/1892r6

The Chair reminded all to use the Automated Attendance System.

Moved, to adopt all comment resolutions in document 11-07/0023r5 marked as Accept, Counter or Reject in the comment “Resolution” column except CIDs 1073, 1345, 1374, 1513, 4348, 4356, 4361, and 4363.

Six of the eight exceptions were from the security team which concluded to make all these changes Defer, two were from the MAC team which were changed form Reject to Accept.

Moved:  Guenael Strutt   Seconded: Jan Kruys

Yes: 13  No; 1  Abstain: 2

Passes (>75%)

Presentation #5: “Comments on RA-OLSR”, Frank Y. Li, 11-07/0175r1

The author prepared a motion saying…

Moved, to accept document 11-07/0175-r1 description in the draft TGs standard and instruct the editor to incorporate the text in this proposal in the current draft.

Questions / comments . . .

· Re: Comment 10, currently use willingness vector for MPR, will affect MPR selection
If willingness 0 this load deleted.  If value 0 exclude otherwise don’t

The document has not been on server for 4 hours.

After discussion it was agreed by unanimous consent to add the 10 comments in the submission to the latest comment resolution spreadsheet.

Presentation #6: “Scalable Station Association Information Handling”, Azman-Osman Lin etal, 11-07/0176r0 (as suggested yesterday, this was a summary presentation based on 11-06/1842r4)
Questions / comments . . .

· Suggested to add row to table on slide 11 showing latency

· Scheme 1 has high latency, not scheme 2, because you’ve re-introduced a distance vector
Agree

· Comments – remember our networks not so big so the differences in these different techniques may be small
· Applies to HWMP as well as OLSR

· What if independent scheme for routing and station association?  Put association scheme with routing?
Common scheme might be better, needs further study

· Scheme 3, how do you prevent short term routing loops for the station, if you unicast back location to requesting , do you assume 6 address?  
Yes assume 6 address.  Should add to proposal

· Aren’t all three based on 6 address?
Yes

· How do other stations get location address info if it’s unicast, unless you’re creating tunnel.

· Didn’t mention 6 address ‘cause it’s assumed 

Strawpolls deferred from Wednesday, see “Scalable Station Association Information Handling”, 11-06/1842r4:
Shall we consider the first scheme (Efficient LAB/GAB Management Scheme) and prepare texts based on it for adoption ?

Yes: 4   No: 0   Abstain: 12 

Shall we consider the second scheme (Centralized Station Discovery Scheme) and prepare texts based on it for approval ?

Yes: 3   No: 1   Abstain: 13 

Shall we consider the third scheme (On-demand Station Discovery Scheme) and prepare texts based on it for approval ?

Yes: 5   No: 0   Abstain: 11

Questions / comments . . .

· Guido Hiertz commented there were many more comments from apparently invalid voters than he had thought when the motion was adopted Monday to consider their comments for resolution.  For example, the Voters List doesn’t include Jan Kruys, even though he submitted comments. He had thought there were, perhaps, 10 or 12 such comments.
· Editor noted that if there is a question about voter’s status, there will be an ‘x’ in the spreadsheet in the “part of no vote” column.

· Editor identified 192 comments from 8 x’d commenters

· Chair indicated Jan’s voting status has been restored.  He will have voting rights in March. 

· Arbitrary process?

· Chair pointed out that it was too late to reconsider the vote to accept all the comments including those by invalid voters. The chair then asked - do you want to move to Rescind that vote?
Guido: will think about it.
Chair suggested the TG break into sub-groups for comment resolution at 09:06

The Chair re-assembled the TG and recessed the session at 10:02AM until 13:30 this afternoon.

Session VIII, Thursday January 18th 13:30-15:30, Hilton Metropole - York Room
The Chair convened the session at 13:32 

The Chair reviewed the accomplishments of the morning session using document 11-06/1892r7 and outlined the Agenda for this session.

Presentation #7: “RFI London Update”, 11-07/0186r0, Guenael Strutt

It was noted by the Editor there is a Tab and Column in the spreadsheet showing Issue Identifier which could be used for the identifiers in the above presentation
The Chair reviewed his “Modified 802.11 TGs PAR and 5C” document 11-07/0149r4

The changes made in this document so far are;

· r0 shows the bulk of the changes tracked and was presented yesterday

· r1 shows a few more minor changes

· r2 is a clean copy with all previous changes incorporated

· r3 shows some additional changes to the abstract, introduction, and 5 criteria

· r4 is a clean copy with all previous changes incorporated
The entire TG did a pass over the document in open meeting and the Chair incorporated all these changes in 11-07/0149r5 which shows the clean PAR and 5 Criterion but has change information included so that if you turn on display of insertions and deletions you see all the changes to those documents.

Key points included . . .

· Added another example to the end of the last paragraph of the Introduction

· Changed headings to not say “With Changes Marked”

· Concern over limitation to multi-hop – agreed it’s not to limiting

· Spellcheck

Moved, to direct the TGs Chair to bring the following motion before the 802.11 Working Group and adopt this action as the resolution of CIDs 500 and 1192:

Moved, to approve the amendment in 11-07/149r5 to the P802.11s PAR and forward this PAR amendment to the 802 Executive Committee for their approval and further transmission.

Moved:  Suman Sharma   Seconded: Jan Kruys

Yes: 21   No: 0   Abstain: 2

(Passes > 75%)

Moved, to adopt all comment resolutions in 11-07/0023r9 marked as Accept, Counter, or Reject in the comment “Resolution” column except where a resolution of the comment was previously adopted at this meeting or the Technical Editor finds the resolution provides insufficient detail or the CID is 286, 1382, 1607, 1830, or 1993

Moved: Steve Conner   Seconded: Suman Sharma

Questions / comments . . .

· Comment 1830 was rejected without a reason

· Agreed to except from this motion

· Comment 1607 is not actionable
All such comments should be listed as defer and submission required
The Editor will check for any variances in his review

· There are two comments referring to 1607 one is defer, one is Reject (1382)

· Resolution to 286 not adequate

· Agreed to exclude both from motion as shown in resolution above

Yes: 20   No: 1   Abstain: 3

(Passes > 75%)

Moved, to direct the editor to produce a Draft 1.01 incorporating all comment resolutions adopted by TGs during this 802.11 meeting except that, where two or more resolutions make conflicting changes in the draft, the editor shall either:
(1) harmonize those changes giving priority to resolutions adopted earlier over those adopted later and priority to the resolution of Technical comments over the resolution of Editorial comments or
(2) omit the resolutions from D1.01 and report the conflict back to TGs.
Moved: Guido Hiertz   Seconded: Steve Conner

Questions / comments . . . 

· Why is priority given to resolution adopted earlier?
There was more time for people to review earlier resolutions.
Yes: 20   No: 1   Abstain: 3

(Passes > 75%)

The Chair reviewed the TGs Process using document 11-07/0059r1

Straw Poll

How many think we will go to Letter Ballot again in…
March: 1   May: 12    After May: 17

There was a desire to hold teleconferences more frequently than the three usually requested to eg. allow the sub-groups times to discuss comment resolution.

Straw Polls were held on possible teleconference times

Straw Poll

10AM: 13   11AM: 2   5PM: 13   (all EST)
Chair said he would drop the option with lowest number of votes, do another poll, and choose the time if there is till a tie.
Straw Poll

10AM: 13   5PM: 13

Tie, so the Chair picked 5PM

Moved, to authorize weekly teleconferences starting 31 January 2007 through 21 March 2007 (except 7 February and 14 March) at 5PM Wednesdays Eastern Time to resolve comments and review the ad hoc meeting and March meeting agendas.

There was no objection to scheduling the teleconferences at these times.

We have already pre-approved an ad hoc meeting 6-8 February in Hillsboro, Oregon, to work on comment resolution.

Straw poll for those in the room who expect to be attending: 12

Regarding the April ad hoc, it was mentioned there is a WLAN Mesh Conference planned in Paris April 17th.
Straw Poll was held on the locations offered so far.

Eindhoven: 13   Boston: 10

Agreed to Eindhoven, Netherlands
Moved, to request that the 802.11 WG authorize an ad hoc in April (to be cancelled if we go to Letter Ballot again from the March meeting) on 11-13 April in Eindhoven to work on comment resolution.

Moved: Juan Carlos Zuniga   Seconded: Dee Denteener

Adopted by unanimous consent

Final comment resolution status is summarized in the Chair’s closing report, document 11-07/0192r1

The Chair adjourned the meeting sine die at 15:25.
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