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Wednesday, July 23, 08:00 meeting





08:15	Meeting called to order by Bob O’Hara


Chairman calls for volunteer for secretary role. Leo Monteban volunteers to take minutes for this session.








Motion:	To adopt agenda per doc 03/574.


Move: 	Andrew Myles


Second: 	Leo Monteban


Vote: 	unanimous consent





Chairman reads the patents section (6) from IEEE-SA Standards Board Bylaws and the list of inappropriate topics for IEEE WG Meetings.








Addressing Work Items per doc 03/574





New interpretation request:  Delayed CFP Beacon


Summary: 	can a CFP Beacon that is delayed due to medium busy under DCF rules use PIFS delay or must it follow regular DCF rules (DIFS+random backoff).


Response: 	standard 9.3.2.1 is clear about minimum required PIFS time of idle medium before CFP Beacon transmission. This applies also when the medium becomes idle after a busy medium detection at the beginning of the CFP period.


Suggestion:	point the requester to the work in TgE which may be more relevant than PCF for what he is trying to achieve





Motion:	To adopt resolution on Delayed CFP Beacon as crafted in 03/576


Move:	Andrew Myles


Second:	Terry Cole


Vote:	unanimous consent





Motion:	To forward 03/576 to Linda Gargiulo


Move:	Andrew Myles


Second:	Dima Varsanofiev


Vote:	unanimous consent








Old interpretation requests: Doc 03/382


Doc 03/382:  Goodall, Myles


Detailed notes in separate document maintained by Terry Cole (doc 03/xxxxx).


5.4.2.2 	WDS setup not well defined. How does AP associate with other AP?�		Needs new functionality definition; outside scope of 11m.�		Consider for future PAR.


5.5	BSS security hole. Data frame exchange with ToDS=0 and FromDS=0 possible without authentication. �		No security hole. Not allowed in BSS to use ToDS=0.�		Clarification can be added.�Data frames with different BSSIDs can be exchanged.�		Not considered an ambiguity.�		Clarification can be added.		


5.5	Deauthentication frame defines as both Class 1 and Class 3.  	�		Ambiguity. Needs to be fixed.


5.6	Class 2 frames related to association are allowed but not relevant in IBSS.�		Need to study further normative text to assess ambiguity. Is it�		possible to do association in IBSS?


5.5 and 5.6	Not clear if authentication in IBSS is mandatory.  �		Actually the standard is clear that it is NOT required.�		Clarification can be added.


6.2.1.2.2	MA-UNITDATA priority level ambiguity for a fragmented MSDU in PCF situation.�		Needs to be studied what to do in the indicated case.


7.2.3.10	Perceived Information Element ambiguity in Authentication frames.�		Footnote in IE table explains how to interpret.�		Clarify in table 14.


7.3.2	No specific PHY Parameter Set information element for 11A. �		DS Parameter IE should not be used in 11A Beacon.�		Needs to be addressed how to pass information via MLME. �		Additional text to decouple MLME parameter from frame format.


7.3.2.6	TIM requires more text to avoid wrong interpretation		�		Add examples or pseudo-code in informative text.


8	Security of management frames.�		Out of scope for 11m.	


8.1.1.2	“dot11AuthenticationType” missing MIB definition. 				�		Fix.


8.3.2	Ambiguity on “undecryptable” counter rules.�		Make MIB definition match 8.3.2





Stalled further processing doc 03/382 at page 10 in absence of the author.








10:05	meeting recesses till 13:00








Wednesday, July 23, 13:00 meeting





13:12	Meeting called to order by Bob O’Hara





Detailed rerun on 03/382 decisions (see notes from morning session).


Terry Coles volunteered to start spreadsheet document to capture accepted items and to keep track of work item assignments.





9.1.4 / 9.4	Fragmentation ambiguity. Decide on fragmentation after adding header and trailer length..�		Resolve. Make all definition same.


9.2.3.3 and 9.2.3.4  EIFS not tied to noise event.�		To be reviewed if clarification is possible.


9.2.4	Clarification for short/long retry counters�		To be reviewed if clarification is required.


9.2.5.4	NAV setting and resetting formula not correct for OFDM�		Research if this is error which needs correction in functionality.








15:00    meeting recesses till 15:30





Wednesday, July 23, 15:30 meeting





15:35	Meeting called to order by Bob O’Hara





9.2.5.4  - setting and resetting the NAV (second query)


     		Need to clarify the use of PHY-CCARESET – likely applies to some PHYs and not others.





9.2.5.7 CTS procedure – CtsTimeout definition and numerical value not specified.


		Agreed that this item needs clarification.  SDL implies an implementation but it is not clear and is not covered in the text.





9.2.8 ACK procedure – AckTimeout definition and numerical value not specified.


		Agreed that this item needs clarification.





9.3.2.1 Fundamental access at TBTT


		Agreed that this item needs clarification.





9.3.2.2 NAV operation during the CFP


		Agreed that the text and the SDL need to be aligned.   Low priority.





… skipped several items wrt CFP and PC operation …





10.3.2.1 MLME-SCAN.request


		Agreed that clarification is needed.





11.1.2 Maintaining synchronization (part a)


		bit vs symbols needs to be clarified for PHYs that do not have a one-to-one mapping





11.1.2 Maintaining synchronization (part b)


		Research with Johnny Zweig as to where the magic number ‘4’ originated.


		Then does this value need to be adjusted for 11a?





11.1.2.1 beacon generation (part a)


		Agreed that clarification is needed.





11.1.2.1 beacon generation (part b)


		Agreed that clarification is needed.





11.1.2.2 Beacon generation in an IBSS


		Agreed that clarification is needed.





11.1.3.2.2 Active scanning procedure


		Text in the standard seems clear on this point.  Closed.





11.2.1.1 STA power mgmt mode


		Text in the standard is accurate on this point.  Agreed that some clarification text could be added wrt the use of an ACK under these conditions.





11.2.1.5 AP operation during the CFP


		Needs more investigation.  i.e. somewhere in the standard we expect that a statement is already made that SIFS is used between bcst/ mcst frames transmitted after a beacon when some STAs are in power mgmt mode.





11.2.1.6 receive operation for STAs in PS mode during the contention period (part a)


		Agreed that clarification is needed.





11.2.1.6 receive operation for STAs in PS mode during the contention period (part b)


		Agreed that clarification is needed.








Reviewed document 11-03-619, prepared by Terry Cole, a spreadsheet that summaries the status of TGm work items up to this point.





17:30 Meeting adjourned.








Attendees to this meeting were:


	Bob O’Hara


	Terry Cole


	Leo Monteban


	Andrew Myles


	Darwin Engwer


	plus 3 people unknown to the chair or secretary
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