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IEEE P802
Media Independent Handover Services

Tentative Minutes of the IEEE P802.21 Working Group

March 17, 2005
Hyatt Regency Atlanta, Atlanta, GA, USA
Chair: Ajay Rajkumar
Vice Chair: Michael Glenn Williams

Secretary: Xiaoyu Liu

Fourth Day Meetings: Regency V; Thursday, March 17, 2005
1. IEEE 802.21 WG Meetings
1.1. Meeting called to order by Ajay Rajkumar at 8:25AM

1.2. Down Selection Discussion

1.2.1. No more comments on the down-selection process.
1.3. No more discussions

1.4. Xiaoyu Liu 1st, Youn-Hee Han 2nd moved to recess the session
1.4.1. No objection.
1.5. Recess until 10:30AM
2. Joint Session with IEEE 802.11u
2.1. Meeting called to order by Ajay Rajkumar, Chair of IEEE 802.21 WG and Stephen McCann, Chair of IEEE 802.11u at 10:35AM
2.2. Liaison to IETF from IEEE 802.11 and IEEE 802.21 (21-05-0258-00-0000-Liaison_to_ietf_from_IEEE802_11_and_IEEE802_21.doc, Presented by Stephen McCann, Chair of IEEE 802.11u)
2.2.1. Comments on editorial changes of the liaison letter

2.2.2. Stephen took the comments and modified the liaison letter to IETF.
2.2.3. Comment: ‘link’ in 802.3 is not the association between STA and AP. Comment: The term ‘link’ is overloaded.
2.2.4. Comment: There are multiple terminology issues in the liaison letter.
2.2.5. Comment: Need additional adjective to ‘link’, e.g., ‘wireless link’, or ‘IP link’.

2.2.6. Comment: Need to clarify the definition of ‘hop’. 

2.2.7. Stephen: Some texts would be redrafted offline with the received comments.  

2.2.8. Comment that we should have a teleconference to discuss the liaison letter. 
2.2.9. Stephen: Do you agree to have the teleconference? Floor: Yes.
2.3. Suggested TGu Functional Requirements (IEEE 802.11 WG document, doc.: IEEE 802.11-05/0279r0, Presented by Stephen McCann, Chair of IEEE 802.11u)

2.4. Joint Session was adjourned at 11:40AM

3. IEEE 802.21 WG Meeting continued at 11:40AM

3.1. Teleconference for Liaison Letter to IETF
3.1.1. MOTION: Date: 9:00AM – 10:00AM EST. 31st, March, Thursday. Discuss the liaison letter to IETF from IEEE 802.21 and 802.11u: 21-05-0258-01-0000
3.1.1.1. Ajay: Any objection? Floor: None. 

3.1.1.2. Motion was passed with unanimous consent.
3.2. Recess for lunch from 11:45AM – 1:20PM

4. Procedural Works (Chair of IEEE 802.21)

4.1. Meeting called to order by Ajay Rajkumar at 1:20PM

4.2. SEC Architecture meeting update (Michael Williams, Vice Chair of IEEE 802.21 WG)

4.2.1. Michael presented 802.21 issues in priority to 802 SEC Architecture
4.2.1.1. QoS mapping across heterogeneous interfaces

4.2.1.2. Authentication mechanisms – different mechanisms in different technologies

4.2.1.3. Security – how do we re-establish the security context during/after transition

4.2.1.4. Service discovery

4.2.1.5. Neighborhood service differs per technology

4.2.1.6. Power/channel management

4.2.2. Michael quickly went through the slides in 802 SEC Architecture
4.2.3. Ajay: 802 SEC Architecture is an open meeting. It is regular on plenary meetings. 802.21 participants are encouraged to participate in the SEC Architecture meetings
4.3. Discussions in IETF Meetings (Ajay Rajkumar, Chair of IEEE 802.21 WG)

4.3.1. Ajay attended IETF meetings. 

4.3.1.1. Interaction with: Internet WG

4.3.1.1.1. DNA

4.3.1.1.2. MIPv6

4.3.1.1.3. MIPv4

4.3.1.1.4. MIPSHOP

4.3.1.1.5. IRTF - MOBOPTS
4.3.2. Discussion points in IETF meetings
4.3.2.1. Update on the status of 802.21: Area of work, work items currently being worked on, and timeline, etc.

4.3.2.2. Requirements to IETF WG

4.3.2.3. Requirements from IETF WG

4.3.3. Ajay: These discussions are just starting points. Hopefully we would go on with such interactions with IETF.
4.4. Liaison Report from IEEE 802.11 (David Hunter)
4.4.1. David reported the activities in Ethernet Residential, 802.11r (Fast ESS Transition), 802.11u (Wireless Internetworking with External Networks), 802.11v (Wireless Network Management) 
4.5. Liaison Report from IEEE 802.16 (21-05-0259-00-0000-802_16_Liaison_Mar05.ppt, Presented by Ronny Kim)

4.5.1. Q: Would the 802.16e draft version 7 be the final one? Ronny: Decision will be made at the end of this plenary.  
4.6. Motions for 802.21 Voting Process

4.6.1. Refer to 21-05-0215-04-0000-Down_Selection_Process.ppt for the IEEE 802.21 down selection process. Comments discussed yesterday had been taken into considerations.
4.6.2. Comments and discussions on the down-selection process

4.6.3. Discussions focused on clause #9 in slide 6. Clause #9 in slide 6 was modified based on the comments.
4.6.4. Straw Poll: Would written Q/A (slide 6, step #9) add clarity to proposals in the process? 
4.6.4.1. For: 7
4.6.4.2. Against: 17
4.6.4.3. Abstain: 4
4.6.5. Straw Poll:  Should we take a vote on document without clause 9 and a subsequent vote on clause 9? 
4.6.5.1. For: 32
4.6.5.2. Against: 0
4.6.5.3. Abstain: 4
4.6.6. Ajay: Take clause 9 out of the document and ask the question separately.
4.6.7. Michael took the clause #9 out of the document.
4.6.8. Comment: Place a hard deadline for the submission of texts to May interim, rather than just say “two weeks prior to presentation”.  Need a hard date. 
4.6.9. Comment: Make sure that two weeks before the presentation, the document is on the website publicly. Response: A hard deadline was added.
4.6.10. Comments were taken into a new down-selection document (DCN: 0262). The updated down selection document for May 2005 down selection procedure was uploaded to the website. (21-05-0262-00-0000-Down_Selection_Process.ppt)
4.6.11. MOTION: Vote to approve May down selection procedure in document 0262. 

4.6.11.1. Mover: David Hunter 1st, Eleanor Hepworth 2nd 

4.6.11.2. Yes: 25
4.6.11.3. No: 0
4.6.11.4. Abstain: 0 

4.6.12. Break from 3:30PM – 4:05PM

4.6.13. Discussions and comments on the motion: “Vote to amend May 2005 down-selection procedure in document 0262 to add: 9. Written questions for clarifications to be submitted to groups one week in advance of the meeting – 1. Answers to these questions submitted within 3 days thereafter (Yes: No: Abstain:)”
4.6.14. Straw Poll: Should this process be added to the Down Selection Process? 
4.6.15. “Written questions for clarifications to be submitted to groups one week in advance of the meeting – 1. Answers to these questions submitted within 3 days thereafter”
4.6.15.1. Yes: 0

4.6.15.2. No: 19

4.6.15.3. Abstain: 10

4.6.16. Ajay: the group does not feel it is needed. 

4.6.17. Discussions and comments on the motion: “Empower the group to waive the quorum requirement for the May 2005 Interim meeting.”

4.6.18. Ajay explained the background of the quorum requirement in IEEE 802 per the request of the participants. 

4.6.19. After the discussions, the motion is changed to: “Request the EC to waive the quorum requirement for the 802.21 WG for the May 2005 Interim meeting”
4.6.19.1. David Hunter 1st, 
4.6.19.2. The motion fails due to lack of 2nd
4.6.20. Further discussions about above motion
4.6.21. Straw Poll: If you are Voting Member, do you plan to attend the Cairns, Australia Interim meeting in May 2005 
4.6.21.1. Yes: 22
4.6.21.2. No: 3
4.6.21.3. Abstain: 1
4.6.22. MOTION: Request the EC to waive the quorum requirement for the 802.21 WG for the May 2005 Interim meeting.

4.6.22.1. Mover: David Hunter 1st, Peretz Feder 2nd
4.6.22.2. For: 6
4.6.22.3. Against: 7
4.6.22.4. Abstain: 13
4.6.23. Ajay: Motion fails
4.7. Future Sessions  

4.7.1. Interim: 

4.7.1.1. May 15th – 20th, Cairns, Australia, Meeting co-located with 802.11/15/18/19/20/22
4.7.2. Plenary:

4.7.2.1. July 17th-22nd, Hyatt Regency - San Francisco, CA, USA, co-located with all 802 groups

4.7.3. Interim: 

4.7.3.1. September 18th-23rd, Orange County, CA, USA. Meeting co-located with 802.11/15/18/19/20/
4.7.4. Plenary: 

4.7.4.1. November 13th – 18th, Hyatt Regency, Vancouver, BC, Canada. Co-located with all 802 groups

4.8. New or Unfinished Business 

4.8.1. Discussions about the quorum issue in May interim. 

4.8.2. Discussions about the submissions to May interim. 
4.8.3. Straw Poll:  Should the proposals be frozen at the time of submission on May 1, 2005?

4.8.3.1. Yes: 36

4.8.3.2. No: 2 

4.8.3.3. Abstain: 4

4.8.4. Straw Poll: Question: Should the proposals submitted for May 2005 Interim be allowed to change with ‘Track Changes’ ON
4.8.4.1. Yes:  1
4.8.4.2. No: 9

4.8.4.3. Abstain: 21

4.8.5. MOTION: To amend the motion on the floor to read: 
4.8.6. “To amend the down selection process to indicate that Proposals submitted are frozen between the submission deadline and the time of presentation in May 2005 Interim meeting. Proposals may still be modified between the date of submission and the submission deadline with changes tracked.”

4.8.7. MOTION: Just to pass the motion. 

4.8.7.1. Mover: Eleanor 1st, Stefano 2nd
4.8.7.2. For: 19
4.8.7.3. Against: 0
4.8.7.4. Abstain: 3

4.8.8. MOTION: To amend the down selection process to indicate that Proposals submitted are frozen between the submission deadline and the time of presentation in May 2005 Interim meeting. Proposals may still be modified between the date of submission and the submission deadline with changes tracked

4.8.8.1. Mover: Stefano 1st, Eleanor 2nd
4.8.8.2. For: 17

4.8.8.3. Against: 0

4.8.8.4. Abstain: 1

4.8.9. MOTION: Amend the submission deadline in the down selection process from Sunday May 1, 2005, 11:59PM ET to Monday May 2, 2005, 11:59 PM ET

4.8.9.1. Mover: Peretz Feder 1st, Alan Carlton 2nd
4.8.9.2. For: 17
4.8.9.3. Against: 2
4.8.9.4. Abstain: 2
4.8.10. Ajay: Motion passes. Submission deadline is May 2nd. 
4.8.11. Straw Poll: Should the proposer make a motion per work item or per proposal?
4.8.11.1. Per work item:  1
4.8.11.2. Per proposal: 19
4.8.11.3. Per proposal and work item: 8
4.9. Adjourn until May 2005 Interim in Cairns, Australia

5. Attendees

5.1. Attendees (1 - 4 credits towards voting rights today)










Minutes
                                     Xiaoyu Liu, Samsung AIT

