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Monday August 23
12:00
Attendees:

Michael Montemurro,
Matt Fischer,
Santosh Pandey,

Roger Durand,

Henry Ptasinski,

Mark Hamilton,

Matt Fischer.
· Call to order

· Review of IEEE Intellectual Property Policy

· No essential patents.

· ACTION: Chair to send out reminder on the close of the Task Group review of D0.01.

· Discussion on document 11-10/997r0 by Santosh Pandey

· The document needs to be updated to synchronize with clause numbering in P802.11mb D5.0.
· Several entries end up at AC_VO. They should be caught in the catch-all.
· Action frame should be subtype 1101. 

· There is Action and Action NO-ACK. ACTION NoACK is AC-VO. 

· Debate on how many frames are ACTION vs ACTION NoACK. Need to follow-up on the HT specification.

· The discussion will continue during the next teleconference call.

· The term “communicating with” is not defined. The group will have a better way of describing communication in terms of DA. 

· One way to address the issue is to explain in terms of “transmission” and “reception”. 

· Another qualifier would be to use something of “if MFQ is negotiated,”

· The sentence that describes the table and the table itself need to be updated to be clearer.
· Adjourn until the call on September 8.
Thursday July 8, 2010

11:00am

Attendees:

Michael Montemurro,

Santosh Pandey,

Roger Durand,

Mark Hamilton,

Henry Ptasinski.

· Call to order

· Review of IEEE Intellectual Property Policy

· No essential patents.

· Discussion on TGae Frame Format

· Presentation of document 11-10/745r0 on MAC Sequence Numbering

· The proposal uses another sequence number space for management frames separate from data frames.

· Effectively, using the sequence control field sets sequence number ranges for each AC.

· We need to discuss the MCAST behaviour.
· The proposal has two elements: the treatment of unicast management frames and group-addressed management frames.

· Legacy STA’s follow the “old rules”. One sequence number space and transmission at AC_VO.

· When the policy changes while the STA is in PS-mode. With the AC signalling in the sequence number field, we resolve an issue with a dynamic change in management frame prioritization policy.

· This proposal does not change the header so hardware implementation.
· We need to look at the security impact of this proposal.

· We may need to map the AC signalling in the Nonce construction for management frames.

· We need to consider what happens with security when the management frame policy changes.

· We need to address what happens when a policy transition occurs.

· The management policy change should be successfully updated to all clients before transmission rules change.

· There is a potential for a frame policy change to reorder the transmission of management frames at a STA.

· Need to understand whether the lower-order or higher-order bits for signalling AC in the sequence number space.

· Prepare for July Plenary meeting.

· Call for editor

· Discuss document 11-10/745r0 as a proposal.
· Discuss the issue on how we deal with policy updates and management frame queuing.

· Discuss default classification for management frame prioritization.

· Adjourn until the plenary meeting on July 12.
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