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1.0 TGmb Monday Sept 19, 2011 PM1
1.1. Called to order at 1:33pm by Dorothy Stanley
1.2. Welcome and affiliation of officers announced.

1.3. 7 slots this week

1.4. Proposed Agenda for this slot: 

1.4.1. Chair’s Welcome, 

1.4.2. Patent Policy

1.4.3. REVmb Status, 

1.4.4. Review of Objectives, 

1.4.5. Approve Agenda, prior minutes

1.4.6. Editor’s report(42r5)

1.4.7. Interpretation Requests (if any)

1.4.8. Comment resolution – editorials

1.5. Patent Policy reviewed

1.5.1. No items identified.

1.6. Approve the Proposed Agenda:

1.6.1. See slide 3 of 11-11/1174r2 for proposed agenda for the week

1.6.2. Review the agenda.

1.6.3. No objection to the proposed agenda as proposed.

1.7. Prior Meeting meetings:

1.7.1. 11-11/999r0 July Minutes

1.7.2. 11.11/1182r0 Sept Telcon minutes
1.7.3. No objection to adopt the minutes as noted.

1.8. Editor’s Report (11-11/42r5)

1.8.1. Slight reduction in approval level :: 1 new No voter and 3 new yes voters

1.8.2. LB1004 is the 4th Recirc

1.8.3. Review the number of comments.

1.8.4. Status of 802.11s – it has been published.

1.8.4.1. There were some small things between the final version and the published version that the Editor will have to fix up as result.

1.8.5. Review the balloting plan 

1.8.5.1. 15 day ballot and comment resolution
1.8.5.2. Nov is still plan for Conditional EC approval

1.8.5.3. Expect D11 to be the final document.

1.8.6. Review the Editor Motion that will be made later

1.8.6.1. Review the 14 Trivial Technical comments included in the motion.
1.8.6.1.1. CID 14010 – editor notes and coloring
1.8.6.1.1.1. Publication Editor will pull the final 4 editor notes.

1.8.6.1.2. CID 140132 – change may to might

1.8.6.1.2.1. Mesh definition that was added, need to correct.

1.8.6.1.3. CID 14151 – proper use of comma vs “;”

1.8.6.1.3.1. Run-on sentence fixed with “;”

1.8.6.1.4. CID 14104 – Wording approved missing

1.8.6.1.4.1. MLME-Start.request -- ProbeDelay – definition was not updated correctly

1.8.6.1.5. CID 14044 – Editor note correction
1.8.6.1.5.1. Duplicated text to be removed

1.8.6.1.6. CID  14196 – MBSS active synch

1.8.6.1.6.1. Fix active synch method name where necessary

1.8.6.1.7. CID 14211 – Run-on Sentence

1.8.6.1.7.1. Discussion on when measurements can be done not when the request can be done.

1.8.6.1.8. CID 14220 – comma between clauses
1.8.6.1.8.1. Add comma as noted.

1.8.6.1.9. CID 14069 – 10.3 vs 10.3.1

1.8.6.1.9.1. Update the reference

1.8.6.1.10. CID 14238 – Shall missing in phrase

1.8.6.1.10.1. Rejected comment – not necessary

1.8.6.1.10.2. Shall statements are for single STAs not groups of STAs

1.8.6.1.10.3. Change proposed resolution to Revised: Replace “and all the mesh STAs in an MBSS uses the same synchronization method” with “. All mesh STAs in an MBSS uses the same synchronization method; see 13.2.7 item a).”
1.8.6.1.11. CID 14239 – extra comment
1.8.6.1.11.1. Marked editorial, but really a trivial technical 

1.8.6.1.12. CID 14242 – too main sub clauses in sentence

1.8.6.1.12.1. Redo sentence to be more readable in multiple sentences.

1.8.6.1.12.2. Change resolution: Revised: Replace cited text with ….”(text given in the resolution file.)”
1.8.6.1.13. CID 14109 – Frame body number disagreements
1.8.6.1.13.1. Make both of them “0-7951”

1.8.6.1.13.2. There was discussion on which number is correct.

1.8.6.1.13.3. The W-1 figure seems to be wrong as well.

1.8.6.1.13.4. What is the Max size of an A-MSDU in the Mesh case.

1.8.6.1.14. CID 14230 – run-on sentence
1.8.6.1.14.1. There are about 60 instances of this string, but not all are a problem.

1.8.6.1.14.2. Removes sentence within a sentence.

1.8.6.1.14.3. There are 27 changes in 10.1 that have been made.

1.8.6.1.15. CID 14256 is a MAC comment
1.9. Presentation of 11-11/116r1

1.9.1. Addresses 4 CIDs from Stephen

1.9.1.1.1. CIDs addressed CID 14077, 14078, 14079, 14080 

1.9.2. The roll-in of TGu causes some ambiguities that needed to be addressed

1.9.3. Abstract: This submission contains editorial corrections concerning the ANQP features from 802.11u.  The changes include:

· Typographical error corrections

· Consolidation of “ANQP list”, “ANQP information”, “ANQP message” into “ANQP-elements”

· Consolidation of “ANQP request”, “ANQP query”, “ANQP query request” into “ANQP query”

· Cross-reference corrections

· Removal of repeated redundant phrases from each element

· Clarification of ambiguous text

1.9.4. Review the changes described for the ANQP text changes.
1.9.5. Every field has been checked to have the length is described.

1.9.6. Discussion on the name of ANQP-element names
1.9.6.1. Consensus of the group to change ANQP Query List to Query ANQP-element etc

1.9.6.2. All of the names and the clauses cited would be consistent.

1.9.7. Discussion on changes found so far.

1.9.8. Proposed Resolution for CID 14077-1480
1.9.8.1.  “Revised: adopt changes in 11-11/116r2.” 

1.9.9. Move CID to Comment Group MAC Motion A
1.10. Presentation of 11-11/1224r1

1.10.1. Abstract: There was some functionality missing in the 11s draft that causes certain action frames that should be encrypted to go out with integrity protection only. This submission addresses that problem and resolves CIDs 14083 through 14088 (inclusive) from the sponsor ballot on draft 10.0.
1.10.2. Discussion on when the encryption is not applied when it should.

1.10.3. In Mesh networks there are group addresses that are broadcast in the clear.

1.10.3.1. BIP integrity protects, but not a privacy protect

1.10.3.2. IGTK info was missing in Mesh Networks.

1.10.3.3. So this has to be added to the Authenticated Mesh Peering Exchange element.

1.11. Recessed 3:30pm
2 TGmb Monday PM2

2.1. Called to order at 4:05pm by Dorothy Stanely.
2.2. Agenda for this slot time:

2.2.1. Finish presentation of 11-11/1224r1

2.2.2. Review Editorial comment concerns from Mark Rison

2.3. Continue the presentation of 11-11/1224r1

2.3.1. Review concerns and changes made

2.3.2. Question the importance of accepting this proposal at this time.

2.3.2.1. You will not be able to protect your Mesh traffic without this solution.

2.3.2.2. Implementation of TGw and TGs would not work, but there is really a problem with TGs whether or not you have used TGw.

2.3.3. Is this a community of interested problem that is really an issue, or is this something that can be done differently or another behind the scenes solutions?

2.3.3.1. We do not want to perpetuate the problem, and fixing it sooner would better.
2.3.3.2. Using BIP would not encrypt the data properly.  Vendor A to Vendor B is not a guaranteed standard way to communicate.

2.3.4. Technical errors may be inherit in this proposal, and may cause us an extra recirc to get REVmb to completion.

2.3.5. The feature is MESH Security, but it is broken.  It is not adding a new feature, but is something that was added by TGs and it is in need of being fixed.

2.3.6. Using the same key by two cryptographic protocols is not supposed to happen, so defining how to pass the ITGK data.

2.3.7. The new feature is the Privacy protection, and the thing that is broken is the integrity protection.

2.3.7.1. This is not true.  It is something that was supposedly included in the TGs Mesh definition, and we do not have a complete solution for allowing the securing the MESH.

2.3.8. Some of the Routing frames are sent as Unicast, are encrypted, and are ok, but those that are sent by broadcast, cannot be sent encrypted unless we fix this problem.  Question: where is the need for this equal level of privacy?

2.3.8.1. To hide the info in a consistent method.

2.3.9. Long discussion on what the alternatives are.
2.3.9.1. summary:

2.3.9.1.1. Is this really a bug in TGs or is this a nice to have?

2.3.9.1.2. Does this need to be done sooner than later?

2.3.10. Dorothy asks that Adrian, Jon and Michael sit down and ensure we are working to a good schedule.  Currently it is set for a March 2012 approval.  We are trying to pull this into a Jan/Feb, but are not going to slip March.  The Chair is adamant that we are not going to slip March.  We are realizing that all the changes we are making right now may cause a d12 or not, but we have to resolve all of the comments this week if we are going to keep to our schedule.

2.3.11. If there are concerns on the technical solution that Dan presented, please contact him.  The Chair asked that Dan circulate and vet his proposal with others in the security community to try to ensure we have the best proposal.

2.3.11.1. CIDs that are covered: 14084-14088.

2.4. Editorial comments issues from Mark Rison.

2.4.1. CID 14105 – 
2.4.1.1. the text in the resolution was missing “change “through” to “to”too.

2.4.1.2. look for blockaack – found in 2508 .48 fix typo of BlockAack to BlockAck.

2.4.1.3. on 2512.39 – missed bolding of  CTS “change CTS to Bold”

2.4.2. CID 14106 –
2.4.2.1. explanation of why the comment was rejected

2.4.2.2. upper case is used for proper nouns
2.4.3. CID 14107

2.4.3.1. Ceiling and floor characters are not available easily for this time.

2.4.4. CID 14113

2.4.4.1. Consistency was used with many of the sentences. There are still places that there may be an inconsistent of “’”.

2.4.4.2. “**” are being used in 2792.61 for example

2.4.4.3. “**” also at 2793.23…but this is not really a problem worth fixing

2.4.4.4. Add to the resolution:: Change “bps” to “b/s”
2.4.4.5. Add to the resolution: 912.44 – delete a comma 

2.4.5. CID 14114
2.4.5.1. Comment was withdrawn by commenter.
2.4.5.2. Move CID to Comment Group Gen Motion A
2.4.6. CID 14110

2.4.6.1. There is two instances of “superscript” that need to be corrected.

2.4.6.2. Editor had searched for something else…will un-reject and address CID.

2.5. MAC Comment Review

2.5.1. CID 14119

2.5.1.1. Listen Interval discussion

2.5.1.1.1. Is this a zero based counter?

2.5.1.1.2. Is this the number of Beacons a STA is asleep?

2.5.1.1.3. Is the unit of time Beacon intervals or wait for number of Beacons.

2.5.1.2. Discussion on the difference of “number of beacons” vs Beacon Interval.

2.5.1.3. The Listen Interval is unit of times, and relative to the beacon interval.
2.5.1.4. Look at the suggested changes for value aside from the main stated problem.

2.5.1.5. The question of is there an ambiguity as to whether 1 and 0 really means? 

2.5.1.5.1. Listen Interval: is the time that the STA can sleep

2.5.1.5.1.1. 0 = no time to sleep

2.5.1.5.1.2. 1 = one beacon Interval

2.5.1.5.2. The question is still hard to figure out …ask the group to go discuss further offline.
2.5.2. CID 14047

2.5.2.1. review comment

2.5.2.2. Looking for what happens in the “True” case.

2.5.2.3. Look at the context from the TGs amendment.

2.5.2.4. The difference in QoS Null when dot11MCCAActivated is true.vs the use of group addressed QoS Null (no data) Frames when dot11MCCAActived is false

2.5.2.5. Proposed Resolution: Revised: Change "If dot11MCCAActivated is false, this
is the only permissible value for the Ack Policy subfield for QoS Null (no data) frames." 
to "For individually addressed QoS Null (no data) frames, this is
the only permissible value for the Ack Policy subfield.”
2.5.2.6. Move CID to Comment Group MAC Motion A 
2.5.2.7. Discussion on non-QoS STA vs QoS STA and how they handle the transmission.

2.5.2.8. Action item for Mark Hamilton will look into the consistency and clarity of this issue.

2.5.3. Recess at 6pm  until 8am tomorrow
3 TGmb Tuesday, September 19, 2011 - AM1
3.1. Called to order by Dorothy at 8:01am
3.2. Agenda: Comment Resolution

3.2.1. start with Mark Hamilton, and then return to MAC comments list
3.3. 11-11/1280r0 – proposed resolution for CID 14022

3.3.1. CID 14022

3.3.1.1. review the submission

3.3.1.2.  Proposed Resolution:  Revise: In Table 8-6, in the row for values [0,0], change “If dot11MCCAActivated is false, this is the only permissible value for the Ack Policy subfield for QoS Null (no data) frames.” to “This is the only permissible value for the Ack Policy subfield for individually addressed QoS Null (no data) frames.”

In Table 8-6, in the row for values [1,0], change, “If dot11MCCAActivated is true this value is permissible for the Ack Policy subfield for group addressed QoS Null (no data) frame.” to “This is the only permissible value for the Ack Policy subfield for group addressed QoS Null (no data) frames”.
3.3.1.3. Question if the ACK for Group Address QoS Data frames?
3.3.1.3.1. It was described in the first row of the table.

3.3.1.4. Agreement on the proposal 

3.3.1.5. Adopt the changes and Moved to MAC A

3.4. MAC Comment Resolution:

3.4.1. CID 14023

3.4.1.1. Review comment

3.4.1.2. Proposed Resolution: Agree 

3.4.2. CID 14048

3.4.2.1.  Review comment

3.4.2.2. Same issue as 14023

3.4.2.3. Proposed Resolution: REVISED (MAC: 2011-09-19 23:18:47Z) At 448.40, delete "(binary)" and convert the cells in this column to their integer values, 0, 1, 2, 3.
At 448.30, 449.29, 449.33, replace the quoted binary values with their integer equivalents.

3.4.2.4. Move CID to Comment Group MAC Motion A
3.4.3. CID 14024

3.4.3.1. Review comment

3.4.3.2. Proposed Resolution: Accept.

3.4.3.3. Move CID to Comment Group MAC Motion A
3.4.4. CID 14029, 14171

3.4.4.1. Review comment

3.4.4.2. similar to 14024

3.4.4.3. proposed resolution: Accept see 14024

3.4.4.4. Move CID to Comment Group MAC Motion A
3.4.5. CID 14173,  14050, same as Editor CID 14025
3.4.5.1. Review comment

3.4.5.2. Editor note

3.4.5.3. Proposed Resolution Accept (and note in 14173 similar comment)

3.4.5.4. Question on why “If and only If” is not good to use here?

3.4.5.4.1. review context

3.4.5.4.2. The proposed resolution is going to be inconsistent with the changes that the editor made with some editorial comments.  See CID 14025.

3.4.5.5. New Proposed Resolution: REVISED (MAC: 2011-09-19 23:28:08Z) - At 465.60 replace: "(if and only if the frame is transmitted by a mesh STA and the Mesh Control Present subfield of the QoS Control field is 1),"
with: "(present if the frame is transmitted by a mesh STA and the Mesh Control Present subfield of the QoS Control field is 1, otherwise absent),"

and at 465.62 and 465.64 replace: "(and only if the Protected Frame subfield in the Frame Control field is 1)"
with "(present if the Protected Frame subfield in the Frame Control field is 1, otherwise absent)

3.4.5.6. Move CID 14173 and 14050 to Comment Group MAC Motion A
3.4.6. CID 14089 and 14082
3.4.6.1. Review comment

3.4.6.2. Similar comment 14082

3.4.6.3. Jon had discussed this with Vinko and Mathew ahead of the meeting.

3.4.6.4. Adrian wants to do some follow-up on the comment.

3.4.6.5. Hold for now CID 14089 and 14082 in MAC comment group.
3.4.7. CID 14052

3.4.7.1. review comment

3.4.7.2. Proposed Resolution: Accept

3.4.7.3. Move CID to Comment Group MAC Motion A
3.4.8. CID 14026

3.4.8.1. review comment

3.4.8.2. Proposed Resolution: Accept

3.4.8.3. Move CID to Comment Group MAC Motion A
3.4.9. CID 14053 and 14180

3.4.9.1. Same as 14026

3.4.9.2. Proposed Resolution: REVISED (MAC: 2011-09-19 23:39:16Z) Globally replace "non-AP STA[s] [and|or] mesh STA[s]" with "non-AP STA[s]". See CID 14026

3.4.9.3. This is a global change, it will be necessary to look for variants (extra spaces or line breaks etc.)

3.4.9.4. Move CID to Comment Group MAC Motion A
3.4.10. CID 14126

3.4.10.1. Review comment

3.4.10.2. Proposed Resolution: Accept

3.4.10.3. Move CID to Comment Group MAC Motion A
3.4.11. CID 14184

3.4.11.1. Review Comment

3.4.11.2. Proposed Resolution: Accept

3.4.11.3. Move CID to Comment Group MAC Motion A
3.4.12. CID 14006
3.4.12.1. Review comment

3.4.12.2. look at the choices given

3.4.12.3. Proposed Resolution: REVISED (MAC: 2011-09-19 23:49:30Z) "The receiving STA should maintain two additional caches, one
containing entries of recently received <Address 2, sequence-number, fragment-number> tuples from received
management frames that are not time priority management frames and the other containing entries of recently received <Address 2, sequence-number, fragment-number> tuples from received time priority
management frames."

3.4.12.4. Move CID to Comment Group MAC Motion A
3.4.13. CID 14038 and 14041
3.4.13.1. Review Comment

3.4.13.2. This has been switched back and forth several times.

3.4.13.3. We need to check to determine what the right answer is.

3.4.13.4. When do we want SIFS time include or not included?

3.4.13.5. see 956.18 – seems correct on this line

3.4.13.6. Concern on why it seems to swap back and forth.
3.4.13.7. In 802.11-2007 it was in there.  We deleted it for some reason.

3.4.13.8. Assign to Mark Hamilton to check to see why we changed it.

3.4.13.9. Mark, Mark and Adrian to review and propose new resolution.

3.4.14. CID 14027 and Editor CID14054

3.4.14.1. Review Comment

3.4.14.2. this was handled on the Telecon with the Editor CID 14054

3.4.14.3. Proposed Resolution: REVISED (MAC: 2011-09-20 00:04:22Z) - Change list at 978.14 to a 2-level dashed list.

3.4.14.4. Move CID to Comment Group MAC Motion A
3.4.15. CID 14187
3.4.15.1. Review comment

3.4.15.2. Proposed Resolution: REJECTED (MAC: 2011-09-20 00:10:20Z) - The term is not used to indicate a new requirement.
3.4.15.3. Move CID to Comment Group MAC Motion A
3.4.16. CID 14189

3.4.16.1. Review Comment

3.4.16.2. Proposed Resolution: REJECTED (MAC: 2011-09-20 00:14:30Z) The limitation expressed later in the sentence relates to which MCCAOP Advertisement elements are present.
3.4.16.3. Move CID to Comment Group MAC Motion A
3.4.17. CID 14055 and 14034
3.4.17.1. Review comment

3.4.17.2. Proposed Resolution: Accept (See CID 14034)
3.4.17.3. Move CID to Comment Group MAC Motion A
3.4.18. CID 14056 and 14055

3.4.18.1. Review comments

3.4.18.2. Proposed Resolution: Accept. (See CID 14034)

3.4.18.3. Move CID to Comment Group MAC Motion A
3.4.19. CID 14035

3.4.19.1. Review comment

3.4.19.2. Proposed Resolution: Accept

3.4.19.3. Move CID to Comment Group MAC Motion A
3.4.20. CID 14057

3.4.20.1. Review comment

3.4.20.2. Similar spot different proposed resolution.

3.4.20.3. What is really missing is just Clause 17 that should be added to the cited location.

3.4.20.4. Discussion on if there is a need to add a separate paragraph for ERP mesh STA or not.
3.4.20.5. There is an issue in the baseline text, but we are not fixing it now, but we will propagate the issue in the new paragraph.  This can be addressed later.

3.4.20.6. Proposed Resolution: REVISED (MAC: 2011-09-20 00:22:50Z) Change the condition to "Clause 16, Clause 17, and Clause 19 frames"
(parentheses omitted for clarity). Ditto at line 36. (See CID 14035)

3.4.20.7. Move CID to Comment Group MAC Motion A
3.4.21. CID 14058

3.4.21.1. review comment

3.4.21.2. Proposed Resolution: Agree

3.4.21.3. Move CID to Comment Group MAC Motion A
3.4.22. CID 14197

3.4.22.1. review comment

3.4.22.2. Proposed Resolution: Accept

3.4.22.3. Move CID to Comment Group MAC Motion A
3.4.23. CID 14028

3.4.23.1. review comment

3.4.23.2. another “Editor Note”

3.4.23.3. need to correct this paragraph as it is very confusing

3.4.23.4. The text that was rolled in from 11s has added more confusion.

3.4.23.5. Discussion on possible alternatives to clear up this clause.
3.4.23.6. We have the lists that include Mesh STA and in some classes infers that they are included and in other locations it is explicit.

3.4.23.7. There was a typo on page 1064.18 “DS Parameter Set” that should be “DSSS Parameter Set”…this is covered in another CID.

3.4.23.8. Proposed Resolution: REVISED (MAC: 2011-09-20 00:39:58Z)
Delete the sentence in red at 1064.11.

3.4.23.9. Move CID to Comment Group MAC Motion A
3.4.24. CID 14199

3.4.24.1. same as 14028, and has the same conclusion.

3.4.24.2. Proposed Resolution: Agree

3.4.24.3. Move CID to Comment Group MAC Motion A
3.4.25. CID 14200

3.4.25.1. review comment

3.4.25.2. Proposed Resolution: REVISED (MAC: 2011-09-20 00:44:44Z)
Replace lines 15-20 with
"An associated mesh STA that receives a Probe Request frame shall not respond with a Probe Response frame when dot11RadioMeasurementActivated is true and the Probe Request frame contains a DS Parameter Set element with its Current Channel field value different from the value of dot11CurrentChannelNumber."

3.4.26. CID 14118

3.4.26.1. Review Comment
3.4.26.2. Proposed Resolution: Accept

3.4.26.3. Move CID to Comment Group MAC Motion A
3.4.27. Revisit CID 14089 and 14082

3.4.27.1. Proposed Resolutions: Accept

3.4.27.2. This error was an editor swap issue.

3.4.27.3. Move CID to Comment Group MAC Motion A
3.4.28. CID 14060

3.4.28.1. Review Comment

3.4.28.2. The State variable is valid for Mesh STA.  They use the same value, but the definition is slightly different.  Mesh STAs do not have associations, so the state definition is different.

3.4.28.3. The adjustment of having Mesh STA handle the definition differently should be earlier in the clause.

3.4.28.4. Michael took action to look at this clause for possible proposal.
3.5. Recessed at 10am until PM2 today.
4 TGmb Tuesday, September 19, 2011, PM2

4.1. Called to order at 4pm by Dorothy
4.2. Review upcoming submissions for Agenda

4.2.1. Comment Resolution Continued – MAC and then GEN if time.

4.2.2. Joe Kwak – submission on ANQP issues for Wednesday.

4.2.3. Dan – Mesh Security for Thurs AM1

4.3. MAC Comment Resolutions
4.3.1.1. return to CID 14038, and 14041

4.3.1.1.1. Adrian provided some input to Mark, but we don’t want to rush to judgment.

4.3.1.1.2. Proposed Resolution: Accept

4.3.1.1.3. We will pull from the motion if we find a problem.  The default will be to revert this to the 2007 text unless we find a problem.

4.3.1.1.4. Move to MAC Motion C

4.3.1.2. return to CID 14060

4.3.1.2.1. proposal is not ready, delay for later.

4.3.1.2.2. Dorothy to help Michael with the proposal offline.

4.3.2. CID 14204

4.3.2.1. review comment
4.3.2.2. Proposed Resolution: Accept

4.3.2.3. Move CID to Comment Group MAC Motion A
4.3.3. CID 14205

4.3.3.1. review comment

4.3.3.2. Proposed Resolution: REVISED (MAC: 2011-09-20 07:10:33Z)
Replace "Only the STA that is the DFS owner in an IBSS may specify a schedule of quiet intervals by transmitting..." with 
"A STA in an IBSS may schedule quiet intervals only if it is the DFS owner. It shall set a quiet interval schedule by transmitting..."

4.3.3.3. Move CID to Comment Group MAC Motion A
4.3.4. CID 14209

4.3.4.1.1. review Comment

4.3.4.1.2. Proposed resolution: Accept

4.3.4.1.3. Move CID to Comment Group MAC Motion A
4.3.4.2. CID 14210

4.3.4.2.1. Review Comment

4.3.4.2.2. there are 3 instances of “it is mandatory”

4.3.4.2.3. but there are 50+ instances of “mandatory” 

4.3.4.2.4. Many of the instances have been included prior to 2003.

4.3.4.2.5. Proposed Resolution: REJECTED (MAC: 2011-09-20 07:17:06Z) - 
The cited text has been through editorial review by the IEEE SA editors.

4.3.4.2.6. Move CID to Comment Group MAC Motion A
4.3.4.3. CID 14029 & 14218
4.3.4.3.1. review Comment

4.3.4.3.2. Proposed Resolution: Accept
4.3.4.3.3. Move CID to Comment Group MAC Motion A
4.3.4.4. CID 14030

4.3.4.4.1. review comment

4.3.4.4.2. proposed resolution: Accept

4.3.4.4.3. Move CID to Comment Group MAC Motion A
4.3.4.5. CID 14221

4.3.4.5.1. review comment

4.3.4.5.2. Proposed Resolution: Accept

4.3.4.5.3. Move CID to Comment Group MAC Motion A
4.3.4.6. CID 14068

4.3.4.6.1. Review comment

4.3.4.6.2. Redundant statement should be removed.

4.3.4.6.3. remove the paragraph.

4.3.4.6.4. Proposed Resolution: Accept

4.3.4.6.5. Move CID to Comment Group MAC Motion A
4.3.4.7. CID 14070

4.3.4.7.1. Review the comment

4.3.4.7.2. The cited text seems to need to be clarified. 

4.3.4.7.3. Need priority of which neighbor to use.

4.3.4.7.4. Need to work on the text.  The replacement text we got to before we called time: with 
"The mesh STA shall maintain synchronization with all of its neighbor peer mesh STAs up to dot11MeshNbrOffsetMaxNeighbor. The mesh STA should maintain synchronization with additional neighbor mesh STAs that are in the same MBSS up to a total of dot11MeshNbrOffsetMaxNeighbor mesh STAs and also, additional neighbor mesh STAs that are outside of the MBSS up to a total of dot11MeshNbrOffsetMaxNeighbor mesh STAs."

4.3.4.7.5. Kaz will take a try to improve the text to address the lack of indication of Priority that should be involved.
4.3.4.8. CID 14245

4.3.4.8.1. review the comment

4.3.4.8.2. Proposed Resolution: REVISED (MAC: 2011-09-20 07:48:31Z)
Replace "being a DTIM" with "containing a DTIM".

4.3.4.8.3. Move CID to Comment Group MAC Motion A
4.3.4.9. Revisit CID 14119

4.3.4.9.1. time limit of 5 minutes

4.3.4.9.2. Need volunteer to propose suggested text.

4.3.4.9.3. Jon and Mark to volunteer to break up the comment resolution to address concerns.

4.3.4.10. CID 14195

4.3.4.10.1. Review the comment

4.3.4.10.2. see text in 1057.38

4.3.4.10.3. Proposed Resolution: REJECTED (MAC: 2011-09-20 07:56:32Z)
The action is limited to associated STAs.
4.3.4.10.4. Move CID to Comment Group MAC Motion A
4.4. GEN AdHoc comments:
4.4.1. Thanks to Michael for taking notes.

4.4.2. CID 14139
4.4.2.1.  - Rejected. The cited sentence is correct.
4.4.2.2. - Gen Motion A - Ready for Motion 
4.4.3.  CID 14141
4.4.3.1. - CID 14141 REJECTED (GEN: 2011-09-20 08:11:36Z) The belief is that as the SSID is the ID of an ESS. No change is warranted.
4.4.3.2. - Gen Motion A - Ready for Motion
4.4.4.  CID 14248
4.4.4.1. - CID 14248 ACCEPTED
4.4.4.2. - Gen Motion A - Ready for Motion
4.4.5. CID 14143
4.4.5.1. - CID 14143 REVISED (GEN: 2011-09-20 08:17:11Z) replace "would be" with "are"
4.4.5.2. - Gen Motion A - Ready for Motion
4.4.6.  CID 14249
4.4.6.1. - Assigned to Mark Hamilton
4.4.7. CID 14251
4.4.7.1. - Assigned to Mark Hamilton
4.4.8.  CID 14007
4.4.8.1. - CID 14007 REJECTED (GEN: 2011-09-20 08:22:39Z) - The current specification is unambiguous, no change is warranted.
4.4.8.2. - Gen Motion A - Ready for Motion
4.4.9. CID 14100
4.4.9.1. - CID 14100 REVISED (GEN: 2011-09-20 08:35:00Z) replace "≥ ProbeDelay" with "N/A"
4.4.9.2. - Gen Motion A - Ready for Motion
4.4.10. CID 14040
4.4.10.1. - CID 14140 – Accepted
4.4.10.2. - Gen Motion A - Ready for Motion 
4.4.11. CID 14011 and 14156
4.4.11.1. - CID 14156 REVISED (GEN: 2011-09-20 08:38:30Z) Replace: "The values from the Mesh Configuration element." with "Specifies the configuration of the mesh STA. Same Resolution as CID 14011
4.4.11.2. - Gen Motion A - Ready for Motion
4.4.12. CID 14043
4.4.12.1. -CID 14043 ACCEPTED (GEN: 2011-09-20 08:39:47Z) - Agree. Same Resolution as CID 14011
4.4.12.2. - Gen Motion A - Ready for Motion
4.4.13. CID 14011: 
4.4.13.1. Proposed Resolution: Agree
4.4.13.2. - Gen Motion A - Ready for Motion 
4.4.14. CID 14161
4.4.14.1. - CID 14161 REVISED (GEN: 2011-09-20 08:46:36Z) "An MLME-START.request primitive may be generated in an infrastructure BSS or IBSS only after"
4.4.14.2. - Gen Motion A - Ready for Motion
4.4.15. CID 14163
4.4.15.1. - CID 14163 – ACCEPTED
4.4.15.2. - Gen Motion A - Ready for Motion 
4.4.16. CID 14165 and CID 14012
4.4.16.1. - CID 14165 – ACCEPTED
4.4.16.2. - CID 14012 – ACCEPTED
4.4.17. - Gen Motion A - Ready for Motion 

4.5. Recessed 6:01pm until 1:30 Wed.
5 TGmb Wednesday, September 21, 2011 – PM1

5.1. Called to order by Dorothy at 1:30pm

5.2. Agenda for PM1:  (11-11/1174r3)

5.2.1. Comment Resolution, Motions

5.2.1.1. Motions for Resolutions already for motion.

5.2.1.2. Presentation from Joe Kwak 11-11/1298r0

5.2.1.3. Update on 11-11/1116r3 from Stephen McCann

5.2.1.4. Presentation of 11-11/1299r0 from Stephen McCann

5.2.1.5. Continue with MAC CID comment resolution.

5.3. Motion #130: 
Approve comment resolutions in

11-10-1455-13-000m-revmb-sponsor-ballot-editor-comments.xls  in the “Editorials” and “Trivial Technical” tabs, except for CIDs 14115, and 14109.
11-11-1178-02-000m-mac-adhoc-recirculation-sponsor-ballot-comment-resolutions-sep11.xls, Comment Groups “MAC Motion A” and “MAC Motion B”

11-11-1240-01-000m-gen-adhoc-recirc-4-sponsor-ballot-comment-resolutions.xls,  Comment Group “GEN Motion A”

5.3.1. Move Adrian Stephens, 2nd Jon Rosdahl

5.3.2. Vote: 12-0-3 motion passes.
5.4. Presentation from Joe Kwak – 11-11/1298r0

5.4.1. Abstract: This document contains six additional ANQP elements identified by market activities, to resolve CID 12182.
5.4.2.  Objection to the presentation being made as there is a possible copyright issue.  The Material was presented in a non-public domain, and is believed to be covered by another copyright owner.  The objector is not able to share the document that is claimed to be infringed as it is not public.
5.4.2.1. The objector pointed out a clause in the IEEE-SA Standards

5.4.3. Who can make an objection? Any participant

5.4.4. The Presenter claims that his is an original work, and does in fact have similar ideas, but the document itself is not a copied document.  This presentation may or may not have similar ideas that are replicated in other groups, but that is not the subject of the copyright infringement.

5.4.5. Question to the author, Do you hold the copyright? 

5.4.5.1. Answer: Author is not an attorney, but he claimed to be the original author.

5.4.6. Assertion that Derivative works can fall into copyright protections.

5.4.7. Chair pointed out that there are two options 1. go ahead and hear the presentation, and in parallel is to research the issue.  2. Delay the presentation until the copyright issue can be addressed.

5.4.7.1. comments:

5.4.7.1.1. speak for hearing the presentation as it has been posted already on the server, and so if it is a violation, it is already past the point of not hearing it.

5.4.7.1.2. Speak to hear it now and check for issues in parallel.

5.4.7.1.3. Copyright owner should be allowed to come forward with the claim rather than a third party.

5.4.7.1.4. Speak against going forward at this time.  Claim is that due to the copyright the document should be removed immediately.
5.4.7.1.5. As the document that  is claimed to be infringed cannot be displayed, this is reminiscent of McCarthyism.  One should not be able to claim an infringement and not prove the claim.

5.4.7.1.6. The meeting had some other dismissive comments and the chair called the end to discussion on the objection..

5.4.7.2. The chair will meet with the author and the objector after the session, but for now the presentation will be presented.

5.4.7.3. The Objector: Brian Hart, CISCO Systems requested to be formally noted in the minutes as objecting to the paper and the presentation.

5.4.8. Presentation of 11-11/1298r0 proceeded.

5.4.8.1. The Author walked through the document to show the proposal.
5.4.9. Questions:

5.4.9.1. The motivation for this element set is market driven, but this presentation is somewhat competitive with a presentation that is done elsewhere, so how do you see the way forward to address when other groups have the similar methods.

5.4.9.1.1. A: there are more than one industry group that have need for these elements in a standard way, and the IEEE is the best place to allow a standard that all the groups to use moving forward.

5.4.9.2. Question on the default values of zero were used, but if the field can be 0-255, why was zero chosen.

5.4.9.2.1. Unknown is often indicated with 0 or 127, but either way, it is takes a value.  We can select one to be more meaningful for the default meaning.

5.4.9.3. Having the field value not be present is often a better way to go forward and a presentation coming up shortly will address this.
5.4.9.4. 2^32 is not 4,294,967,296kps. This will not fit in a 32 bit field.
5.4.10. We had not considered motioning anything on this material today, but the chair will follow-up on the objection and any motions will be during PM1 on Thursday.

5.5. Announcement: 11-11/1307r0 TDLS key derivation submission 

5.5.1.  This is a problem that was identified in the key generation.

5.5.2.  This will be presented later.
5.6. Presentation 11-11/1299r0 – Stephen McCann

5.6.1.  Abstract:

This submission suggests the addition of a Neighbor Report ANQP-element.  This enables the neighbor report to provide information about neighboring APs to a STA whilst in a pre-associated state.  This is of benefit to STAs that which to discover alternative APs prior to association and determine potential candidates for handover.

5.6.2. Walk through the document.

5.6.3. The Neighbor Report in the unassociated state can be obtained with this addition.
5.6.4. Discussion on how the 11k Neighbor Report that may be wanted to shared, and if there is any privacy issue.

5.6.5. An error was pointed out, and the author agreed to correct.

5.6.6. The Chair indicated that this would be reviewed in PM1.

5.6.7. The author said he would rev and put on the server for review.
5.7. Presentation update on 11-11/116r3, but 11-11/116r4 is presented as it has “cyan” coloring to show what is different from r2 and r3.
5.7.1. 14077, .14078, 14079, and 14080 were approved with 11-11/1116r2, and part of Motion #130.  These will have to be updated if this submission is adopted.

5.7.2.  Changing of the names as discussed yesterday, removal of extraneous fields, fixing of titles. Setting of 0 for no information in the Venue info field.

5.7.3. The Changes are from feedback from the discussion yesterday.
5.8. Presentation of 11-11/1314 – Dorothy Stanley
5.8.1.  Proposed resolution to CID 14060.

5.8.2. issue with having plural where not necessary.  Simple change.

5.8.3. Do we really need to have the “dot1OCBActivated is false to the changed paragraph.

5.8.3.1. removal of the extra condition may be cleaner.

5.8.4. it seems that the state variable description may be an issue.

5.8.5. discussion on what combination of the sentances would make sense.

5.8.6. Can we clear this clause of the MESH STA and let 10.3.2 and 10.2.3 be for MESH STA?

5.8.6.1. There is some dependency in this clause. So it is not clearable.

5.8.7. the grouping of the paragraphs is not deemed worth our time.

5.8.8. Having the MESH STA info in the same paragraph was agreed to.

5.8.9. Dorothy will post R1 of the document for inclusion to the cited CIDs.

5.8.10. Update to the CID resolutions was done and moved to MAC Motion D.

5.9. MAC Comment Resolution:

5.9.1. CID 14256

5.9.1.1. Review Comment

5.9.1.2. take long sentences and make shorter clearer ones.

5.9.1.3. discussion on if the original text and the proposed text conveyed the proper meaning.

5.9.1.4. Proposed Resolution: REVISED (MAC: 2011-09-21 05:54:33Z)
Change:
"Either SAE authentication or the Open System 802.11 authentication algorithm is used in RSNs based on
infrastructure BSS and IBSS, although Open System 802.11 authentication is optional in an RSN based on
an IBSS. SAE authentication is used in an MBSS. RSNA disallows the use of Shared Key 802.11
authentication."
To:
"SAE authentication or Open System 802.11 authentication is used in RSN for infrastructure BSS. SAE authentication, Open System 802.11 authentication, or no 802.11 authentication is used in RSN for IBSS. SAE authentication is used in an MBSS. RSNA disallows the use of Shared Key 802.11 authentication."
(Editor to add necessary articles)
5.9.1.5. Move to MAC Motion D

5.9.2. CID 14009

5.9.2.1. Assigned to Matthew Fischer, and he was having Vinko come tomorrow to present his submission.

5.9.3. CID 14099

5.9.3.1. Review Comment:

5.9.3.2. There are several ways to describe the references.
5.9.3.3. Action item: assign to Mark Hamilton and Mark Rison to bring back a proposal.

5.9.4. CID 14177

5.9.4.1. Review the Comment

5.9.4.2. Proposed Resolution: Accept.
5.9.4.3. Move to MAC Comment D

5.9.5. CID 14179

5.9.5.1. Review the comment

5.9.5.2. Proposed Resolution: Accept.

5.9.5.3. Move to MAC Comment D

5.9.6. CID 14111

5.9.6.1. Review Comment

5.9.6.2. Proposed Resolution: REVISED (MAC: 2011-09-21 06:07:57Z)
Add the following sentence at the end of the cited paragraph "No other frames are time priority management frames."

5.9.6.3. Move to MAC Comment D

5.9.7. CID 14070

5.9.7.1. 11-11/1315r0 submitted for comment.

5.9.7.2. There is an r1 that is going to be published shortly…please come back to this one.

5.9.8. CID 14185
5.9.8.1. review the comment

5.9.8.2. Look at breaking the compound sentence into two sentences.

5.9.8.3. Proposed Resolution: REVISED (MAC: 2011-09-21 06:19:55Z)
Change
"Except as described below, when an individually addressed MSDU is received from the LLC or an individually addressed MMPDU is received from the MLME that would result in an MPDU of length greater than dot11FragmentationThreshold, the MSDU or MMPDU shall be fragmented."
to
"Except as described below, when an individually addressed MSDU received from the LLC would result in an MPDU of length greater than dot11FragmentationThreshold, the MSDU shall be fragmented. Except as described below, when an individually addressed MMPDU received from the MLME, would result in an MPDU of length greater than dot11FragmentationThreshold, the MMPDU shall be fragmented."

5.9.8.4. Move to MAC Comment D

5.9.9. CID 14201
5.9.9.1. Review comment.
5.9.9.2. Possibility to remove the clause or rewrite the clause.

5.9.9.3. Proposed to accept by some, others object to the deletion.

5.9.9.4. Action Item assign to Michael Bahr to rewrite and send possibility to Adrian.

5.9.10. CID 14127

5.9.10.1. Review the comment

5.9.10.2. Assign to Brian Hart and Peter E for more comment.

5.10. Recess at 3:31pm until Thursday AM1
6 TGmb Thursday, September 21, 2011 – AM1

6.1. Called to order by Dorothy at 8:00am
6.2. Agenda for AM1:  (11-11/1174r3)

6.2.1. Comment Resolution, 
6.3. Status: we have about 98 comments to finalize.

6.4. MAC Comments:

6.4.1. Start with those assigned to Adrian. 11-11/1323r0

6.4.1.1. see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/11/11-11-1323-00-000m-some-sb4-comment-resolutions.doc
6.4.2. CID 14022
6.4.2.1. Review comment

6.4.2.2. same as CID 14047

6.4.2.3. Proposed Resolution:  Revise: In Table 8-6, in the row for values [0,0], change “If dot11MCCAActivated is false, this is the only permissible value for the Ack Policy subfield for QoS Null (no data) frames.” to “This is the only permissible value for the Ack Policy subfield for individually addressed QoS Null (no data) frames.” In Table 8-6, in the row for values [1,0], change, “If dot11MCCAActivated is true this value is permissible for the Ack Policy subfield for group addressed QoS Null (no data) frame.” to “This is the only permissible value for the Ack Policy subfield for group addressed QoS Null (no data) frames.

6.4.2.4. Move to MAC Motion D

6.4.3. CID 14092

6.4.3.1. review comment

6.4.3.2. Proposed Resolution: REJECTED (MAC: 2011-09-21 23:08:13Z) - An NDP is never the initial packet of an exchange and therefore no rules for EDCA channel access for the NDP are required. NDPs are transmitted as part of an exchange, the initial packet of which is an MPDU carrying an HT control field. See Figure S-3 for an example. The channel access rules (i.e. which AC to use) for this initial packet are defined according to that packet type.

6.4.3.3. Move to MAC Motion D

6.4.4. CID 14091

6.4.4.1. review comment

6.4.4.2. proposed resolution: REVISED (MAC: 2011-09-21 23:10:45Z) - 
Revised. 
a) This text includes changes from CID 13022 and 13124 in addition to CID 13037. This explains the bulk of the differences, as the resulting text is a merger of the changes from each comment.

There is no contradiction between the specification for management frames and ps-polls. They are both excluded from admission control.

b) Delete the second “control” from “Control Wrapper control frames”. 
c) Change “the RTS or CTS frame be sent” to “the RTS or CTS frame shall be sent”.

6.4.4.3. Move to MAC Motion D

6.4.5. CID 14116

6.4.5.1. review comment

6.4.5.2. Determine if we have enough time to research this further.

6.4.5.3. Otherwise reject the comment until we find other text to amend.

6.4.5.4. QoS Null rejection question.

6.4.5.5. Proposed Resolution: REJECTED (MAC: 2011-09-21 23:13:36Z)
QoS NULL frames are dropped before duplicate detection but after the PM bit has been expected. The proposed resolution does not provide sufficient information to resolve the comment.

6.4.5.6. Move to MAC Motion E

6.4.6. CID 14120
6.4.6.1. review comment

6.4.6.2. Proposed Resolution: Reject.  The order of sequence number assignment does not necessarily match the order of transmission.  The sequence number collision case occurs only between transmitted frames when a wrap of the counter has occurred,  so the text needs to talk about transmission, not assignment.

6.4.6.3. Move to MAC Motion D

6.4.7. CID 14005

6.4.7.1. review comment

6.4.7.2. This is on unchanged text.  

6.4.7.3. We do not have consensus that it is a problem.

6.4.7.4.  Proposed Resolution: Rejected.   The cited equation should be viewed as an explanation of how the value of aSlotTime declared by the PHY is determined.  aSlotTime is initially determined by the PHY and then adjusted in the case of coverage classes as described in 9.18.6.

6.4.7.5. Move to MAC Motion E
6.4.8. CID 14095
6.4.8.1. review comment

6.4.8.2. Proposed Resolution: Revised: Delete Note at cited location.

6.4.8.3. Move to MAC Motion D

6.4.9. CID 14093

6.4.9.1. review comment

6.4.9.2. Proposed Resolution: REJECTED (MAC: 2011-09-21 23:29:44Z)
In answer to the commenter, No. The two subtypes are +CF-Poll and +CF-Ack. As this section is specific to admission control rules relating to when an EDCAF can contend for the medium for a non-AP STA:
• +CF-Poll is not transmitted because this is not valid for a non-AP STA
• +CF-Ack is not transmitted because this is not valid for the initial frame of a frame exchange

6.4.9.3. Move to MAC Motion D

6.4.10. CID 14009
6.4.10.1. Review comment

6.4.10.2. Previously presented 11-11/794r1 considered with CID 13027 in July.

6.4.10.3. Proposed Resolution: REJECTED (MAC: 2011-09-21 23:34:25Z)
The ballot resolution committee considered the proposal cited and there was no consensus to adopt the change.

6.4.10.4. Move to MAC Motion D

6.4.11. CID 14099

6.4.11.1. Review comment again.

6.4.11.2. Report from Mark H. 

6.4.11.2.1. just pointing to Annex E is not enough

6.4.11.2.2. Need to get the references corrected.

6.4.11.3. Skip for now, Mark H to come back with references.

6.4.12. CID 14214, 14215, 14216
6.4.12.1. review comment

6.4.12.2. These notes were added in the TGu and TGv amendment phase, and these comments were asked to be added emphatically.

6.4.12.3. While they are odd, there is some normative verbs in informative note.

6.4.12.4. The normative behavior is out of scope for 802.11, so it really is a Non-issue.
6.4.12.5. Proposed Resolution: Reject: The text is present to address location privacy concerns.
6.4.12.6. Move to MAC Motion D
6.4.13. CID 14063

6.4.13.1. review comment

6.4.13.2. Proposed Resolution: Revise: Incorporate the text changes in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/11/11-11-1224-02-000m-encrypted-broadcasts.doc
6.4.13.3. Move MAC Motion D

6.4.14. CID 14222

6.4.14.1. review comment

6.4.14.2. Proposed Resolution: Agree

6.4.14.3. Move to MAC Motion D

6.4.15. CID 14223

6.4.15.1. Review Comment

6.4.15.2. Proposed Resolution: REVISED (MAC: 2011-09-21 23:50:35Z)
Delete "containing its MeshID" in the two cited sentences.

6.4.15.3. Move to MAC Motion D

6.4.16. CID 14226

6.4.16.1. review comment

6.4.16.2. Proposed Resolution: Revised: Change "through the scan" to "through scanning".

6.4.16.3. Move to MAC Motion D

6.4.17. CID 14227

6.4.17.1. Review Comment

6.4.17.2. Proposed Resolution: Agree

6.4.17.3. Move to MAC Motion D

6.4.18. CID 14228

6.4.18.1. Review Comment

6.4.18.2. Proposed Resolution: REVISED (MAC: 2011-09-21 23:58:51Z) - 
Change
"A mesh STA shall signal that it is able to establish additional mesh peerings by setting the Accepting
Additional Mesh Peerings subfield in the Mesh Capability field in the Mesh Configuration element to 1
(see 8.4.2.100.8 (Mesh Capability))."
to
"A mesh STA shall signal whether it is able to establish additional mesh peerings. A mesh STA signals its ability to establish additional mesh peerings by setting the Accepting Additional Mesh Peerings subfield in the Mesh Capability field in the Mesh Configuration element to 1 (see 8.4.2.100.8 (Mesh Capability))."
6.4.18.3. Move to MAC Motion D
6.4.19. CID 14228
6.4.19.1. review comment

6.4.19.2. there is some passive voice here, and so we will have to work on this in REVmc, but for now it is ok as is…we will delete the offending sentence for now.

6.4.19.3. Also a change in 4.3.3 would be to delete 47.50 “and thereby they form the MBSS”

6.4.19.4. Proposed Resolution: REVISED (MAC: 2011-09-22 00:06:00Z)
Delete the cited sentence.
At 47.50, delete "and thereby they form the MBSS"
6.4.19.5. Move to MAC Motion D

6.4.20. CID 14231

6.4.20.1. review comment

6.4.20.2. Proposed Resolution: REVISED (MAC: 2011-09-22 00:09:34Z)
The text is accurate, change the reference to
the subsection of interest that defines the frame classes:
From
“The allowed frame types and the frame classes in
each state are defined in 10.3 (STA authentication and association).”
To

“The allowed frame types and the frame classes in
each state are defined in 10.3.1 (General)”

6.4.20.3. Move to MAC Motion D

6.4.21. CID 14232

6.4.21.1. review comment

6.4.21.2. Proposed Resolution: REVISED (MAC: 2011-09-22 00:11:31Z)
Delete "using a pre-shared secret with the candidate peer mesh STA"

6.4.21.3. Move to MAC Motion D

6.4.22. CID 14070

6.4.22.1. Review Comment

6.4.22.2. Kaz prepared a submission 11-11/1315r1 to resolve this CID.

6.4.22.2.1. reviewed submission

6.4.22.3. Proposed Resolution: REVISED (MAC: 2011-09-22 00:15:29Z) 
Incorporate the changes given in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/11/11-11-1315-01-000m-proposed-changes-to-mesh-sync-text.doc
6.4.22.4. Move to MAC Motion D

6.4.23. CID 14108

6.4.23.1. Review comment
6.4.23.2. Michael Bahr has a presentation that addresses this CID as well as others.

6.4.23.2.1. This is in progress.

6.4.23.3. The submission will pull the set of CIDs together.

6.5. Recall CID 14091 for discussion 
6.5.1. There is a parallel for the PS-Poll description.
6.5.2.  11-11/1323r0

6.5.3. Add a d) to the resolution: “d) Change “without being restricted by admission control procedures” to ”are exempted from any and all restrictions on transmissions arising from admission control procedures.

6.5.4. New Proposed Resolution: REVISED (MAC: 2011-09-21 23:10:45Z) - 
Revised. 
a) This text includes changes from CID 13022 and 13124 in addition to CID 13037. This explains the bulk of the differences, as the resulting text is a merger of the changes from each comment.

There is no contradiction between the specification for management frames and ps-polls. They are both excluded from admission control.

b) Delete the second “control” from “Control Wrapper control frames”. 
c) Change “the RTS or CTS frame be sent” to “the RTS or CTS frame shall be sent”.
D) Change “without being restricted by admission control procedures” to ”are exempted from any and all restrictions on transmissions arising from admission control procedures"

6.5.5. Still in MAC Motion D
6.6.  Revisit CID 14099
6.6.1.  proposed resolution from Mark Hamilton

6.6.2. Proposed Resolution: 14099 - PROPOSED RESOLUTION: REVISED. Change
“(see 16.4.6.3 (Channel Numbering of operating channels) for values.”
to
“(see 16.4.6.3 (Channel Numbering of operating channels), 17.4.6.3 (Channel Numbering of operating channels), 18.3.8.4.2 (Channel numbering) and 20.3.15 (Channel numbering and channelization) for values).”

6.6.3. Move to MAC Motion D

6.7. CID 144087

6.7.1. Comment is Withdrawn


6.7.2.  Status of MAC Comments
6.7.2.1. we have 5 comments left.

6.7.2.1.1. 2 pending Michael Bahr presentation

6.7.2.1.2. 1 pending response from Peter E and Brian H.

6.7.2.1.3. 1 Pending submission from Dan H.
6.7.2.1.4. 1 Pending response from Mark R and Jon R on details.

6.8. Status of Editor Comments:

6.8.1. CID 14109

6.8.1.1. will resolve by 14108

6.8.1.2. move CID 14109 will be moved to MAC

6.8.2. CID 14105

6.8.2.1. comment is ambiguous

6.8.2.2. move to Gen AdHoc for processing

6.9. Gen Comments

6.9.1. Review CID 14071 and 14075

6.9.1.1. Review comment
6.9.1.2. submission 11-11/1291 from Kaz

6.9.1.2.1. May not have caught everything, but it does catch most of the compile warnings.

6.9.1.2.2. Reduced the warning count by about 25%, but the level of warnings is significantly less.

6.9.1.3. Concern that compliance may be broken if we edit a previously published tables.
6.9.1.4. How to proceed properly going forward.

6.9.1.5. in REVmc we will have to start with correct updated MIB and follow the IETF rules.

6.9.1.6. If we accept this now, would this make us worse off or not.

6.9.1.7. We know that things are already broken, will this help us in the long run.

6.9.1.8. Proposed Resolution: Accept and approve the submission for resolution.
6.9.2. CID 14076

6.9.2.1. review comment

6.9.2.2. 11-11/1286r1 submission
6.9.2.3. started to review

6.10. Recess at 10am until 10:30 AM2
7 TGmb: Thursday September 22, 2011 AM2

7.1. Meeting called to order by Dorothy at 10:01am

7.2. Agenda for this slot:

7.2.1. Comment Resolution

7.2.1.1. Gen Comments

7.3. Gen Comments:

7.3.1. Thanks to Dorothy for taking Notes:

7.3.2. 14159 – Accepted

7.3.3. 14160 – Revised

7.3.4. 14163 – Revised

7.3.5. 14162 – Accepted

7.3.6. 14158 – Revised

7.3.7. 14013 – Accepted

7.3.8. 14045 – Assign to Jon Rosdahl and Kaz to work offline – Gen in process

7.3.9. 14017 – Accepted

7.3.10. 14046 – Accepted

7.3.11. 14018 – Accepted

7.3.12. 14167 – Revised

7.3.13. 14019 – Accepted

7.3.14. 14020 – Accepted

7.3.15. 14021 – Accepted

7.3.16. 14002 – Revised

7.3.17. 14051 – Revised

7.3.18. 14008 – Accepted

7.3.19. 14102 – Accepted

7.3.20. 14072 - Revised

7.3.21. 14073 – Assign to Michael Bahr

7.3.22. 14074 – Accepted

7.3.23. 14031 - Accepted

7.3.24. 14071 – Revised

7.3.25. 14075 – Revised

7.3.26. 14004 – In progress, related to 14005

7.3.27. 14117 – Assign to Mark Rison

7.3.28. 14103 – Rejected

7.3.29. 14202 – In progress

7.3.30. 14042 – In progress

7.3.31. 14157 –Revised -  Same as 14158

7.3.32. 14015 – Revised, chair to make ANA request

7.3.33. 14014 – In progress, same as 14045

7.3.34. 14016 – Revised, chair to make ANA request

7.3.35. 14003 – In progress

7.3.36. 14101 – In progress, submission required, Mark Rison

7.3.37. 14115 – In progress, Mark Rison

7.3.38. 14130 – In progress, submission required, David Hunter

7.3.39. 14246 – In progress – Mark Hamilton, Kaz, Guido

7.3.40. 14131 – Rejected

7.3.41. 14133 - Rejected

7.4. recessed at 12:30 for lunch until PM1 at 1:30pm

8 TGmb Thursday, September 22, 2011 –PM1
8.1. Called to order by Dorothy at 1:35pm

8.2. Agenda for PM1:  (11-11/1174r4)


8.2.1. Motions for previously discussed resolutions

8.2.2. Comment Resolution
8.2.2.1. Start with GEN comments

8.3. Motion 131
8.3.1. Move to incorporate the text changes in 
11-11-1298-00-000m-prop-resln-of-cid12182.doc into the TGmb draft.
8.3.2. moved: Joe Kwak (Self) 2nd Michael Montemurro (RIM)

8.3.3. Discussion: for and against statements made.
8.3.4.   Results: 6-7-2 Motion Fails.

8.4. Motion 132

8.4.1. Move to incorporate the text changes in 
11-11-1299-01-000m-anqp-neighbor-report.doc into the TGmb draft.
8.4.2. Moved: Stephen McCann 2nd David Hunter

8.4.3. Results: 7-0-4 Motion Passes

8.5. Review Doc 11-11/1307r0

8.5.1. Key was being truncated, causing the issue.
8.6. Motion 133

8.6.1. Move to incorporate the text changes in 
11-11-1307-00-000m-stretching-the-tpk.doc into the TGmb draft
8.6.2.  Moved: Dan Harkins, 2nd Michael Montemurro

8.6.3. Results: 9-0-4 motion passes.
8.7. MAC Comments – get reports/feedback

8.7.1. CID 14127

8.7.1.1. Review proposal from Brian

8.7.1.2. Behavior that was removed now is determined it should not have been removed. 

8.7.1.3. To restore it is not a simple “undelete”.

8.7.1.4. CID 10168 removed it before.  So that has to be undone as well as apply the text changes from 11-11/1331r0.

8.7.1.5. Proposed Resolution: REVISED (MAC: 2011-09-22 04:59:00Z) 
Incorporate the changes given in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/11/11-11-1331-00-000m-behavior-limit-set-50-100-us.docx 
and instruct the editor to revert the resolution to CID 10168.

8.7.1.6. Move to MAC Motion D

8.7.2. CID 14064 (Gen Comment 14065, 14066, 14067)

8.7.2.1. Discussion on RSNA policy for MBSS
8.7.2.2. This submission(11-11/1335r1) adds three clauses for MBSS

8.7.2.3. Concern in proposed 11.5.11 3rd paragraph.

8.7.2.3.1. Is the comment bait?

8.7.2.3.2. is there real value in the 3rd paragraph?

8.7.2.4. Let people give feedback to Dan between now and last meeting where we will vote on the proposal.

8.7.2.5. No opposition to the proposal to have Dan revise the document with the feedback.
8.7.2.6. The presentation covers 3 of the 4 sections cited in the comments.

8.7.2.7. Need a 11.5.1.3.4 section added to completely address the comments.

8.7.2.8. Proposed Resolution: REVISED (MAC: 2011-09-22 05:09:57Z) Incorporate the changes given in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/11/11-11-1335-02-000m-rsn-in-an-mbss.doc
8.7.2.9. Move to MAC motion E – allow Dan to get feedback and post r2.
8.8. Gen Comment Processing
8.8.1. Thanks to Mike for taking notes.
8.8.2. CID 14138
8.8.2.1. - the intent is that these management types could be other than action frames.
8.8.2.2.  - REVISED (GEN: 2011-09-22 05:18:36Z) Change: "a frame of Type Management that is transmitted outside of the normal MAC queuing process." To "a frame of type management that is transmitted using specific frame type channel access rules."
8.8.2.3.  - Gen Motion B - Ready for Motion
8.8.3.  CID 14207
8.8.3.1.  - REVISED (GEN: 2011-09-22 05:23:59Z) change "radars according to regulatory requirements" to "radar transmissions according to regulatory requirements"
8.8.3.2.  - Gen Motion B - Ready for Motion
8.8.4. CID 14081
8.8.4.1. - REVISED (GEN: 2011-09-22 05:26:47Z) change "extensible XML" to "XML". (Note another comment moves this subclause into Annex V).
8.8.4.2.  - GEN Motion B- Ready for Motion
8.8.5. CID 14032
8.8.5.1.  - ACCEPTED.
8.8.5.2.  - GEN Motion B - Ready for Motion
8.8.6. CID 14134
8.8.6.1. - REVISED (GEN: 2011-09-22 05:43:34Z) Remove"logical" from the cited sentence.
8.8.6.2. - GEN Motion B - Ready for Motion
8.8.7. CID 14140
8.8.7.1. - Action to David Hunter to propose a resolution.
8.8.8. CID 14136
8.8.8.1. - neighbor STA cannot refer to only a mesh STA.
8.8.8.2.  - REVISED (GEN: 2011-09-22 05:58:25Z) -Change:

"Neighbor STA: A STA that is in direct communication range over a single instance of the wireless medium."
To: "Neighbor STA: STA A is a neighbor to STA B if STA A can both directly transmit to and receive from STA B over the wirless medium."
8.8.8.3. - GEN Motion B - Ready for Motion
8.8.9.  CID 14142
8.8.9.1.  - REVISED (GEN: 2011-09-22 06:06:30Z) - Change "Therefore, the" "The" at 49.4. and Change "undivided" to "indivisible" at 49.3.

8.8.9.2.  - GEN Motion B - Ready for Motion
8.8.10.  CID 14144
8.8.10.1. - REVISED (GEN: 2011-09-22 06:13:52Z) Change: "Inside the mesh BSS, all STAs establish peer-to-peer wireless links and transfer messages mutually." To "Inside the mesh BSS, all STAs establish wireless links with neighbor STAs to mutually exchange messages."
8.8.10.2. - GEN Motion B - Ready for Motion
8.8.11.  CID 14145
8.8.11.1. - REVISED (GEN: 2011-09-22 06:13:52Z) Change: "Inside the mesh BSS, all STAs establish peer-to-peer wireless links and transfer messages mutually." To "Inside the mesh BSS, all STAs establish wireless links with neighbor STAs to mutually exchange messages."
8.8.11.2.  - GEN Motion B - Ready for Motion
8.8.12.  CID 14249
8.8.12.1.  - Mark Hamilton will present document 11-11/13336 to propose a comment resolution.
8.8.13.  CID 14148
8.8.13.1. - A MESH GATE is a proxy if an address resides outside of the MESH
8.8.13.2. - proxy mesh gate has a definition in clause 3 on page 19. Mesh gate is pro

8.9. Security discussion 11-11/1335r3
8.9.1. The task was given to add a section in 11.5.1.3.4 that would be specific to MBSS.

8.9.2. As there is text in 13.3.3. Mesh  authentication

8.9.2.1. the text may be sufficient, and we may be able to move it to clause 11.5.1.3.4.

8.9.2.2. we could move it, but leave a pointer in 13 that points to the text that is moved to 11.5.1.3.4.

8.10. recessed at 3:30pm until 4pm

9 TGmb PM2 Thursday September 22, 2011
9.1. Presentation from Mark Hamilton
9.1.1.  11-11/1366r0

9.1.1.1. Review the submission.

9.1.1.2. CID 14246, 14249, 14250, 14251, 14252, 14255

9.1.1.3. Changed proposal for CID 14246, to change “may” to “can” remove “multiple Instances of Wireless Media” and an r1 will be created.

9.1.1.4. Review proposed changes.

9.1.1.5. Consensus and mark ready for motion

9.1.2. CID 14066: 
9.1.2.1. proposed Resolution: REVISED (GEN: 2011-09-22 06:53:37Z)  Incorporate the changes as indicated in 11-11/1224r2 --https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/11/11-11-1224-03-000m-encrypted-broadcasts.doc
9.1.3. CID 14117:

9.1.3.1. Proposed Resolution: REVISED (GEN: 2011-09-22 07:21:30Z) replace HTM12 with PC37.
9.1.4. CID 14101

9.1.4.1. Proposed Resolution: REJECTED (GEN: 2011-09-22 07:23:04Z) Commenter does not provide sufficient information to resolve the comment.
9.1.5. CID 14073

9.1.5.1. Proposed Resolution: REVISED (GEN: 2011-09-22 07:26:30Z) Change "This attribute specifies whether or not the mesh STA, which is collocated with a mesh gate, is using the gate announcement protocol." to "This attribute specifies whether or not the mesh STA activates mesh gate announcements."

9.1.6. CID 14045
9.1.6.1. Proposed Resolution: REVISED (GEN: 2011-09-22 07:27:45Z) In line 63, page 358, remove "When the Status Code is set to 78, the frame contains the Beacon Timing element.”
In line 38 page 358, column Description, replace "Present only when Status Code is set to 78." With "Present only when the STA could not find an alternative TBTT."

9.1.6.2. Move to Gen Motion B  

9.1.7. CID 14014

9.1.7.1. Proposed Res: REVISED (GEN: 2011-09-22 07:27:45Z) In line 63, page 358, remove "When the Status Code is set to 78, the frame contains the Beacon Timing element.”
In line 38 page 358, column Description, replace "Present only when Status Code is set to 78." 

With 

"Present only when the STA could not find an alternative TBTT."

9.1.8. CID 14042

9.1.8.1. Proposed Res: REVISED (GEN: 2011-09-22 07:32:01Z) Change from "Sequence of elements" to "Sequence of fields" and from "Set of Elements" to "Set of elements and fields" at the cited locations.
9.2. CID 14201 and CID 14130
9.2.1.1. review comment

9.2.1.2. Presentation from Michael Bahr: 11-11/1337r0

9.2.1.2.1. Review presentation.

9.2.1.2.2. clean up of 10.3.4

9.2.1.3. Proposed Resolution: Revised: Apply text changes as documented in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/11/11-11-1337-00-000m-resolution-to-cid-14201.doc
9.3. CID 14119:

9.3.1. Doc 11-11/1344r0
9.3.1.1. Review submission.

9.3.2. Proposed Res: REVISED (MAC: 2011-09-22 07:47:57Z) Incorporate the changes given in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/11/11-11-1344-00-000m-resolutions-for-listen-interval.doc
9.3.3. Move to Mac Motion D

9.4. CID 14108 and 14109

9.4.1. Submission 11-11/1332r1

9.4.1.1. Reviewed the submission.

9.4.1.2. Discussion on how to describe the payload of the Mesh Frame.

9.4.2. Proposed resolution: REVISED (MAC: 2011-09-22 08:02:30Z) - Incorporate the proposed changes in document https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/11/11-11-1332-02-000m-resolution-wrt-frame-size.doc
9.4.3. Move MAC Motion D

9.5. CID 14148:

9.5.1. Proposed Res: REJECTED (GEN: 2011-09-22 08:12:15Z) The CRC considered the proposal, and determined that there is a difference in Proxy Mesh gate and Mesh gate. No Change is warranted.
9.6. CID 14149 And 14150 

9.6.1.  Proposed Res: REJECTED (GEN: 2011-09-22 08:14:27Z) The DS is a logical concept, and is used to connect an 802.11 network to other 802 networks through a portal.  No change is required.
9.7. CID 14152

9.7.1. same as 14201.

9.7.2. Proposed Res: REVISED Incorporate the changes given in 
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/11/11-11-1137-02-00ah-specification-framework-for-tgah.docx
9.8. CID 14154

9.8.1. Proposed Res – Proposed Res: REJECTED (GEN: 2011-09-22 08:28:43Z) The CRC could not reach consensus on any change to the current text.
9.8.2. CID 14076

9.8.3. Submission : 11-11/1286r2

9.8.3.1. Review submission.

9.8.4. Proposed Resolution: REVISED (GEN: 2011-09-22 08:26:58Z) Include the text changes as documented in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/11/11-11-1286-02-000m-annex-r-fixes.doc
9.9. CID 14140

9.9.1. Proposed Res: REJECTED (GEN: 2011-09-22 08:28:43Z) The CRC could not reach consensus on any change to the current text.
9.10. Group stood at ease while we updated the comment database.

9.11. Motion #134

9.11.1. Approve comment resolutions in 11-11-1240-05-000m-gen-adhoc-recirc-4-sponsor-ballot-comment-resolutions.xls,  Comment Group “GEN Motion B”  and 11-11-1178-06-000m-mac-adhoc-recirculation-sponsor-ballot-comment-resolutions-sep11.xls, Comment Group “MAC Motion C” “MAC Motion D” “MAC Motion E” and “Revised MAC Motion A”

9.11.2. Moved: Stephen McCann 2nd: Kaz Sakoda
9.11.3. Results:  8-0-1 motion passes.

9.12. Motion #135

9.12.1. Having approved comment resolutions for all of the comments received from the fourth recirculation Sponsor Ballot on P802.11REVmb D10.0,
9.12.2. Instruct the editor to prepare Draft 11.0 incorporating these resolutions and 

9.12.3. Approve a 15 day Sponsor Recirculation Ballot asking the question “Should P802.11REVmb D11.0 be forwarded to RevCom?”

9.12.4. Moved: Stephen McCann  2nd: Mark Hamilton

9.12.5. 9-0-0 motion passes

9.13. Sept – Nov Meeting Planning

9.13.1. Objectives 

9.13.1.1. Comment Resolution and SB Recirc

9.13.2. Conference Calls

9.13.2.1. Oct/Nov will announce later

9.14. Interpretation Requests

9.14.1. Effective Jan 2012, no longer having interpretation requests.

9.14.2. See SASB rule updates.

9.15. Revision PAR Plan

9.15.1. When we complete the work, the Revision PAR will complete.

9.15.2. The 802.11mb PAR will expire Dec 2011.

9.15.3. We will discuss the ongoing plan in Nov.

9.16. Time was called at 6:01pm
9.16.1. The meeting adjourned.
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