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Monday PM2 meeting. 

Minutes were taken and edited by Jarkko Kneckt, temporary secretary.

The meeting was chaired by 802.11s vice chair Guido Hiertz. 

The following informational pointers were given for the patent policy:

IEEE Patent Policy http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/pat-slideset.ppt
Patent FAQ http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/faq.pdf
LoA Form http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/loa.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
IEEE 802.11 Working Group Policies and Procedures
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/public-file/07/11-07-0360-04-0000-802-11-policies-and-procedures.doc
The Chair reminded everyone that we are operating under the IEEE Patent Policy. The Chair inquired if anyone on the call was personally aware of the holder of any patent claims that are potentially essential to implementation of TGs and that are not already the subject of an Accepted Letter of Assurance.  Such persons must either speak up now or provide 802.11 Chair Bruce Kraemer with the identity of the holder(s) of any and all such claims as soon as possible or cause an LOA to be submitted.

In response, no one spoke up.
The Chair reviewed the proposed Agenda, which can also be found in 10-241r1:

1.   IPR and other relevant IEEE policies (see pointers above)
2.   Attendance remainder 

3.   Secretary selection
4.  Approval of the meeting schedule, meeting minutes from LA meeting

5.  Presentation of 11-10/194r0

6.  Presentation of 11-10/0032r5. 
7.  Suggest to reopen CIDs 2003, 2327 and 2329. 

8.  Presentation of 11-10/208r1
9.  Recess to sub-groups for comment resolutions

10. Reconvene 

More detailed minutes of meeting agenda: 
4. Approval of the minutes and meeting agenda
 The meeting agenda was unanimously approved

 The meeting minutes from LA meeting were unanimously approved

 The telecom meeting minutes between LA meeting and Orlando meeting were unanimously approved. 

5. Presentation of 11-10/194r0
Kazuyuki Sakoda affiliated with Sony corporation presented 11-10/194r0 that described the status of the 802.11s comment resolution. 

No comments were given to the presentation

6. Presentation of 11-10/0032r5

Kazuyuki Sakoda affiliated with Sony corporation presented the 11-10/0032r5 and described the 802.11s comment resolutions and details for reading the spreadsheet. 

No comments were given to the presentation.

7.  Suggest to reopen CIDs 2003, 2327 and 2329. 

Kazuyuki Sakoda affiliated with Sony suggested to reopen CID 2003, 2327 and 2329 for reconsideration by the 802.11s group. The comment resolutions are incomplete and would generate work later. 
· Moved to reopen the comments with CID 2003, 2327, and 2329 for reconsideration by the 802.11s Task Group

· Moved: Kazuyuki Sakoda
Seconded: Jarkko Kneckt 

· Yes: 10

No: 0
Abstain: 0

Motion to reopen the comments passed. 

8. Presentation of 11-10/208r1

David Halasz affiliated with Aclara presented 11-10/208r1. 
No comments were given to the presentation. 
Motion to adopt the document 11-10-208r1 to solve comments 2430, 2431, 2461, 2501, 2503, 2605, 2606 and 2607. 
· Motion

· Moved to adopt document 11-10-0208r1 and close the comments CIDs 2430, 2431, 2461, 2501, 2503, 2605, 2606, and 2607.

· Moved: Dave Halasz
Seconded: Henry Qu 

· Yes: 11
No: 0
Abstain: 0

 No discussion of the motion. Motion passes. 

9. Recess to solve comments
The group was split into MAC, RFI and security groups. The 802.11s recessed at 16:46. 

10. Reconvene and status reports of the subgroups

The group reconvened at 17:57. Guido asked documents from each subgroup to be sent to him. 

The group recessed at 17:58. 

Tuesday AM1 meeting. 

Minutes were taken and edited by Jarkko Kneckt, temporary secretary.

The meeting was chaired by 802.11s chair Dee Denteneer. The meeting reconvened 8:10

The following informational pointers were given for the patent policy:

IEEE Patent Policy http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/pat-slideset.ppt
Patent FAQ http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/faq.pdf
LoA Form http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/loa.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
IEEE 802.11 Working Group Policies and Procedures
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/public-file/07/11-07-0360-04-0000-802-11-policies-and-procedures.doc
The Chair reminded everyone that we are operating under the IEEE Patent Policy. The Chair inquired if anyone on the call was personally aware of the holder of any patent claims that are potentially essential to implementation of TGs and that are not already the subject of an Accepted Letter of Assurance.  Such persons must either speak up now or provide 802.11 Chair Bruce Kraemer with the identity of the holder(s) of any and all such claims as soon as possible or cause an LOA to be submitted.

In response, no one spoke up.
The Chair reviewed the proposed Agenda:

1.   IPR and other relevant IEEE policies (see pointers above)
2.   Attendance remainder 

3. Meeting Minutes

4. Presentation of 11-10-207r0 Dan Harkins, affiliated with Aruba Networks

5. Presentation of 11-10-229r0 Dan Harkins, affiliated with Aruba Networks

6. Presentation of 11-10-224r0 Kazuyuki Sakoda, affiliated with Sony Corporation

7. Presentation of 11-10-268r0 Kazuyuki Sakoda, affiliated with Sony Corporation

8. Presentation of 11-10-345r0 Michael Bahr, affiliated with Siemens Corporation

9. Recess to comment resolutions
4. Presentation of 11-10-207r0 Dan Harkins, affiliated with Aruba Networks
Some discussion of the submission:
Guido Hiertz: I can see the benefits for patent policy. What are the technical benefits of having multiple the cofactors? 

Dan: The protocol uses elliptical curves that have cofactor parameter. All the curves have a version of curves with cofactor equal to one. Some curves uses cofactor larger than 1. These curves may need larger processing power. The benefits of the larger cofactors than 1 are not known. 

Dan: I feel that the group does not see value on having curves that are larger than 1. 

Dan selected the US ASCII for pass phrase selection, could there be some other mechanism, or reference to input key selection. 
John Buffington (ITron) :   On IPR issues. Are sure that we can use the submission without patent violations?
DAN: all the operations used by the document are referenced by document that is older than 20 years. 

Dee (Philips): Perhaps, this is appropriate level of IPR discussion and we should move to some other topic.
DAN: I will generate new version of the document. 

5. Presentation of 11-10-229r0 Dan Harkins, affiliated with Aruba Networks

No questions were asked. 

Motion to adopt the text changes in submission 11-10-229r0 to resolve CID 2316 and direct Editor to incorporate the changes into the draft

Mover: Dan Harkins

Seconder: Guido Hiertz

Yes: 10 
No: 0
Abstain: 0.
 Motion passes. 

No discussion of the motion. 

6. Presentation of 11-10-224r0 Kazuyuki Sakoda, affiliated with Sony Corporation

No questions were asked. 
7. Presentation of 11-10-268r0 Kazuyuki Sakoda, affiliated with Sony Corporation

Some discussion: 
Michael Bahr(Siemens): The submission provides new MIB variable for path discovery. Please check that MIB variable is not duplicating already existing information. The MIB variable was included in LA meeting.

Kaz: That is true. I will take care of solving the issue. 

8. Presentation of 11-10-345r0 Michael Bahr, affiliated with Siemens Corporation

No questions were asked. 
9. The status of the comment resolutions was checked. 
Meeting recessed for comment resolutions 9:28. 
The meeting reconvened at 9:57 and recessed 9:58. 

Tuesday AM2 meeting. 

Minutes were taken and edited by Jarkko Kneckt, temporary secretary.

The meeting was chaired by 802.11s chair Dee Denteneer. The meeting reconvened 10:33

The following informational pointers were given for the patent policy:

IEEE Patent Policy http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/pat-slideset.ppt
Patent FAQ http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/faq.pdf
LoA Form http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/loa.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
IEEE 802.11 Working Group Policies and Procedures
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/public-file/07/11-07-0360-04-0000-802-11-policies-and-procedures.doc
The Chair reminded everyone that we are operating under the IEEE Patent Policy. The Chair inquired if anyone on the call was personally aware of the holder of any patent claims that are potentially essential to implementation of TGs and that are not already the subject of an Accepted Letter of Assurance.  Such persons must either speak up now or provide 802.11 Chair Bruce Kraemer with the identity of the holder(s) of any and all such claims as soon as possible or cause an LOA to be submitted.

In response, no one spoke up.
The Chair reviewed the proposed Agenda:

1.   IPR and other relevant IEEE policies (see pointers above)
2.   Attendance remainder 

3.  Recess to ad hoc groups to solve comments 10:34

4. The meeting reconvened 11:58 to recess at 11:59. 
Wednesday PM2 meeting. 

Minutes were taken and edited by Jarkko Kneckt, temporary secretary.

The meeting was chaired by 802.11s chair Dee Denteneer. The meeting reconvened 16:07

The following informational pointers were given for the patent policy:

IEEE Patent Policy http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/pat-slideset.ppt
Patent FAQ http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/faq.pdf
LoA Form http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/loa.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
IEEE 802.11 Working Group Policies and Procedures
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/public-file/07/11-07-0360-04-0000-802-11-policies-and-procedures.doc
The Chair reminded everyone that we are operating under the IEEE Patent Policy. The Chair inquired if anyone on the call was personally aware of the holder of any patent claims that are potentially essential to implementation of TGs and that are not already the subject of an Accepted Letter of Assurance.  Such persons must either speak up now or provide 802.11 Chair Bruce Kraemer with the identity of the holder(s) of any and all such claims as soon as possible or cause an LOA to be submitted.

In response, no one spoke up.
The Chair reviewed the proposed Agenda:

1.   IPR and other relevant IEEE policies (see pointers above)
2.   Attendance remainder 

3. Approval of the minutes – Approved unanimously. 

4.  Motion, Moved to adopt the text changes in submission 222r2 (“MAC beaconing sync comment resolution text”) to resolve the CIDs identified in the abstract and direct the Editor to incorporate the changes into the draft. 

No discussion on the motion. 

Mover: 
Kazuyuki Sakoda

Seconder: Guido Hiertz

Yes: 9
No: 0 
Abstain: 0 
Motion Passes

5. Motion, Moved to adopt the text changes in submission 135r1 (“MLME-START extension for mesh”) to resolve the CIDs identified in the abstract and direct the Editor to incorporate the changes into the draft. 

Mover: Ashish Shukla Seconded: Rene Purnadi

No Discussion on the motion. 

Yes: 8
No:0 
Abstain: 1 
Motion passes

6. Motion, moved to adopt the text changes in submission 136r0 (“Inclusion of Beacon Timing in BSSDescription”) to resolve the CIDs identified in the abstract and direct the Editor to incorporate the changes into the draft. 

No discussion on the motion.

Yes: 8
No:0 
Abstain: 1 
Motion passes

7. Motion, moved to adopt the text changes in submission 345r1 (“RFI-PER fixes”) to resolve the CIDs2211, 2210, 2212, 2236, 2237 and direct the Editor to incorporate the changes into the draft. 

No discussion on the motion.

Mover: Michael Bahr
Seconder: Guenael Strutt

Yes: 9
No: 0
Abstain: 0 
Motion passes

8. Motion, moved to adopt the resolutions in document 11-10/369r0 (RFI resolution Orlando Monday) with resolution code to accept  and column”X” equal to “MB-309”, “MB-311”, “Mon-Orlando”, “RFI-bundin1” and direct the Editor to incorporate the changes into the draft. 

DEE: “The document has not been introduced, but it has been in the server for good time. Are people happy with the document?” 

No one spoke up, Dee considered that people are happy with the motion. 

Mover: Michael Bahr
Seconder: Guenael Strutt

Yes: 9
No: 0
Abstain: 0 
Motion passes

9. Motion, moved to adopt the resolutions in document 11-10/225r0 (Power save terminology for annex”) and direct the Editor to incorporate the changes into the draft. 

No discussion on the motion. 
Mover: Jarkko Kneckt
Seconder: Kazuyuki Sakoda

Yes: 9
No: 0
Abstain: 0 
Motion passes

10. Ashish Shukla notified on the submission 11-10-205r0 and desired to present it on Thursday. 

11. Presentation of 11-10-394r0 Resolution to CID2787 by Guido Hiertz, affiliated with Philips. 

Peter Loc: You could call this as mesh bridge? 

Guido: The mesh bridge is not good name, the mesh gateway is more specific.

Henry Wang: How about calling this as mesh portal.
Guido: We already have the portal, the similar name mesh portal leads to confusion. 

Guido: Mesh AP name was also removed, because it generated so much confusion. The collocated term is much clearer, because it separates the operations of the mesh and some other device. 

Peter Loc: How about Mesh Connector? 

Guido: The mesh connector reminds a plug and non-wireless term. 
Kazuyuki: The mesh gate is good idea as long as there are not better names.

Henry: Mesh Gate provides possibilities for other devices to connect to the mesh. It is good to have.

Guido: The BSS operation is compatible with MBSS. One BSS has only one set of the services available at a time. In reality the mesh gate has single radio, it is part of the mesh and broadcasts beacon frames for non mesh STAs in BSS. 

If people are happy with the mesh gate I will go with this name and modify the documents accordingly. 

12. Presentation of 11-10-393 by Guido Hiertz affiliated with Philips

No discussion of the presentation. 
13. Presentation of 11-10-269r1 by Rene Purnadi affiliated with RIM. 

Dan: I have document 11-10 280r2 that proposes to modify the figure s51 differently than proposed to in this presentation? 
Rene: if both are accepted, lets discuss later.

Guenael: The solution has layer violations. The solution should be in application layer. 

Rene: There are different solutions for application layer.

Guenael: What is the topic solved here? 

R: The solution is generating possibility to generate peerings in layer 2

G: All I have do is to introduce more bits and all the problems are solved. The only thing we need to do is to support applications. No signalling framework is needed to lower layers. It is the entire box that supports emergency services, not a certain layer. 

DEE: is that some new mechanism. The submission seems to incorporate 802.11u elements?

Guenael: The special capability is addressed and that should be enough. No PANN or RANN information is needed.

Rene: If the mesh peering is done for peering emergency call, there may not be security present. 
Guenael: This is not needed. Only an indication of the support is needed. 

Jarkko: The proposal seems to implement the 802.11 family specific mechanism for 802.11s standard. The other alternative does not seem to provide any details. 
Ashish: The proposal tries to capture the features and their logic as they are specified in 802.11u. If there is something missing, I am volunteer to discuss about it. 
14. Presentation of the documents 11-10-392r0 and 11-10-388r0 Dan Harkins Affiliated with Aruba networks
No comments or questions were raised. 
15. Motion, moved to adopt the resolutions in document 11-10/207r1 (“SAE text clean up”) to resolve the CIDs identified in the abstract and direct the Editor to incorporate the changes into the draft. 

Mover: Dan Harkins Seconded: Guido Hiertz 
No Discussion on the motion. 

Yes: 10
 No: 0 
Abstain: 0 
Motion passes

16. Presentation of 11-10-032r7 by Kazuyuki Sakoda affiliated with Sony Corporation.
No discussion on the presentation. 

17 802.11s meeting recessed 17:55. 
Thursday AM1. 

Minutes were taken and edited by Jarkko Kneckt, temporary secretary.

The meeting was chaired by 802.11s chair Dee Denteneer. The meeting reconvened 8:13

The following informational pointers were given for the patent policy:

IEEE Patent Policy http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/pat-slideset.ppt
Patent FAQ http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/faq.pdf
LoA Form http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/loa.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
IEEE 802.11 Working Group Policies and Procedures
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/public-file/07/11-07-0360-04-0000-802-11-policies-and-procedures.doc
The Chair reminded everyone that we are operating under the IEEE Patent Policy. The Chair inquired if anyone on the call was personally aware of the holder of any patent claims that are potentially essential to implementation of TGs and that are not already the subject of an Accepted Letter of Assurance.  Such persons must either speak up now or provide 802.11 Chair Bruce Kraemer with the identity of the holder(s) of any and all such claims as soon as possible or cause an LOA to be submitted.

In response, no one spoke up.
The Chair reviewed the proposed Agenda:

1.   IPR and other relevant IEEE policies (see pointers above)
2.   Attendance remainder 

3. Presentation of 11-10-389r0 by Jarkko Kneckt affiliated with Nokia Corporation

No questions on the presentation were asked. 

4. Presentation of 11-10-387r0 by Kazuyuki Sakoda affiliated with Sony Corporation

No questions on the presentation were asked. 

5. Presentation of 11-10-205r0 by Ashish Shukla affiliated with Marvel. 
Guido: The value of TTL larger than 255 may potentially cause partition of the network. 

Perhaps there should be MIB variable to control the value. 

Ashish: Yes, I’ll make the MIB variable. 

6. Presentation of 11-10-397r0 by Guido 

Kaz: The purpose of the figure is to show the path of the frame?

G: Correct:

KAZ: I would like to have the following changes.

Remove the first cloud on the left that illustrates the DS. The STA should communicate with other STA, not with the mesh component. 

G: Ok

7. Revisit discussion of the ES:

DEE: “Yesterday there was no conclusion on the issue.

Summary of the yesterdays discussion: Was it necessary to deal with all the issues of the presentation or should they be handled in higher layers? Guenael is this correct summary?”
Guenael: Yes

Dee: Would you like to add something to it?

Guenael: no.

Dee: You have the signalling in beacon and probe messages. Is the remaining signalling needed?

Rene: The RANN and PANN are to advertise the capability that I am supporting. That may also be included in interworking element in beacon. These RANN and PANN are to advertise the capability, if it considered too much, perhaps we can remove it. As long as I know that my neighbour is capable to support the emergency calls?
Gueneal: I did not understand the previous comment. The services should be advertised when the link is created. In the PANN or RANN these elements should not be present. 

Dee: I feel also this way. 

Kaz: One comment, to the general view. We are working on the definition of the mesh. Mesh is quite complicated. Rene is trying to add the emergence call support. 

On my personal preference, there is movement to create a new task group for emergency services. On my company’s respective there is no intention to provide emergency services. In USA FCC is requiring support for emergency services. I would suggest to include some hooks to minimize the changes needed to implement the base standard mechanisms. In Rene’s document the most controversial part is peering. Rene is introducing new peering that is applicable only with emergency calls. Is that OK with the security people. 

Rene: Dan’s expertise may help. The support for emergency call is even a must. I am looking only ways to include the current mechanism to draft.

Dan: There is always risk on creating exceptions to current mechanisms. Is there possibility to create emergency services that would generate an overlay network on top of mesh? 

You would like the handsets to support 911 calls in mesh.

All of the e911 requirements are not set to routers, the requirements are e2e. We should treat the mesh as robust network. It can be solved as the same way as my phone needs to get a service from the AP. 

Mesh points that want to support the service may just to implement the network. 

Rene: This mechanism is just to tell that emergency call is done. The mechanism is compatible with the current mesh development. The overlay may be too complicated solution. 

DAN: Lets talk about internet. Some of the routers may have IPsec and routers just forward these packets. Perhaps there is way to create emergency calls without need to changes to mesh security.
Rene: you have secure mesh peering with Jarkko. I am new mesh STA that wants to make peering. I am not going to touch the peering that you already have. I have to tell you that this call is an emergency call. 

Dan: the fact that I am a mesh point with connection is irrelevant. 802.11s defines the relationships that there exists. Thus there is no need for emergency support.

Ashish: When a terminal wants to make an emergency call with AP, it may bypass the authentication. 

Dan: if there is already a support for emergency calls, I would have possibility to bypass the RSN without changes to 802.11s. 

Dan: This is regulatory requirement. Why do we have this discussion?

Ashish: The mesh support is trying to establish this capability. 

Dan: if the law requires implementation, I would have to implement more capabilities to my terminal.

If you want to sell your product in USA, there have to be a way to support the emergency calls. We are doing mesh, if I want to sell my product to Pakistan where this requirement does not exist, I will have the basic device. To sell the device in USA there needs to be e911 support. 

Rene: What are the possibilities to bypass the mesh functionality? 

Dan: This is no longer a mesh problem. I am just an AP that takes care of the packet transmission.

Ashish: The reference to the AP does not match to mesh. In mesh there is no AP.
Rene: Why not simplify the requirement and just operate in mesh without AP implementation. If you have some simpler solution I am happy to hear.

Guenael: Everything that changes the original certification is 2,5 times the work. These things are solved in higher layers. 

Dan: Actually it is easy to solve the problem. Lets just put the packet to GRT tunnel, just stick the packet to tunnel and transmit it away from the mesh. 

Rene: When I am first time doing the peering. 

Ashish: you do not have a peering. Mesh is to transmit the packet. We are doing the simpler way the mesh implementation. 
Rene: I do not know a solution at the moment. 

Dee: Guenael and Dan seems to propose that there are solutions outside the mesh.

Rene: I do not know these solutions. The proposal just proposes a solution for mesh. 

DAN: You do not do peering when you do emergency calls. You are doing emergency call protocol.

Rane: This is part of the implementing advertisements we are trying to simplify the emergency calls implementation to mesh. 
Jarkko: What are the documents for the higher layers or emergency calls?

Kazuyuki: I heard the tutorial on Monday and IETF is making the documents and protocols for the higher layers. 

8. Presentation 11-10-280r4 by Dan Harkins, affiliated with Aruba networks. 
No discussion on the presentation. 

9 - Presentation 11-10-388r2 by Dan Harkins, affiliated with Aruba networks. 

No discussion on the presentation

10. Recess the meeting 9:48.  

Thursday AM2. 

Minutes were taken and edited by Jarkko Kneckt, temporary secretary.

The meeting was chaired by 802.11s chair Dee Denteneer. The meeting reconvened 10:44

The following informational pointers were given for the patent policy:

IEEE Patent Policy http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/pat-slideset.ppt
Patent FAQ http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/faq.pdf
LoA Form http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/loa.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
IEEE 802.11 Working Group Policies and Procedures
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/public-file/07/11-07-0360-04-0000-802-11-policies-and-procedures.doc
The Chair reminded everyone that we are operating under the IEEE Patent Policy. The Chair inquired if anyone on the call was personally aware of the holder of any patent claims that are potentially essential to implementation of TGs and that are not already the subject of an Accepted Letter of Assurance.  Such persons must either speak up now or provide 802.11 Chair Bruce Kraemer with the identity of the holder(s) of any and all such claims as soon as possible or cause an LOA to be submitted.

In response, no one spoke up.
The Chair reviewed the proposed Agenda:

1.   IPR and other relevant IEEE policies (see pointers above)
2.   Attendance remainder 

Dee handed the chairmanship to vice chair, Guido Hiertz. 

3. Presentation 11-10-202r1 by Dee Denteneer affiliated with Philips

No discussion of the presentation. 
Guido handed the chairmanship to chair, Dee Denteneer. 

4. Recess for the comment resolutions 10:59. 
5. 802.11s meeting recessed 12:32. 
Thursday PM2. 

Minutes were taken and edited by Jarkko Kneckt, temporary secretary.

The meeting was chaired by 802.11s chair Dee Denteneer. The meeting reconvened 10:44

The following informational pointers were given for the patent policy:

IEEE Patent Policy http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/pat-slideset.ppt
Patent FAQ http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/faq.pdf
LoA Form http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/loa.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
IEEE 802.11 Working Group Policies and Procedures
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/public-file/07/11-07-0360-04-0000-802-11-policies-and-procedures.doc
The Chair reminded everyone that we are operating under the IEEE Patent Policy. The Chair inquired if anyone on the call was personally aware of the holder of any patent claims that are potentially essential to implementation of TGs and that are not already the subject of an Accepted Letter of Assurance.  Such persons must either speak up now or provide 802.11 Chair Bruce Kraemer with the identity of the holder(s) of any and all such claims as soon as possible or cause an LOA to be submitted.

In response, no one spoke up.
The Chair reviewed the proposed Agenda:

1.   IPR and other relevant IEEE policies (see pointers above)
2.   Attendance remainder 
3. Motions
· Motion, Moved, to adopt the text changes in submission 397r1 (“Resolution to CID 2229” ) to resolve the CID indentified via the title and direct the Editor to incorporate the changes into the draft.

· Mover: Guido Hiertz 
Seconder: Rene Purnadi 

· Yes: 8
No: 0
Abstain:1 motion passes 

· Motion, Moved, to adopt the text changes in submission 205r2 (“M-CS Resolutions” ) to resolve the CIDs indentified in the abstract and direct the Editor to incorporate the changes into the draft.

· Mover:  Ashish Shukla
Seconder: Kazuyuki Sakoda

· Yes: 8
No: 0
Abstain:1 motion passes 

· Motion, Moved, to adopt the text changes in submission 236r4 (“General discovery comment resolution text” ) to resolve the CIDs indentified in submission 237r1and direct the Editor to incorporate the changes into the draft.

· Mover:  Kazuyuki Sakoda
Seconder: Guido Hiertz

· Yes: 8
No: 0
Abstain:1 

· Motion, Moved, to adopt the text changes in submission 200r4 (“MCCA Comment Resolution 159 text” ) to resolve the CIDs in submission 201r4 with column X equal to “2-3-2010”,  “4-3-2010”,  “defval”, “MaxTrack”,  “MCCA0”, “MCCA10”, “MCCA-4”, “MCCA-5”, “MCCA-6”,  “MCCA7”, “MCCA8”, “MCCA9”, “MLME”, or “RAV”, and direct the Editor to incorporate the changes into the draft.

· Mover:  Guido Hiertz
Seconder: Jarkko Kneckt 

· Yes: 8
No: 0
Abstain:1 

· Motion, Moved, to close CID 2215 with resolution code “Reject” and resolution note “We understand the intention of the commenter, but a strong enough case has yet to be made that a self-protected action frame is a new security level”.

· Mover:  Dave Halasz
Seconder: Kazuyuki

· Yes: 7
No: 0
Abstain:2 

· Motion, Moved, to close the comments with CIDs 2327 and 2329 with resolution code "reject" and resolution note: "The comment provides no implementable solution. The group acknowledges that the accused terms are currently used rather arbitrarily. However, the present description provides a rather generic overview and is not meant as a implementation advice. Accordingly, the group invites the commenter to provide normative text that outlines the differences between the terms service, facility, and functionality.".

· Mover:  Guido Hiertz 
Seconder: Henry Qu 

· Yes: 8
No: 0
Abstain:0 

· Moved, to accept the resolutions in document 11-10/0032r10 with column X equal to “Dan/Kaz20100219”, “Dan20100316”, “Kaz20100316”, or “Liwen20100219” and to direct the editor to incorporate the suggested changes into the Draft.” 
· Mover:   Kazuyuki Sakoda  Seconder: Rene Purnadi 

· Yes: 7    No: 0    Abstain:  0 

· Motion, Moved, to adopt the text changes in submission 387r0 (“Miscellaneous changes” ) to resolve the CIDs indentified in the abstract, and direct the Editor to incorporate the changes into the draft.

· Mover:  Kazuyuki Sakoda
Seconder: Ashish Shukla 

· Yes:  7
No: 0 
Abstain: 0 

· Motion, Moved, to adopt the text changes in submission 389r0 (“MAC comment resolutions” ) to resolve the CIDs indentified in the abstract, and direct the Editor to incorporate the changes into the draft.

· Mover:  Jarkko Kneckt 
Seconder: Henry Qu 

· Yes: 9
No: 0
Abstain:0 

· Motion, Moved, to adopt the text changes in submission 280r4 (“Resolving a few PLM comments” ) to resolve the CIDs indentified in the abstract, and direct the Editor to incorporate the changes into the draft.

· Mover:  Dave Halasz
Seconder: Guido Hiertz 

· Yes: 8
No: 0
Abstain:0 

· Motion, Moved, to adopt the text changes in submission 388r2 (“Resolving S-general comments” ) to resolve the CIDs indentified in the abstract and the resolutions provided in Contribution 392r0, and direct the Editor to incorporate the changes into the draft.

· Mover:  Ashish Shukla
Seconder: Kazuyuki 

· Yes: 8
No: 0
Abstain:0 

· Motion, Moved, to adopt the text changes in submission 393r0  (“Resolution to CID 2727” ) to resolve CID 2727, and direct the Editor to incorporate the changes into the draft.

· Mover:  Guido Hiertz 
Seconder: Ashish Shukla 

· Yes: 10
No: 0
Abstain:0 

· Motion, Moved, to adopt the text changes in submission 406r0 (“Modifications to Annex S” ) to resolve CID 2272, and direct the Editor to incorporate the changes into the draft.

· Mover:  Guido Hiertz 
Seconder: Rene Purnadi 

· Yes: 10
No: 0
Abstain:0 

· Motion, Moved, to adopt the text changes in submission 394r0  (“Resolution to CID 2787” ) to resolve CID 2787, and direct the Editor to incorporate the changes into the draft.

· Mover:  Guido Hiertz 
Seconder: Henry Qu 

· Yes: 10
No: 0
Abstain:0 

. 

4. Presentation of 269r4 by Rene Purnadi affiliated with RIM

No discussion on the presentation.
5. Motions. The minutes contain possible discussion for the motions. 

· 
Motion, Moved, to adopt the text changes in blue in submission 269r4 (“Emergency call support” ) according to the instructions to the editor, ignoring the strike through text which is there for expository purposes and only to resolve the CIDs identified in the abstract, and direct the Editor to incorporate the changes into the draft.

· Mover:  Rene Purnadi
Seconder: Henry Qu 

· Yes: 6
No: 1
Abstain:3 

· Motion, Moved, to reject the text changes in 135r1 and to adopt the text changes in submission 135r2 (“MLME Start Extension for Mesh” ) to resolve the CIDs identified in the abstract, and direct the Editor to incorporate the changes into the draft.

· Mover:  Ashish Shukla
Seconder: Rene Purnadi 

· Yes: 7
No:0 
Abstain:2 

· Motion, Moved, to adopt the text changes in submission 367r2  (“RFI Tueddelkram” ) to resolve the CIDs identified in the beginning in the text, to provide the resolutions in Contribution 403r3 for the CIDs with column X equal to “RFI-Tüddelkram” , and direct the Editor to incorporate the changes into the draft.

· Mover:  Michael Bahr
Seconder: Ashish Shukla 

· Yes: 8
No: 0
Abstain:1 

· Motion, Moved, to teject the resolutions previously adopted for CIDs 2368 and 2369 and to adopt the text changes in submission 399r1 (“RFI fourre tout” ) to resolve  the CIDs identified in the abstract to provide the resolutions in Contribution 403r3 for the CIDs with column X equal to “Fourre-tout” or “Re-open, Fourre-tout”, and direct the Editor to incorporate the changes into the draft.

· Mover: Michael Bahr  
Seconder: Ashish Shukla 

· Yes: 6
No: 0
Abstain:1 

· Motion, Moved, to reject the previous resolutions to CIDs 2699 and 2700 and to adopt the text changes in submission 404r0  (“Data forwarding at mesh portals” ) to resolve the CIDs 2238, 2239, 2240, 2699, and 2700, and direct the Editor to incorporate the changes into the draft.

· Mover:  Michael Bahr
Seconder: Jarkko Kneckt 

· Yes: 8
No: 0
Abstain: 1 

· Motion, Moved, to adopt the text changes in submission 403r3 (“RFI Resolutions Orlando Thursday” ) to resolve the CIDs in the spreadsheets with column H equal to “RFI” and column X non-empty with the indicated resolutions and direct the Editor to incorporate the changes into the draft.

· Mover:  Michael Bahr
Seconder: Guido Hiertz 

· Yes: 7
No: 0
Abstain:1 

· 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.

· Mover:  Guido Hiertz   Seconder: Dave halasz 

· Yes:  10   No:  0   Abstain: 0

· Motion: 
· Having approved comment resolutions for all of the comments received from LB#159 on P802.11s Draft 4.0 as contained in document 11-10/32r12,

· Instruct the editor to prepare Draft 5.0 incorporating these resolutions and,

· Approve a 15 day Working Group Recirculation Ballot asking the question “Should P802.11s Draft 5.0 be forwarded to Sponsor Ballot?”

· Moved by Theodorus Denteneer on behalf of TGs 
· TGs vote: 
· Moved: Dave Halasz: Seconded: Michael Bahr Result: 10-0-0 

· Telcons: Thursdays, 
· Time: either 10 am ET or 11 am  ET

· Strawpoll 

· Prefer 10 am ET: 3

· Prefer 11 am ET: 3

· Motion, moved to schedule TGs teleconferences on Thursdays April 1 and May 6, 13 and Wednesday April 28 at 11:00 ET for a maximum duration of 90 minutes.

· Mover: Kazuyuki Sakoda   Seconder: Guido Hiertz

· Approved by unanimous consent

Ad hoc-discussion
· Motion, moved to hold a TGs ad hoc on May 13-15 in Tokyo. 

· Mover: Guido Hiertz   Seconder: Kazuyuki Sakoda

· Approved by unanimous consent 

No discussion on the motions. 

All the comments are solved and working group has accepted to move 802.11s to letter ballot. 

6. 802.11s adjourned for the week at 18:00. 



Abstract


Minutes of the meeting of the IEEE 802.11 Mesh Networking Task Group, held at the Caribe Royale, Orlando, Fl,  March 15-18, under the Chairmanship of Dee Denteneer (Philips).  All minutes were taken by Jarkko Kneckt (Nokia)). The Minutes were reviewed by Dee Denteneer. The final annotated Agenda for the meeting is in document 11-10/241r6. The Closing Report is in document 11-10/421r0.
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