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Officers:

· TGaq Chair: Stephen MCCANN (BlackBerry)

· TGaq Vice-Chair: Yunsong YANG (Huawei)

· TGaq Technical Editor: Lee ARMSTRONG (US DoT)
February 17th, 2017 (Friday)
12:00 noon ET – 2:00 pm ET
1. Attendee (5)
· Stephen McCann (BlackBerry)

· Yunsong Yang (Huawei)
· Jouni Malinen (Qualcomm)

· Mike Montemurro (BlackBerry)

· Lee Armstrong (US DoT)

2. Chair called the meeting to order at 12:05 pm ET.
3. Chair went through IEEE patent policy and other guidelines

· Call for potentially essential patents: no response from participants.

4. Approval of Agenda 
· The agenda was previously sent in the e-mail and is shown on the screen as agenda slide deck 11-17/0206r1, which is almost same as the r0 version except the change of the date and the addition of the approval of January meeting minutes.

· The agenda (r1) is approved by unanimous consensus.
5. Approval of Minutes
· TGaq January 2017 meeting minutes: https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/17/11-17-0098-00-00aq-tgaq-meeting-minutes-january-2017-session.doc. 

· No comments or changes.
· January 2017 Meeting Minutes is approved by unanimous consensus.

6. Editor’s Report
· D7.2 is in the member’s area. Lee is working on D7.3.
· No questions or comments.
7. Analysis of comments from Sponsor Ballot 1
· Presentation of 11-17-0015r1

· Need to correct the document revision number from r2 to r1 in the header.

· Stephen McCann (BlackBerry) presents the clause 6 portion of the document.
· Question: with regards to the sentence saying that for a group address GAS frame, the STAAddress parameter is the broadcast address. Do we want to enable both multicast and broadcast address or do we want to be confined to just the broadcast address?
· Response: the term for the GAS frame should use group address because the behavior is the same as the group address frame, but the address used should be the broadcast address.

· Comment: would like to see that multicast address is supported.

· Response: can get this in first and make a change on top of it.

· Resolution: change “group address” to “broadcast address” when the term is used for describing the MAC address used.

· Mike Montemurro (BlackBerry) presents the remainder of the document.

· Clause 9.6.11.

· There is a comment/question on if there is a need to encrypt the GA GAS response. After some discussion, the group decided that there is no support for this use case. Therefore, there is no need to consider the Protected Dual of GA GAS Response frame. And if the GAS request is encryption protected, the AP can only respond with a unicast GAS response.

· So, there is no change to 9.6.11, and 9.6.11 is removed.

· Clause 11.

· Removed the last “individually addressed” in the first paragraph under 11.25.3.

· All figures are not shown properly.

· There are two figure titles of GA GAS Query Request exchange sequence on page 23. The later one should be GA GAS Query Response exchange sequence.

· Need unit conversion on dot11GASResponseTimeout to get the correct range. Probably need to create a new MIB variable, as the value range of this existing MIB variable is not going to work very well. 

· Discuss whether AP or AS determines when to aggregate and when not. Based on the architecture, the AS determines whether there is similarity or equivalency among the requests, and through some out-of-scope signaling, indicates that to the responding STA so that the responding STA can determine whether to aggregate the response by using GS GAS Response frame. It was suggested to capture this in the architecture (clause 4.5.9) at some point. 
· Delete “it shall ...” in bullet c) on P27.

· Clause 11.25.3.1.4a
· Added “frame” to subclause title (applicable to the previous clause as well).
· If GAmode is “1”, the STA shall ..., not may.

· Mike will upload the revised document as r2.

· Plan to approve it in the next week.
· The group starts to use the comment database to address remaining unassigned comments.
· Tab “Definitions”

· Stephen will provide the definitions "minterm" and "sum-of-products".
· Tab “Multicast GAS”
· CID 6204: Revised. Incorporate the text in doc. 11-17-0015r2. Set the ad-hoc status to "discussed".
· CID 6157: Revised. Incorporate the text in doc. 11-17-0015r2. Set the ad-hoc status to "discussed".
· CID 6050: Revised. Incorporate the text in doc. 11-17-0015r2. Set the ad-hoc status to "discussed".
· CID 6017: Revised. Incorporate the text in doc. 11-17-0015r2. Set the ad-hoc status to "discussed".
· CID 6053: Revised. Incorporate the text in doc. 11-17-0015r2. Set the ad-hoc status to "discussed".
· CID 6155: Revised. Incorporate the text in doc. 11-17-0015r2. Set the ad-hoc status to "discussed".
· CID 6150: Revised. Incorporate the text in doc. 11-17-0015r2. Set the ad-hoc status to "discussed".
· Tab “Unassigned”
· CID 6230: Rejected. The comment doesn't provide sufficient detail for the CRC to resolve the comment. There is no objection to set the status to ready-for-motion.
· CID 6163: Rejected. The service information registry (SIR) acts as protocol end point for PAD. As such, the location of the services available via the BSS is abstracted from PAD. Therefore, there is no need to change the draft. There is no objection to set the status to ready-for-motion.
· CID 6192: Rejected. The comment doesn't provide sufficient detail for the CRC to resolve the comment. Set the ad-hic status to "discussed". Jouni to contact with Santosh to see if any further details or submission will be provided.
· CID 6047: Previously in November meeting, proposed a resolution to reject with the ad-hoc group status set to “discussed”. The group reviewed the previous resolution and confirmed that the status can be set to “ready-for-motion”. 
· CID 6035: Rejected. The CRC could not agree on a name that would make the amendment clearer. There is no objection to set the status to ready-for-motion.
· CID 6158: Rejected. The group concluded that adding Service hint and Service hash elements into FD frame is not preferable. It is expected that the FD frame is transmitted far more frequently than the Beacon, therefore the size of the FD frame should be kept as small as possible. There is no objection to set the status to ready-for-motion.
· Tab “PAD procedures”
· CID 6171: Revised. Change text: "... a non-AP STA may use PAD procedures to discover the availability of services that the same non-AP STA may access when associated." To: "... a non-AP STA may use PAD procedures to allow the SIC to discover the availability of services that the same non-AP STA may access when associated." There is no objection to set the status to ready-for-motion.
· CID 6138: Revised. Need to reference to the approved text document for clause 4.5.9. Set ad-hoc status to “discussed”.
· Stopped due to a lack of time.
8. Next Steps
9. AoB: 
· None.

10. Adjourned at 2:00 pm ET.
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