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Minutes

The Chair convened the call at 17:05 EDT and also took the minutes.

The telecon announcement included the following informational pointers:

IEEE Patent Policy 

http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/pat-slideset.ppt
Patent FAQ 

http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/faq.pdf
Affiliation FAQ 

http://standards.ieee.org/faqs/affiliationFAQ.html
Anti-Trust FAQ 

http://standards.ieee.org/resources/antitrust-guidelines.pdf
Ethics 

http://www.ieee.org/portal/cms_docs/about/CoE_poster.pdf
The Chair inquired if everyone was familiar with the IEEE 802 IPR policy and if there were any potentially essential patents, patent applications, or claims about which the 802.11 WG Chair should be informed.  No-one indicated unfamiliarity with the policy and no new patents or applications were identified.

The Chair reviewed the proposed Agenda:

1.  Attendance
2.  IPR and other relevant IEEE policies (see pointers above).
3.  Agenda for this call
4.  Atlanta Agenda (11-07/2630r0)
5.  15 minutes on PICS (D. Eastlake))
6.  Discussion of such other submissions as are brought up by their author.
7.  Adjourn

There were no objections to the Agenda and there were no other submissions.

 4. Atlanta Agenda (11-07/2630r0)

The Chair noted that, due to an error on his part, the TGs agenda spreadsheet part of the tentative WG agenda for the Atlanta meeting, document 11-07/2485, is incorrect in the days of the month shown for the days TGs is meeting. Other aspects of that agenda are correct. A fixed version has been sent to the WG Chair, Stuart Kerry, and will be incorporated into the next version of 2485.

The Chair then went over document 11-07/2630r0, which is a somewhat generic agenda Power Point for the TGs meeting in Atlanta. The Chair also pointed out certain things about the Agenda:

1. The title Slide 2 notes in RED the absence of a Technical Editor. This is going to be a significant problem unless we can at least get a temporary Technical Editor for the Atlanta meeting and a short period of time thereafter. The Chair knows of no plausible candidates so far.

2. Since the Atlanta meeting is an 802 Plenary, we will have less meeting time than at a wireless interim. Also, out first slot 8am Monday morning is actually an ad hoc meeting.

3. In view of the possibility that we may wish to go to Letter Ballot from Atlanta, the Chair has tentatively included in the agenda a motion on Thursday to clean up any remaining Open comments. Of course, if needed / desired, this motion would have to be moved, seconded, and adopted by a ¾ vote to take effect.

Donald Eastlake, one of the two authors, went over document 11-07/1191r1 (Suggested PICS Proforma Table Additions), in particular the tracked changes from r0. There were no comments or discussion.

That exhausted the previously approved Agenda but, when the Chair asked if discussion of further subjects was desired, it was suggested we could talk about the MP/AP Frame Formats question, which has been discussed on the TGs mailing list. There being no objection, the following discussion occurred:

· The current Draft distinguishes AP Beacons from MP Beacons by having the ESS & IBSS bits zero in Mesh Beacons. This is felt to be insufficient by some.

· The following are possible solutions that have been significantly mentioned on the mailing list:

· Use two MAC addresses.

· Use different SSIDs. Possibly set Mesh SSID to wildcard value. Or omit SSID from Mesh Beacon.

· Use different Frame types.

· Use only a single combined type of beacon.

· Guido will write up alternatives and post to the mailing list.

· The history of discussions on this topic at various past TGs meetings was reviewed.

· It was mentioned that the TSF time should be as accurate as possible and is frequently inserted by hardware as a beacon frame goes out over the air. This might be linked at a low hardware level to the frame type making it very hard to use a different frame type for Mesh Beacons via a software or firmware upgrade, since both AP and MP Beacons need the TSF.

· The difficulty with just using the ESS & IBSS bits is that it has not been clearly mandatory to check for undefined combinations and ignore those frames. Thus, many implementations may, for example, only look at the ESS bit to decide if a Beacon is ESS or IBSS.  It depends on your point of view whether or not this is a “short-cut”.

· Techniques dependent on SSID are OK for Beacons but not for Action Frames.

· It was asserted that, while we don’t have to mandate the exact behaviour of a co-located AP and MP, we should clearly specify what they don’t do…
The Chair asked if there were any further topics for the call.

None being requested, the Chair adjourned the call at 17:37
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