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Monday November 16, 2009 PM2 Session – 1600-1800
1.0 Chair (CH: Dorothy Stanley, Aruba Networks) called the meeting to order at 1600, welcomed participants and reminded participants to record their attendance.

1.1 CH: Reviewed the patent policy slides

1.2 CH: Asked for essential patents/patent holders, per patent slide instructions. None brought forward.

1.3 Draft agenda is in 09-1130-00, on the server.
1.4 CH: Reviewed the status of the group.
1.5 CH, members - adjustments to the agenda, per member requests for times for their presentations and comment resolutions. 

2.0 Motion to adopt the Agenda
2.1 Motion: Move to adopt the agenda in 11-09-1130-01-000v-TGv-November-2009-agenda.
2.2 Mover: 
2.3 Seconder: 
2.4 Result: Unanimous consent
3.0 Motion to approve previous meeting minutes
3.1 Move to approve the meeting minutes in 11-09-1073-01-000v-September-2009-meeting-notes.doc.
3.2 Mover: Allan Thomson
3.3 Seconder: Qi Wang
3.4 Result: Approved by Unanimous consent.
4.0 Review of TCLAS comments – Allan Thomson, Cisco Systems.
4.1 Discussion – applies to a majority of the comments – In September, agreed to back out the changes to classifier 1. Addition of Classifier types 3 and 4 remain.

4.2 Existing standard text for classifier 1 is not correct for IPv6. Need to deprecate at least for IPv6. Add a statement along the lines of “Use of classifier type 1 for IPv6 is deprecated.
4.3 Review draft text submission, will be uploaded shortly.

4.4 Comment 37 – add list of known line and page numbers.

4.5 Comment 88 – corrected

4.6 Comments 163, 164, 165, 251 are editorial comments that are transferred to TCLAS.

5.0 Presentation on Station Location, see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/09/11-09-1193-00-000v-station-location.ppt , Leo Estevez, Texas Instruments.

5.1 Related to Comment 3.

5.2 Review of the proposal, motivation

5.3 Discussion – Is the intent to support exchange of data via Probe Request/Response frames or the Measurement Request/Report frames? Intent is to use the Measurement Request/Report frames.
5.4 Need to have an indication of privacy. Device/user being located has to give permission for giving out the location, and indicate who the location information can be given to. This is an application level issue. Level 2 is not the right place to solve this problem.

5.5 One intended application is DTLS, which is at L2 – assisted discovery. Also want to make the service more general for additional applications.

5.6 When an intermediary storage is introduced, have additional concerns. Introduces timliness issues, storage issues, state info. More complex than is being acknowledged. 

5.7 Is application dependent, need to tie to application, for example to TDLS.

6.0 Proposed comment resolutions for Diagnostics, Event and MIB category comments, see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/09/11-09-1192-00-000v-initial-sb-comments-general.xls . Dorothy Stanley (Aruba Networks)

6.1 Diagnostics comments

6.2 Comment 226 – Disagree, resolution of “The OUI field included is from the AKM, taken directly from the RSNIE, see 7.3.2.25. This field is defined in Std 802.11-2007 as a 3 octet value” 

6.3 Comment 187 – Review the proposed changes, still open.
6.4 Comment 186 – Principle, delete “excluding the Element ID and Length in the Supported Regulatory Classes Element”. 
6.5 MIB comments – all 3 comments are still open; last 2 were discussed in September. Still agree with the proposed resolutions, need to update per comment 1. 
6.6 Event comments – 305, 304, and 303 – move the definition to clase 3.

6.7 Event comment 149 – agree with proposed resolution.
6.8 Event comment 97 – still open. If data frame encapsulation is removed, then don’t need this text.
7.0 Recess until Tuesday PM2.
Tuesday November 17, 2009 PM2 Session – 1600-1800

8.0 Chair (CH: Dorothy Stanley, Aruba Networks) called the meeting to order at 1600, welcomed participants and reminded participants to record their attendance.

8.1 CH: Asked for essential patents/patent holders, per patent slide instructions. None brought forward.
9.0 Presentation on FMS comments, Allan Thomson (Cisco Systems), see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/09/11-09-1125-01-000v-tgv-sb-comments-fms.xls .
9.1 CID 258, 206, 204, 202 – Agree with proposed resolution.

9.2 CID 129 – Why did we have the non-HT restriction? This should be removed. Agreed.

9.3 CID 29 – Comment includes 2 comments, one on FMS, and one on location. Proposed resolution includes the FMS resolution. In September we had discussed the resolution for the location piece. Dorothy will send that text to Allan to incorporate.

9.4 CID 28, 25 – Agree with proposed resolution.
9.5 Allan will update 1125 to r1, plan to motion r1.

10.0 TCLAS Discussion - All
10.1 Can a classifier set to 0 still be valid? Question relates to the version bit, set to 4 or 6.
10.2 The TCLAS does not specify IPv4 or IPv6.
10.3 The source and destination fields are different lengths for v4 and v6. Have to know which to parse. In the previous text, it wasn’t clear if the v4 addresses were encoded in the 16 octet fields. 
10.4 Should a mobile device be able to set a TCLAS for a mobile device other than itself? Determined by policy. Add a new value to Table 7-23: “TCLAS Policy violation”
11.0 STA Statistics category comment, Dorothy Stanley (Aruba Networks), see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/09/11-09-1192-03-000v-initial-sb-comments-general.xls .
11.1 CID 110 – Change resolution to “disagree”, with an explanation of “There is no need to terminate the request due to power save. When the STA enters power save, it will not be receiving frames. When it comes out of power save, it will continue the requested measurement. The STA does not count frames when it is asleep. The existence of the triggered measurement request does not change the requirements on how long the STA remains awake.”
12.0 Location category comments, Allan Thomson (Cisco Systems), see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/09/11-09-1124-01-000v-tgv-sb-comments-location.xls .
12.1 CIDS 314, 312, 311, 310, 309, 308, 225, 223 – Agree with proposed resolution.
12.2 CID 189 – delete “maximum”.
12.3 CID 156, 155 – Add reference in 11k for the definition to the explanation for the commenter.
12.4 CID 111, 103, 102, 64, 63, 55 – Agree with proposed resolution.
12.5 CID 41 – Beacon report contents are missing, needs to be added. Also ANA assignment for Table 7-35a.
12.6 CID 40 – Agree with proposed resolution.
13.0 Recess at 1755.
Tuesday November 17, 2009 Evening Session – 1730-1930

14.0 Chair (CH: Dorothy Stanley, Aruba Networks) called the meeting to order at 1730, welcomed participants and reminded participants to record their attendance.

14.1 CH: Asked for essential patents/patent holders, per patent slide instructions. None brought forward.
15.0 BSS Transition Presentation, Allan Thomson, (Cisco Systems), see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/09/11-09-1128-01-000v-bss-transition-with-bearing.ppt and https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/09/11-09-1129-01-000v-bss-transition-with-bearing-text.doc .
15.1 Allan reviewed the presentation and proposed text.
15.2 Discussion: Where does the AP get the info on other APs? Out of scope.

15.3 This is new. Tthe AP cannot scan to get the info, as it can for Neighbor and Beacon reports.

15.4 Why is this faster than the current algorithm?

15.5 Get better service initially fromAP1, but longer term from AP8. Minimize the number of transitions.

15.6 Might be more efficient to do two transitions and have higher data rates to each.

15.7 Provides additional info that the client can use.

15.8 What is the downside of including the bearing info? What is the probability that the AP will include it? Again, no downside; client can use info if available.

15.9 Don’t often walk in a straight line.
16.0 General category comments, Dorothy Stanley (Aruba Networks), see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/09/11-09-1192-05-000v-initial-sb-comments-general.xls .
16.1 CID 324 – Agree with proposed resolution.
16.2 CID 315 – Presentation needed. Concern regarding adding new freatures at this late date.
16.3 CID 271 – Disagree. Not needed for all devices. 
16.4 CIDs 270, 269, 268, 267, 266 – Disagree. Optional fields in an element, subelement or frame do not make a feature optional rather than mandatory.
16.5 CIDs 256, 255 – Presentation needed, planned for Wednesday.
16.6 CID 252 – Agree; had discussed changes in TCLAS section in September. Add them here.
16.7 CIDs 229, 99 – Disagree. This seems to be a higher layer function.
16.8 CID 228 – Disagree. Vendors can still select features to implement; mandatory features viewed as essential.
16.9 CIDs 219, 218, 217, 216, 215, 214, 213, 212 – Disagree. Minor edits to the language of the decline reason. 
16.10 CID 104 –Disagree, feature is mandatory.
16.11 CIDs 96, 42 – These 2 comments ask for opposite solutions. Plan to discuss Weds. 
16.12 CID 94 – Need a submission from the commenter.
16.13 CIDs 93, 92 – propose decline. Request to discuss with the commenter.
16.14 CIDs 62, 61 – Agree with proposed resolution, add additional text location to change.
16.15 CID 51 – Proposed decline, discuss with the commenter. 
17.0 Recess at 1930.
Wednesday November 18, 2009 AM1 – 0800-1000 
18.0 Chair (CH: Dorothy Stanley, Aruba Networks) called the meeting to order at 0800, welcomed participants and reminded participants to record their attendance.

18.1 CH: Asked for essential patents/patent holders, per patent slide instructions. None brought forward.
19.0 Timing Measurement category comments, Ganesh Venkatesan (Intel), see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/09/11-09-1192-05-000v-initial-sb-comments-general.xls .
19.1 CID 302, 299 (editorial, Emily may have implemented already) – The equation represents the clock drift. May rely on additional information to calculate the offset. Main concern is that in 802.1AS refers to our document. Make this clear.
19.2 Move general statement in CID 299 to text in 302. Leave as “is”. Principle.
19.3 CID 300 – Principle, slight wording changes.
19.4 CID 297 – Principle. Mirror other optional TGv feature language.
19.5 CID 295 – Principle, the received action frame.
19.6 CID 291 – Still open. Issue of implementation requirements versus units specified. One octet represents the tolerance. If change to nanoseconds, need to change fields representing tolerance/error.
19.7 CID 288 – Agree, remove “and group addressed”.
19.8 CID 286 – Remove the reference.
19.9 CIDs 101, 100, 317 – will be resolved by an update to document 09-0981; work offline with Gabor.
19.10 CID 323 – Clock identifier. Need text submission. Discuss on an upcoming telecom.
19.11 CID 322 – Time advertisement versus standard deviation for error. Error should be a property of the device, and bounded. Device can calculate the statistical value periodically. Decline. 
19.12 CID 279 – Agree.
19.13 CID 222 – Really a location comment. Brian Hart to resolve.
19.14 CID 118 – The transmission time for the frame should be taken into account by the measurement. However the gross precision of the measurement outweighs the expected transmission time.
19.15 CID 117 – Agree.
19.16 CID 116 – Open, discuss on a telecon.
20.0 Recess at 1000.
Wednesday November 18, 2009 PM1 – 1330-1530 
21.0 Chair (CH: Dorothy Stanley, Aruba Networks) called the meeting to order at 1335, welcomed participants and reminded participants to record their attendance.

21.1 CH: Asked for essential patents/patent holders, per patent slide instructions. None brought forward.
22.0 Timing Advertisement category comments, Allan Thomson (Cisco Systems), see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/09/11-09-1127-01-000v-tgv-sb-comments-timeadv.xls .
22.1 CID 264 – Agree with proposed resolution, double check against Draft 7.03 11p changes.
22.2 CID 263 – Agree with proposed resolution.
22.3 CID 46, 45 – Discussion on use of increased precision. Additional time units are not equivalent. Need to allow for microsecond granularity in future applications. Still open.
22.4 CID 44, 43 – Agree with proposed resolution.
23.0 Alternative Transport presentation, Michael Montemurro (Research in Motion), see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/09/11-09-0598-03-000v-alternative-transport-for-reports.doc and https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/09/11-09-0599-01-000v-alternative-transport.ppt .
23.1 Review of the presentation and the proposed text.
23.2 Intended to resolve comments 255 and 256. 
23.3 General agreement with the approach.
23.4 Requirement on the server to forward to an AP that is requesting the information. Yes, but specifics out of scope.
23.5 Include parameters in the Event Request frame.
23.6 Additional text changes needed.
24.0 Encapsulated Management Frame comments, 42 and 96.
24.1 Support removal of the encapsulation for the event and diagnostic frame types.
24.2 Two solutions may result in implementation issues. Better to have a single solution defined by the new QOS MAN task group.
25.0 Proxy ARP category comments, Dorothy Stanley (Aruba Networks), see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/09/11-09-1192-05-000v-initial-sb-comments-general.xls .
25.1 CID 106, 105 – Agree with proposed resolution.
25.2 “Proxy ND” is used to refer to the IPv6 mechanism, may want to include that here. Also, refer to RFC 4398.
26.0 Motion 3
26.1 Move to 
26.1.1 Adopt the TGv draft 7.03 as the TGv draft, and
26.1.2 Adopt the editorial comment resolutions in 09-1122-01, except for CIDs 15 
26.1.3 Adopt the TCLAS category comment resolutions in 09-1126-00,
26.1.4 Adopt the FMS category comment resolutions in 09-1125-01, 
26.1.5 Adopt the STA Statistics, Proxy ARP category comment resolutions in 09-1192-03, and 
26.1.6 Adopt the Event, Diagnostics and General category “agree, disagree and principle” comment resolutions in 09-1192-03
26.1.7 Adopt the resolution to CID 89 as “agree” with a resolution of “Incorporate the text in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/09/11-09-1129-01-000v-bss-transition-with-bearing-text.doc”
26.2 as approved comment resolutions for TGv Draft 7.0 Initial Sponsor ballot comments.
26.3 Moved: Allan Thomson
26.4 Seconded: Roger Durand
26.5 Result: 9-0-4 Passes

27.0 Motion Main

27.1 Move to 
27.1.1 Adopt the Location category comment resolutions in 09-1124-01, 
27.1.2 as approved comment resolutions for TGv Draft 7.0 Initial Sponsor ballot comments.
27.2 Moved: Allan Thomson 
27.3 Seconded: Andrew Myles
27.4 Result 
28.0 Motion to Amend -  4

28.1 Move to 

28.2 Adopt the Location category comment resolutions in 09-1124-01, except for comments resolved by 09-1145-01.

28.3 as approved comment resolutions for TGv Draft 7.0 Initial Sponsor ballot comments.

28.4 Moved: Qi Wang

28.5 Result 4-4-8 fails

29.0 Motion 5

29.1 Move to lay on the table until the first conference call:

29.1.1 Move to 

29.1.2 Adopt the Location category comment resolutions in 09-1124-01, 

29.1.3 as approved comment resolutions for TGv Draft 7.0 Initial Sponsor ballot comments.

29.1.4 Moved: Allan Thomson 

29.1.5 Seconded: Andrew Myles

29.2 Result 

29.3 Moved: Roger Durand

29.4 Passes 7-2-6

30.0 Discussion of plans for the January session.
30.1 Discussion of teleconferences. Request for one telecom per week. 

30.2 Show of hands – 2-0 for eliminating additional con call Jan 8th.

31.0 Motion 6
31.1 Move to approve the following Conference Call (s)
· Tues Dec 1 

· Motion – Location, Time Advertisement

· Channel Usage(3), TFS( 2) Sleep Mode(5), DMS (5), BSS Transition (13) 

· Dec 8

· Virtual AP (11), TIM Broadcast (8), QOS Traffic

· Dec 15

· Collocated Interference (19)

· Jan 12

· MIB

· Note: Agendas are tentative, except for Location Motion

· Noon-2pm Eastern

· Moved: Allan Thomson

· Seconded: George Buimiller

· Result: Unanimous consent
32.0 Adjourn at 1530.
Thursday November 19, 2009 PM2 – 1600-1800 
33.0 Chair (CH: Dorothy Stanley, Aruba Networks) called the meeting to order at 1335, welcomed participants and reminded participants to record their attendance.

33.1 CH: Asked for essential patents/patent holders, per patent slide instructions. None brought forward.
34.0 Review of additional available comment resolutions, Dorothy Stanley (Aruba Networks), see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/09/11-09-1192-05-000v-initial-sb-comments-general.xls 
34.1 CID 97 – Event – Agree with proposed resolution.

34.2 CIDs 42, 96 – General – based on agreement to remove encapsulation.

34.3 CIDs 51, 92 – General - Resolution agreed to, based on discussion with commenter.

34.4 CID 105 – Proxy ARP – Incorporate additions suggested yesterday.

35.0 Motion 7
35.1 Move to adopt the resolutions in 09-1192-05 for CIDs
35.1.1 97 (Event)
35.1.2 42, 96, 51, 92 (General)
35.1.3 105 (Proxy ARP)
35.2 as approved comment resolutions for TGv Draft 7.0 Initial Sponsor ballot comments.
35.3 Moved: Roger Durand
35.4 Seconded: Qi Wang
35.5 Result 3-0-0 Motion Passes
Adjourn 1630.

36.0  References:
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