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1 Teleconference Jan 29th, 2010 11am EST.

1.1. Attendance:  Mark H, Adrian S., Mike M, and Matthew G.
1.2. Call to order at 11:20 am ET.

1.3. Matthew Gast to take minutes – Jon is traveling and not able to call in.

1.4. Remind of Patent Policy and meeting P&P.

1.4.1. No response to call for patents

1.5. Discussion of 11-10/0028r4

1.5.1. CID 2137 - Disagree.  TK is correct as per figure 8-20 and 8-22.  PTK, GTK, and STK are keys that include EAPOL-related keys.

1.5.2. CID 2139 - Disagree.  TK is correct as per figure 8-20 and 8-22.  PTK, GTK, and STK are keys that include EAPOL-related keys.

1.5.3. CID 2191 - Disagree.  No work is required because new cipher suites would need to add into this section, but there is no broken bit that needs to be fixed.

1.5.4. CID 2192 - Disagree for same reason as 2191.

1.5.5. CID 2199 - Need wider representation.  May either intro proposed term or restore non-AP STA.

1.5.6. CID 2180 - No conflict with this note.

1.6. Adjourned 12:02 am ET.
2 Teleconference Feb 12, 2010 11am EST.
2.1. Michael Montemurro TGmb Vice-Chair called the meeting to order at 11:05am ET.
2.2. Attendance: Michael Montemurro, Jon Rosdahl, Adrian Stephens
2.3. Reminder that we are using the IEEE Patent Policy and P&P for 802 and 802.11

2.3.1.  No IP identified.
2.4. Proposed Agenda:

2.4.1. Look at Editorial issues 

2.5. Doc 11-10-190

2.5.1. CID 2216 and 2070: Review “bufferable language”

2.5.1.1. bufferable Unit

2.5.1.2. Tech Change may occur, 1st deletion would have prevented IBSS, but that was not what was intended.  As it is called out later in the clause.

2.5.1.3. Review ATIM – TIM
2.5.1.4. Missing AMPDU or MMPDU in several instances.

2.5.1.5. Change non-bufferable MMPDUs to same term that doesn’t exist so leave as is.

2.5.1.6. Two errors were found – Group Address A-MSDU on page 11 (11.2.1.6) item d) (line 16).

2.5.1.7. Page 17- (11.2.2.4) item a) remove “or A-MSDU

2.5.1.8. A new revision of 11-10-190 will be posted later.

2.6. Doc 11-10-216r0

2.6.1. CID 2214:

2.6.1.1. Add as a subcluase “the recommended tools for computation are”…

2.6.1.2. IETF MIB doctors gave advice

2.6.1.3. RFC that suggests MIB be a text file available on the .11 website.

2.6.2. CID 2039:

2.6.2.1. Proposed Resolution to change 

2.6.2.2. Note that the Character set used in the MIB should be limited to 7bit charset.

2.6.2.3. Change the char set in Anex D to use only the 7 bit charset.  

2.6.2.4. New tools are checking syntax in the comments as well as the normal definition lines.  

2.6.2.5. Some “Integer” types were not changed on page 102 & 103 need to check with IETF doctor to validate if all instances need to change.
2.6.2.6. “u” (micro) is not a 7 bit Ascii and we have had the publication editor change micro seconde to “us” and that won’t work here.  Add a note and make sure that the Char set is done appropriately (7 bit ASCII).  This is a compile issue.

2.6.3.  Adrian to issue new revision
2.7. End of time, Michael to update the agenda document and adjust the future call topics.

2.8. Adjourn 12:30pm (EST)
3 Teleconference Feb 26, 2010 11am EST.

3.1. Adrian Stephens, Technical Editor called the meeting to order at 11:05am ET.

3.2. Attendance: Peter Ecclesine, Jon Rosdahl, Adrian Stephens
3.3. Reminder that we are using the IEEE Patent Policy and P&P for 802 and 802.11

3.3.1.  No IP identified.
3.4. Proposed Agenda
3.4.1. Review General AdHoc Comments

3.5. Doc 11-10/0038r2

3.5.1. General and MIB tabs are open

3.5.2. CID 2175

3.5.2.1. Check to see if definition is in the IEEE 100 dictionary.  Context for Frame seems to have been created in the standard.  No submission has been made for details or for further discussion.

3.5.2.2.  Proposed resolution: Disagree: 7.1.1. supplies a context for the use of the word frame.  The comment is not quite correct.  The terms “frame” and “MPDU” are synonyms. No change is warranted at this time.
3.5.2.3.  No Objection to bring to motion -- move to General Motion E Tab
3.5.3. CID 2200

3.5.3.1. Review comment.  See doc: 11-10-0216r1.  Addressed in part in 216r1, an update to be posted.  Mark the members of the table and the group that contains the table as deprecated.

3.5.3.2.  Proposed resolution: Agree in principle; Make changes as shown in 11-10-0216r2.   These mark the members of the table, and the group that contains the table as deprecated.  As the group is marked optional in the compliance statement, there is no need to create any new group.   The issue of the ifIndex preventing compilation of the deprecated table was an issue with the tools.  This issue went away when the recommended tools were used as described in document 11-10/0216.  The editor’s note cited in the comment is removed by changes in the cited document.
3.5.3.3.  No Objection to bring to motion -- move to General Motion E Tab
3.5.4. CID2115

3.5.4.1. Pending submission from Bill Marshall
3.5.4.2. Action Item:  Secretary to send reminder to Bill.
3.5.5. CID 2054

3.5.5.1. Still pending, Adrian to check to see if the changes described in 10-216 cover the concept.

3.5.5.2. The tables with “Read-Create” are created by the receipt of info from an external entity, and then not changed.  There is more than just the cited table that are of this type.  Make the change global to address this issue once.

3.5.5.3.  Proposed Resolution: Agree in principle; Global change all “It is written by an external management entity when requesting a measurement.” To “It is written by an external management entity when the table entry is created, i.e., when requesting a measurement.”
3.5.5.4.  No Objection to bring to motion – move to General Motion E Tab.
3.5.6. CID 2050

3.5.6.1. The main issue is overloading of the label.  We need description to use Entry “0”  as the self component of its own information element and non-zero entries for other STAs.  It is believed that in general this is the practice, but it should be noted in the description to make it standard.

3.5.6.2.  Recommend adding to the description of dot11LCIDSETable, the use of entry 0 to refer to components of its own information element, and non-zero for information from other STAs.  Peter to look at the details and propose text.
3.5.6.3. Action Item: Pending submission from Peter Ecclesine.
3.6. Doc 11-10-210r3

3.6.1. CID 2113

3.6.1.1. See Doc 11-10-210r3

3.6.1.2. Topic: Normative references to regulatory classes should be removed.
3.6.1.3. Discussion on what the ramifications might be.

3.6.1.4. We should remove normative reference to adherence to the law.  The STA are required to be compliant with the regulatory laws.

3.6.1.5. 11p changes will ensure that they are not referenceing a particular law, but they do have some items for the Annex I.  So the headings would need to remain while the existing text may not be necessary anymore in the cited clauses in 210r3.

3.6.1.6. Peter to update the document to r4.

3.6.1.7. Action Item: Peter to send a note to the reflector to discuss this as well.

3.7. D2.04 is done, it containes the defects as well as 11n roll-up.  Also includes changes to the MIB from Doc 11-10-216r0 (for CID 2214).
3.7.1. Peter to help review the MIB changes.

3.8. Adjourn 12:25 EST

4 Teleconference March 5, 2010 – 11am EST.
4.1. Matthew Gast called the meeting to order at 11:08am ET.

4.2. Attendance: Peter Ecclesine, Jon Rosdahl, Adrian Stephens, Matthew Gast, Michael Montemurro, Mark Hamilton
4.3. Reminder that we are using the IEEE Patent Policy and P&P for 802 and 802.11

4.3.1.  No IP identified.

4.4. Proposed Agenda – approved without objection
4.4.1. Roll Call/call for essential Patent Claims

4.4.2. CID 2199 (Security)

4.4.3. CID 2026 (Security)

4.4.4. CID 2113 (MAC)
4.5. Clause 11.3 topic move out another week.

4.6. CID 2199 (Security)
4.6.1.  Review comment.

4.6.2. Question on whether or not to create a new term. “FT originator” is a neutral term that does not matter if it is the AP or the non-AP stay (the term we aren’t using anymore).
4.6.3. FT originator is being used in TGu. need to check to see if it is the same usage.  If it is, then this is more reason to use this term in this case.  If it is used as another context then we need to look for another term, or give guidance to TGu. – After check, FT originator is not used, and looks like a good idea.

4.6.4.  The comment while well written, cannot be  “accept” only.  It needs an Accept in Principle

4.6.5.  Proposed resolution: Accept in Principle: Add a definition for FT originator in clause 3: A STA that initiates the FT Protocol …(see comment file for final text)..  FT request frame. Replace the term “the STA” in Clause 11a where it referes to the FT-Originator Role with “FT-Originator”. (It used to be Non-AP STA, but it was not always consistent.)

4.6.6. The editor will use Michael and others to review the possible changes when it is inserted.

4.6.7. No objections to the proposal – Mark CID ready for Motion.

4.7. CID 2026 (Security)
4.7.1. Review comment

4.7.2. Review doc: 10-0206r0

4.7.3. This expresses the Shared Key more simply than originally posted in the spec.
4.7.4. Proposed Resolution from 10/0206r0: Accept comment 2026 based on discussion and editorial instructions in 10/0206r0.

4.7.5. No objections, Mark ready for motion.

4.8. CID 2113 (MAC)

4.8.1. Doc 10/210r5

4.8.2. Review document. And proposed changes

4.8.3. This removes any normative reference to a regulation and leaves informative tables in I.1 and allows any country to be able to use J.4.  and the tables for J.1, J.2, and J.3 remain, but this provides a path forward.
4.8.4. This comment had been requested to be reviewed by the Regulatory AdHoc.

4.8.4.1. This was discussed on the Regulatory AdHoc call on March 4th, and no issues were identified.  They reviewed 10/210r4, and some typos were corrected and r5 was updated.  This is in the minutes 10/279r0.

4.8.4.2. There is a Joint meeting that is scheduled for Wed PM1 of the March Session in Orlando.  We will review the comment and any other Regulatory issues then.

4.8.5. Proposed resolution will be determined on Wed PM1, and this CID will be marked as “Discuss” with Peter and the document number assigned.

4.9. Announced Agenda complete – AOB:
4.10. Review the Editor Report that was prepared for the Session.

4.10.1. Review doc 10/0002r1

4.10.2. CID 2010 needs to be marked deprecation to have the proper definition added.  Peter will look for the proper Deprcation text to give to Adrian.

4.10.3. CID 2010 change the proposed resolution: “in addition add the following to the description: this MIB variable was deprecated because the temperature type is characteristic of the system not just the MAC or PHY.”  Any Temperture requirements placed on us by regulation should be outside the scope of 802.11 Standard.  This is similar to the Annex I and J issues.

4.10.4. After further discussion, CID 2010 proposed Resolution will be changed by Adrian and an updated resolution will be presented in the Orlando Session.
4.10.5. Do we need to add a note that we are following the IETF conventions?  Peter to add a comment in the review of D2.04 that this was missed in the discriptions of the conventions being used in the MIB.

4.10.6. CID 2035 was marked as MR, but really there is no further action, so this will be changed to “M”. (Modified implementation).  This resolves the 11n roll-up 
4.11. Review CID 2175: 
4.11.1. In our discussion last week, we failed to take into account the discussion from our alst F2F session (LA).  There we agreed to change the description, but that we wanted a submission to make any of the other implied changes.  

4.11.2. Revise the proposed resolution:

4.11.2.1. AGREE IN PRINCIPLE (GEN: 2010-03-05 17:26:25Z) Add "Syn: Frame." to the definintion of MPDU.  Clause 7.1.1. supplies a context for the use of the word frame.  The comment is not quite correct.  The terms "frame" and "MPDU" are synonyms. No other change is warranted at this time.
4.11.2.2. No objection heard. – Still marked as ready for motion, move to General Motion E tab.
4.12. For our Next Call on March 12, we have about 47 comments left.

4.12.1. Gen 24 for clause 11.3

4.12.2. Gen 2 for MIB

4.12.3. 12 MAC comments

4.12.4. 9 Security
4.13. Matthew adjourned the call at 12:29 EST
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