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Minutes

Minutes taken by Dee Denteneer, edited by Donald Eastlake 3rd.
Monday, January 14, PM1

The meeting was called to order by Chair Donald Eastlake 3rd (Motorola) at 13:31.

Dee Denteneer (Philips) was selected to act as Temporary Secretary for the meeting as the permanent Secretary, Stephen Rayment (Belair Networks), cannot attend.
Miscellaneous announcements and agenda, as in 11-07/2933r4 

Standard Boards Bylaws on Patents in standards, anti-trust statement were read and slides were shown. The Chair inquired if everyone was familiar with the IEEE 802 IPR policy, and if there were any patents, applications, or LoAs about which the 802.11 WG Chair should be informed.  No one indicated unfamiliarity and there were no patents or LoAs brought forward. There were no questions on policy and procedures.

The Chair demonstrated how to get attendance credits on-line.

The agenda was reviewed and a number of submissions were announced and included in the agenda.

The agenda was approved by unanimous consent.

Minutes of the November Atlanta meeting, 11-07/2826r1 were approved by unanimous consent.

Minutes of teleconferences: 21 Nov 2007 in 11-07/2934r1 and Jan 9 in 11-08/0041r0 approved by unanimous consent.

The Chair has assembled all resolved comments in the comment spreadsheet 11-07/0023r51. Changes are indicated in that spreadsheet by an X in column X. Most changes resolve comments but there are a few which merely change the resolution note. These changes, however, have not been entered in the Draft yet, because there was no Technical Editor. Thus Draft D1.07, incorporating the changes from the September Waikoloa meeting remains the most current draft. Besides the changes to D1.07 that are in 11-07/0023r51, the following submissions changing the Draft were adopted at the November meeting:

Date

Submission

Title

11/15/2007    11-07/2839r3    Key Usage Update on Peer Link Management
    
11/15/2007    11-07/2882r0    Editorial Fixes for TGs D1.07
    
11/14/2007    11-07/2855r0    A More Efficient KDF
    
11/14/2007    11-07/2816r0    Minor Text Updates for Abbreviated Handshake

The Chair gave a TGs process discussion. As in 11-08/0082r0.

Alexander Safonov (LG) presented 11-08/0068r0, 11-08/0069r0: Mesh QoS Control.

It was commented that MPs do not change the TID, they may ignore it if not QoS enabled, or if congested.

Also, it was asked to give a good example why this is useful.
Is EDCA mandatory?

This seems to be not in the Draft (any more). This has changed as part of the format discussion of mesh data frames. It was specified when mesh frames were a different frame type. Now that they are regular frame types, the requirement to support EDCA seems to have been accidentally dropped. This may need revisiting and can be resolved this week.

If EDCA were mandatory is there added value in the presentation?

Yes: the table need still be updated. Maybe also the mesh TID is useful for the reordering problem. This will be looked into further.

Jarkko Knecht presented 11-08/103r0: Peer Service Period.

What is in 802.11e? Here the frame triggers independently of AC.

The SP can it contain different ACs? Yes. In 11e, this can be only one category.

What is the relation to UPSD? Currently the service period is not well defined. This is a UPSD compliant solution, and does not exclude UPSD.

This simplifies UPSD, and adds another feature on bi-directionality.

Straw poll: What is the most useful peer service period type(s) in 802.11s?
· (Unidirectional) Peer service Period:
0 

· Bidirectional Peer Service Period:
2

· Both:




7

Jarkko Knecht presented 11-08/0102r0 on Power Save in Mesh.

Remark: TGv also contains a sleep mode (for wake on wireless), so we might think about a new name if they finish before us.

Remark: To define two levels of activity might complicate implementations; why not change the beacon interval intensity. The device has no control over what its peers do.

Q: There may be a synchronization issues with the deep sleep to deep sleep communication. A: These are implementation dependent decisions.

Q: Does any part of the presentation prohibit IBSS beaconing?

A: We hope so.

Remark: I think it is better to separate the functionality of “support for PS” and “PS-mode” itself. There is now some confusion as you don’t define “support for PS” functionality itself.

We recessed at 3.30pm

Monday, January 14, Evening
We reconvened at 19:45.

We were reminded of the patent policy. The Chair inquired if everyone was familiar with the IEEE 802 IPR policy, and if there were any patents, patent applications, or LoAs about which the 802.11 WG Chair should be informed.  No-one indicated unfamiliarity and there were no patents brought forward. There were no questions on policy and procedures.

The Chair reviewed the agenda in 11-07/2933r5.

The Chair inquired whether lazy WDS should be put on the agenda, otherwise this could be a source of comments in the next Ballot. There were no reactions.
The Chair presented 11-08/0114r0 which is a small update of  11-07/2491r4.

Kazuyuki Sakoda (Sony) presented 11-08/0108r0: Suggested resolutions to Synch, APSD, etc., comments.  He also presented 11-08/0107r0: Suggested resolution text relating to synch, APSD, etc.

Michelle Gong presented 11-08/0110r1 which is a minor update from 11-08/0110r0 as on the server.

It was debated whether it was worth the trouble putting in an extra IE. This can also be achieved with some default, or MIB variable.

The Chair recessed the meeting until the AM1 session tomorrow.

Tuesday, January 15, AM1
Miscellaneous announcements and agenda, as in 11-07/2933r6.

People were reminded of the Standard Boards Bylaws on Patents in standards, anti-trust statement, and IEEE patent policy. The Chair inquired if everyone was familiar with the IEEE 802 IPR policy, and if there were any patents, patent applications, or LoAs about which the 802.11 WG Chair should be informed.  No-one indicated unfamiliarity and there were no patents brought forward. There were no questions on policy and procedures.

The Chair demonstrated how to get attendance credits.

The Chair reviewed the progress of the previous sessions.

The Chair took a poll to find out who would be interested in which of the usual areas for meeting in ad hoc subgroups for comment resolution and Draft improvement with the following results:

General 1, MAC 10, RFI 0, Security 2

The Chair suggested MAC and Security subgroups. Several attendees suggested that Power Save was important enough at this point to break the MAC area into Power-Save and non-Power-Save areas. The Chair then took another poll dropping General and RFI (Routing, Forwarding, and Interworking) and splitting MAC as suggested with the following results:

Power Save MAC 9, Other MAC 4, Security 2.
The Task Group then divided into ad hoc subgroups with coordinators as follows:


Power Save MAC – Jarkko Knecht


Other MAC – Kazuyuki Sakoda


Security – Jesse Walker

The Chair announced that he would be just down the hall in the WNG meeting to make a presentation but that if any difficulties arose, someone should come get him. If anything arose that was too urgent to come get him then, as per Roberts Rules, the secretary was in charge.

The Task Group recombined and the Chair asked if any of the subgroups wished to report.

The Security subgroup reported that it had proposed resolutions for all remaining Open comments in the Security area and these were in 11-08/127.
The MAC subgroup reported that it had been working on a submission 11-08/108.

The Chair recessed the meeting at 10.00 until 13.30.

Tuesday, January 15, PM1
Miscellaneous announcements and agenda, as in 11-07/2933r6.

We were reminded of Standard Boards Bylaws on Patents in standards, anti-trust statement. The Chair inquired if everyone was familiar with the IEEE 802 IPR policy, and if there were any patents, patent applications, or LoAs about which the 802.11 WG Chair should be informed.  No-one indicated unfamiliarity and there were no patents brought forward. There were no questions on policy and procedures.

The Chair demonstrated how to get attendance credits.

Tony Braskich (Motorola) presented 11-08/0127r0: Suggested resolutions to remaining security comments.
Has any attempt been made to talk to the commenters whose comments have been rejected?

We believe that the proposal has been sufficiently changed so ask to ask the WG for new comments. If people have still trouble they can resubmit their comments possibly with more details.
How can ppt slides address a comment in the Draft.?

The commenter asked for a rationale, so that is given there.

Tony Braskich presented 11-07/2037r1: Mesh Pre-Shared Key Clarification.
Everybody knows that group pre-shared keys will be used as easy solution, be it is not secure.

How can you enforce that this bad practice is not followed?

This point is understandable; the letter ballot may give additional input. 

The Task Group split into ad hoc subgroups as follows:


Power Save MAC – Jarkko Knecht


Other MAC – Kazuyuki Sakoda

At 15.30 the Chair recombined the subgroup into a single meeting and recessed until 16.00.

Tuesday, January 15, PM2

We reconvened at 16.00.

We were reminded of the patent policy. The Chair inquired if everyone was familiar with the IEEE 802 IPR policy, and if there were any patents, patent applications, or LoAs about which the 802.11 WG Chair should be informed.  No-one indicated unfamiliarity and there were no patents brought forward. There were no questions on policy and procedures.

The Chair demonstrated how to get attendance credits.

Miscellaneous announcements and agenda, as in 11-07/2933r6.

Kazuyuki Sakoda presented 11-08/108r2: Suggested resolution to Sync, APSD, etc, comments. He also referred to 11-08/0117r1 (“MDA MIB variable”, which is an editorial update of 11-08/0117r0 as on the server) and 11-08/0107r0.

Jarkko Knecht presented 11-08/0103r1: Peer Service Period.
Q: Will the solution also send a higher priority frame even if it arrives later? 

Q: Is every frame a trigger frame?

No.

Is this in the text?

Should be, the normative text will be ready in one of these days. I agree that handling multiple service categories in one service period is a difficult issue.

Q: Slide 9, both MPs are in light sleep mode; what happens if either of them is active or in deep sleep? With Active MPs there is no issue. The operation is as in infrastructure networks. That need be described. Remark: That is why I repeat that you must distinguish between PS support and PS itself. The description must be in general terms without reference to light sleep and deep sleep.

The Task Group split into ad hoc subgroups as follows:


Power Save MAC – Jarkko Knecht


Other MAC – Kazuyuki Sakoda

At 17.30 the Chair recombined the group and recessed until 19.30.
Tuesday, January 15, Evening
We reconvened at 19.30.

We were reminded of the patent policy. The Chair inquired if everyone was familiar with the IEEE 802 IPR policy, and if there were any patents, patent applications, or LoAs about which the 802.11 WG Chair should be informed.  No-one indicated unfamiliarity and there were no patents brought forward. There were no questions on policy and procedures.

Miscellaneous announcements and agenda, as in 11-07-2933r7.

Alexander Safonov presented 11-08/0072r1: Mesh Regulatory Class Switch
Q: Is it necessary to have PIFS access with back off? This was discussed in 11e to no avail.

This might help to propagate the information more quickly.
Remark: Is speed really needed, you have a number of seconds to switch.

Q: Do you still need to back off after the PIFS?

Yes, but the channel should be idle.

Q: Do you risk collision with HCC without back off?

Yes, and also with other MPs in the procedure.
Q: I think we should follow the 11e way, and use DIFS.

Q: If the medium is idle for DIFS then you can send the packet without back off.

This is not so, collision can happen if more neighbours receive the packet.

Q: If this happens there is no network anymore

Q: There is only one node that detects.
Q: You do not get priority by using PIFS plus back off. But more then when using DIFS.

Q: PIFS has already been used in 11.9.7.1 for DFS, so there is precedence.

Straw Poll: Should an MP be allowed to send a channel switch in PIFS plus back off?

Straw poll postponed until Wednesday PM session.

The Task Group as a whole discussed some of the general comments. Particularly 98 and 3647.

Next, the remaining three unresolved RFI comments were considered. 4380 was not considered essential for the standard. 4411 was already fixed in D1.07. The group reached consensus on resolutions for these two General area comments and for all three remaining RFI area comments.
The Chair recessed the session at 21.00 until Wednesday AM1 session starting 8.00

Wednesday, January 16, AM1

Miscellaneous announcements, review and agenda, as in 11-07/2933r8.

People were reminded of the Standard Boards Bylaws on Patents in standards, anti-trust statement, and IEEE patent policy. The Chair inquired if everyone was familiar with the IEEE 802 IPR policy, and if there were any patents, patent applications, or LoAs about which the 802.11 WG Chair should be informed.  No-one indicated unfamiliarity and there were no patents brought forward. There were no questions on policy and procedures.

The Chair demonstrated how to get attendance credits.

Dan Harkins presented 11-08/0045r1: Password Authenticated Key Exchange.
Q: The inputs to H are both publicly known and the password is weak. It seems like a miracle.

A: There goes more in the procedure then just that. There are random nonces from each side. The weak key is never exchanged.

Comment: neat

Q: What about resources.

A: The computational work amounts to about two Diffie-Hellman exchanges.

Tony Braskich presented 11-08/0027r1: Key hierarchy nonce Removal.
Moved, to adopt the normative text in document 0027r1 “Key Hierarchy Nonce Removal” and direct the Editor to incorporate it into the TGs Draft.

Adopted by unanimous consent.

Tony Braskich presented 11-08/0128r0: Mesh Key Deletion Clarification,
As the text was posted recently only. A motion is deferred until the PM session and comments are welcomed.

Tony Braskich presented 11-07/2037r1, also presented yesterday: Mesh Pre-Shared Key Clarification
Moved, to adopt the normative text in document 11-07/2037r1 “Mesh Pre-Shared Key Clarification”, resolving CIDs 1345, 1614, 1615, 1616, 2975, 4750, & 4758, and direct the Editor to incorporate it into the TGs Draft.

Moved: Tony Braskich     Second Guenael Strutt

Q: I do not think that the resolution is realistic, not all keys are strong. I do understand the motivation though.

A: Currently, there are security problems, and this text makes this more explicit. The point is more to clarify.

Yes :  7  No: 3   Abstain: 7  (fails < ¾)
Moved, to adopt the comment resolutions in document 11-08/0127r0, “Mesh Suggested resolutions to remaining security comments”, except those for CIDs 1345 1614, 1615, 1616, 2975, 4750, & 4758.

Yes 9   No 0   Abstain 5   (passes > ¾).

Donald Eastlake discussed 11-08/0140r0: Five Comment Resolutions.
There are some comments left in “general”, some relating to MIB and some to regulatory classes. In 11-08/140r0, we consider the other ones in general plus the remaining RFI comments.

A motion to adopt this will be brought up during this afternoon session

Jesse Walker presented 11-08/0119r0: Text Updates for Binding of Peer Link and Security Association
A motion to adopt this will be brought up during this afternoon session

Michelle Gong presented 11-08/0147r0: Suggested resolution text relating to mesh beaconing behaviour
A motion to adopt this will be brought up during the Thursday AM session. 
The group divided into MAC and security subgroups to work on comment resolution and draft improvement as follows:

MAC – Kazuyuki Sakoda


Security – Jesse Walker

The Chair recombined the group and recessed until 13.30.
Wednesday, January 16, PM1

Miscellaneous announcements, review and agenda, as in 11-07/2933r8.

People were reminded of the Standard Boards Bylaws on Patents in standards, anti-trust statement, and IEEE patent policy. The Chair inquired if everyone was familiar with the IEEE 802 IPR policy, and if there were any patents, patent applications, or LoAs about which the 802.11 WG Chair should be informed.  No-one indicated unfamiliarity and there were no patents brought forward. There were no questions on policy and procedures.

The Chair demonstrated how to get attendance credits.

Moved, to adopt the normative text in document 11-08/0072r2 “Normative text for regulatory class switch” and direct the Editor to incorporate it into the TGs Draft to resolve CIDs 1370, 1642, 1916, 2040.

Moved: Alexander Safonov   Seconded: Jarkko Knecht

Adopted by unanimous consent

Moved, to adopt the resolutions to CIDs 98, 3639, 3847, 4380 and 4411 in document 11-08/0140r0 “Normative Five comment resolutions” and direct the Editor to incorporate the change resolving 3847 into the Draft.


Moved: Guido Hiertz   Seconded Jan Kruys

Adopted by unanimous consent

Moved, to adopt the normative text in document 11-08/0119r0 “Text Updates for Binding of Peer Link and Security Associations “and direct the Editor to incorporate it into the Draft.

Moved: Michelle Gong   Seconded: Malik Audeh

Adopted by unanimous consent

Tony Braskich presented 11-08/0159r0: “PSK related comment resolutions”

It can be voted on at 15:02 or later (due to the 4 hour rule).
Mathilde Benveniste presented 11-08/0142r2: More on Performance of Express Forwarding in Mesh.
Jarkko Knecht presented 11-08/0162r0: Peer Service Period for 802.11s.
Some editorial updates were given during the talk.

Comment: this text doesn’t make sense without text on the power save itself.

A: valuable comment.

Q: The third bullet point: Are the two MPs the same?

A: This should be formulated better.

Q: Why not narrow down the notion of trigger frames:

A: If there are management frames but no data frames to send this general definition of trigger frames is useful.

Q: Why do we need pull and push trigger frames?
Q: Is it possible to have a QoS-null frame send that requires ack?

That again can be formulated better.

Comment: The name trigger frame is confusing for the 11e community

It is a good idea to use push and pull trigger frames or mesh trigger frames.

The power save proposal will be available after the meeting.

Kazuyuki Sakoda presented 11-08/0108r4: Suggested resolution to Synch, APSD, etc, comments
Everybody is urged to look at it, before a motion that is to be made tomorrow.

We recessed until 15.00

At 15.02 we re-convened.

Moved, to adopt the comment spreadsheet changes in document 11-08/0159r0 “PSK related comment resolutions”.

Moved: Tony Braskich  Seconded: Dee Denteneer

Adopted by unanimous consent.

Announcement: A new Draft D1.08 has been received by the Chair from Steve Conner.

Is this allowed as there is no Technical Editor?

Yes, the Draft must be approved by the Chair who can appoint a temporary Editor.

By the end of the next week there should be a Technical Editor. Hopefully, they can be presented even earlier.

We recessed until 10.30pm Thursday.

Thursday, January 17, AM2

Draft 1.08 is send to Harry Worstell reflecting all the changes adopted in Atlanta.
Miscellaneous announcements, review and agenda, as in 11-07/2933r10.

People were reminded of the Standard Boards Bylaws on Patents in standards, anti-trust statement, and IEEE patent policy. The Chair inquired if everyone was familiar with the IEEE 802 IPR policy, and if there were any patents, patent applications, or LoAs about which the 802.11 WG Chair should be informed.  No-one indicated unfamiliarity and there were no patents brought forward. There were no questions on policy and procedures.

The Chair demonstrated how to get attendance credits.

Chair: In Earlier versions of the Draft EDCA was mandated, but somehow this is no longer so in the Draft. If we want to fix this in the text this meeting, we may need to upload a fix soon. Maybe a motion inserting the text “MPs shall be Q-STAs”…
Isn’t this to general? The minimal requirement for a QSTA is to use EDCA and associate with AP, so this does not impose much additional burden.

Comment: For MPs associating with APs are not on the plane.

Chair: It seems the general feeling that this is urgent and following the 4 hour rule; it may not be the best way, but for the time it could do.

Remark: it can be done in the definition.

Remark: That is not enough. We need normative language in the text.

Remark: If the header QoS field is present, so this indicates 11e support.
Counter: indications are not enough.
Remark; Even if the definition is not normative, given the lack of time, we suggest that this is the best way to go.

So replace “entity” in the definition of MP with “QSTA”.
A motion to this end was drafted, for the afternoon session in the agenda, which was uploaded. At this instant, the Chair’s computer sort of deserted us, to come to live just in time.

Remark: In section 5.2.9.1., L.50, also change “entities” to “QSTAs”. That seems editorial.
Remark: This is also an informational section.

Q: We need to know whether this is sufficient by consulting IEEE management.
A: Given lack of time, we’ll see.

Remark:  Can the procedural letter ballot help?

No.
Tony Braskich presented 11-08/0128r1: Mesh Key Deletion Clarification
Moved, to adopt the normative text in document 11-08/0128r1 “Mesh Key deletion clarification” and direct the Editor to incorporate it into the TGs Draft.

Moved: Tony Braskich: Second: Dee Denteneer

Adopted by unanimous consent.

Moved, To adopt the normative text in document 07-0147r0 “Suggested resolution text relating to mesh beaconing” and direct the Editor to incorporate it into the Draft.

Moved: Kazuyuki Sakoda   Second: Michelle Gong
Adopted by unanimous consent.

Kazuyuki Sakoda presented 11-07/0107r0: Suggested resolution text relating to synch, APSD, etc.
Remark: there is a simpler approach to power save. 

A: This contribution does not present a power save proposal, it just cleans up the text.

Moved, to adopt the normative text in document 07-0107r0 “Suggested resolution text relating to sync, APSD, etc.” and direct the Editor to incorporate it in the Draft.

Moved: Kazuyuki Sakoda   Seconded: Guido Hiertz.
Yes: 16   No: 0   Abstain: 1   (passes > ¾)
Remark: I would like to make an amendment to the QSTA motion appearing later in the agenda. We can do it by changing the PICS.

Add the following to the end of table A.4.4.1.

	PC36.4
	Mesh service supported
	5.2.9 Wireless LAN mesh
	CF12:M
	Yes No


Is this editorial?

Chair rules: Yes, these changes are all expressing the same technical intent. 

Remark: It is not obvious that it is the same.

CF12:M refers to QSTA, so it is the same.

Remark: Then I don’t know whether I want it.
Remark: Must 11-08/0117r1 be presented? It sounds kind of boring.
Moved, to adopt the normative text in document 117r1 “MDA MIB variables” and direct the Editor to incorporate it into the Draft.

Moved: Dee Denteneer   Seconded Guido Hiertz
Adopted by unanimous consent.

Kazuyuki Sakoda presented 11-08/0108r4: Suggested resolution to Synch, APSD, etc, comments
Q: Has CID 180 been addressed?

A: We only describe MP behaviour, AP behaviour is not described. 

Remark: We can formally reject as we do not have Mesh APs.

Remark: we should be courteous by giving technical arguments.

Q: You propose the resolution multi-channel is outside the scope.

A: This is in-line with previous comments. To use multi-channel it does not matter how people implement this.

Remark: The fact that CID 180 is included twice in the spreadsheet explains why the comment count currently goes of by one. This comment was resolved in September but an unresolved copy was left in the spreadsheet through error.
Moved, to adopt the resolutions in 11-08/0108r4 “Suggested comment resolution relating to Sync, APSD, etc comments”.

Moved: Kazuyuki Sakoda   Seconded: Dee Denteneer

Discussion:
Q: There is text in the Draft relating to multi-channel, so we are contradicting the Draft. 
Q: CID 180 is a very good comment and it shouldn’t be rejected.
Chair: What action do you want to take? Do you have an amendment?
Moved, To amend the resolution of CID 180 in from “Reject” to “Accept”.

 Failed for lack of a second.

Vote on main motion:

Yes: 15   No: 1   Abstain: 0    (passes > ¾)

Jarkko Knecht presented 11-08/0168r1: Power save for 802.11s
Remark: 7.3.2.54.5 Refers to bits that are no longer in. Does this introduce them again.

No.
Q: But editor will execute the motions in some order. We don’t know what the final text will look like. 

Remark: We can have a motion to make this clear, this does not introduce a new technical change, as all technical content has been on the server.

Q: Does every MP have to implement this.

A: PS (Power Save) support is mandatory, but to go to PS is optional.

Remark: As an MP you have to implement complementary things to what an AP currently has to do.

Q: How much is that; is it what was just said.

A: Correct.

Moved, to adopt the normative text in document 11-08/0168r1 “Power Save for 802.11s” subject to changes to the Draft previously adopted at this meeting and direct the Editor to incorporate it into the Draft.

Moved: Jarkko Kneckt: Seconded: Jan Kruys

Yes: 21   No: 0   Abstain: 0   (passes > ¾)

Announcement: Draft 1.08 is now in the members area on the server.

Announced here interest in an even simpler PS mechanism. The current normative text is supported by her, but given the intent to go to letter ballot new endeavours and proposals will be postponed.

We recessed until 13.30.

Thursday, January 17, PM1
We reconvened at 13.30.

We were reminded of the patent policy. The Chair inquired if everyone was familiar with the IEEE 802 IPR policy, and if there were any patents, patent applications, or LoAs about which the 802.11 WG Chair should be informed.  No-one indicated unfamiliarity and there were no patents brought forward. There were no questions on policy and procedures.

Miscellaneous announcements and agenda, as in 11-07/2933r11.

The Chair demonstrated how to get attendance credits.

Chair: Process discussion 11-08/0082r1.

Remark: If this optimistic schedule holds, the amendment will be available in end 2009.

The letter ballot may end on the Friday of the Orlando meeting, or even after the meeting. We can then still do comment resolution and categorization during the meeting of comments that have been received.

Moved, to Close all remaining open comments in 07-0023r51 for which a resolution was not previously adopted at this meeting with the disposition Reject and the Resolution note “TGs believes that it needs additional input through a WG Letter Ballot”
Moved: Guido Hiertz   Seconded: Jan Kruys
Q: What do we expect to get out of a Letter Ballot? Also considering how many other groups may also go to LB now.
A: The current draft is so different from what it does initially. Also, comments remaining do not require so much from us. It will provide additional input to the process. 
Remark: We need also consider what we gain out of postponing. In two months others go letter ballots will conflict with us, etc. etc. 

Yes: 9   No: 0 Abstain: 4   (passes > ¾)

Technical Editor: There is someone available at Motorola. There is another candidate whose is checking with management. I should know if their management is agreeable by the end of next week. The latter is the preferred one. 
Moved, to direct the Editor to produce one or more revisions of the Draft so as to incorporate all changes and comment resolutions adopted before the end of this session.
Moved: Jan Kruys   Seconded: Guido Hiertz

Adopted by unanimous consent.

We recessed until 15.02.
The Chair reconvened the meeting

Moved, to amend the Draft by replacing the definition of “mesh point (MP)” with the following: “An IEEE 802.11 QSTA that supports mesh services.” and in 5.2.9.1, Line.50 Draft 1.08, replace “entities” with “QSTAs” and to add the following line to the PICS at the end of the Table in A4.4.1:
	PC36.4
	Mesh service supported
	5.2.9 Wireless LAN mesh
	CF12:M
	Yes No



Q: Do we define QSTA?


A: That is in the standard.


Q: No longer, the removed that when merging 11e.


Remark It is in 3.122, or rather QoS STA.


Remark, so change the motion to QoS STA

By general agreement, the motion was admended to repalce “QSTA” with “QoS STA” producing the following:
Moved, to amend the Draft by replacing the definition of “mesh point (MP)” with the following: “An IEEE 802.11 QoS STA that supports mesh services.” and in 5.2.9.1, Line.50 Draft 1.08, replace “entities” with “QoS STAs and to add the following line to the PICS at the end of the Table in A4.4.1:

	PC36.4
	Mesh service supported
	5.2.9 Wireless LAN mesh
	CF12:M
	Yes No



Moved:   Dee Denteneer    Seconded:  Guido Hiertz

Q: The second part, adding the line to the table, does it mandate associating with an AP.


A: No it does not, nor is it the intend. It is only EDCA which is mandatory.

Remark: This is a net improvement, but further refinement will be needed.

Yes: 14    No:  0   Abstain 1 (passes > ¾)

Moved, To approve and forward the following motion to the 802.11 WG “Moved to authorize a 15-Day procedural Letter Ballot to approve sending 802.11s Draft 2.0 to 30-Day Letter Ballot”

Moved: John Barr   Seconded: Jesse Walker
Yes: 14    No: 0   Abstain 2  (passes > ¾)
Chair: Straw Poll: Does TGs want D2.0 to be available for purchase from IEEE if we pass letter Ballot.?
Remark: Bad idea. It is better to do it once and right. Previous experience has shown that this may give problems.

Remark: I fully support this.

Remark: The state of the draft is far too immature to start make interoperable implementations.

Remark: This is intended for academic purposes.

Remark: This gives problems in the WFA.

Yes: 1   No: 8

Q: Does the Chair intend to make a motion to this end?

A: No

Chair: It is unclear whether letter ballot ends before March meeting, so teleconferences don’t seem very useful.  

In the Orlando meeting we may not be able to do much comment resolution. So it is possible to schedule an Ad Hoc in early April. If we want it to be within 30 days of the March 802.11 meeting, it has to be approved at this 802.11 meeting.
Straw Poll: Does TGs want to schedule an ad hoc within 30 days after the Orlando meeting?

Yes: 10   No: 0

Who are sure they would come if it was in the Boston area? 4
Chair: Let’s specify locations later.

Moved, To request working group approval for TGs to hold an Ad Hoc for 7-9 April, location in North America to be determined, to resolve comments from the second TGs Letter Ballot.
Yes: 5   No: 0   Abstain: 5   (passes)
At 15.10 we adjourned.
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Minutes for the IEEE 802.11 TGs meetings held during the January 14-18 IEEE 802.11 interim meeting at the Howard Plaza Hotel in Taipei, Taiwan.
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