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Monday, September 13, 2004

10:30 AM – 12:30 AM 
1. Chair calls the conference to order at 10:30 AM
2. Attendance

3. Review IEEE 802 & 802.11 Policies and Rules
a. Patent Policy

b. Inappropriate Topics

c. Documentation – 4 hour rule for changes that are normative
d. Voting

e. Roberts Rules
4. Objectives for Meeting 04-739r1
a. LB71 Comment Resolution
b. Produce recirc – prior to San Antonio Meeting 
5. Proposed Agenda
a. Comment Incorporation into new draft (D1.1)

b. Technical Comment Resolution

c. Next major milestone:  Letter Ballot Recirc
6. Categorization and Assignment of Technical Comments
Email was sent to the reflector with all comments and their categories 

a. Security - All
b. Neighbor Report, Capability Bits, Channel Report, and PowerSave – O’Hara
c. Parallel Bit, Randomization Interval

d. Periodic - Kwak

e. RCPI (11g) - Kwak

f. Noise Histogram – Amjad Soomro

g. TPC - Black
h. STA - Olson
i. MIB - Gray
j. PICS - Black
k. Editorial – Teleconferences 
l. Hidden Node - Black
m. ANA - All
n. Signal Quality - Kwak
o. Miscellaneous
p. Sensing Time Histogram, Bin Duration, and Bin Offset

q. Ballot Comments – Barber – recheck that all comments are in master spreadsheet

Comment – run 3 simultaneous comment resolution 

Comment – Andrew Myles states only 4 of his comments are in the comment resolution submission and he made 71.

Comment – Steve Emeotte – one of his comments was not included.  Comment #941 there is a comment, but it is not assigned to Steve.
7. Meeting in recess at 11:23 to work on comment resolutions in bold groups above.
Monday, September 13, 2004

1:30 PM – 3:30 PM 
1. Chair calls meeting back into session at 3:07 PM

2. Motion to amend agenda to allow technical presentations – motion passes unopposed

a. Amjad Presentation – 9/13/04 10 min

b. Emeott Presentation – 09/13/04 10 min
3. Technical Presentation – Proposal and Normative Text for a Scheduled Autonomous Probe Response Generation Function – Steve Emeott - 11-04/1010r0  
a. Question – Why can’t I send a beacon or more beacons?  Answer – Probe responses don’t have constraints of having to be sent at a certain time.
b. Question – are there benefits other than “frequency of occurrence” over normal Beacons?

c. Comment – We are proactively taking measurements in advance to find out where our best next AP is located.

d. Comment – Legacy clients can probably use Beacons, but 802.11e clients may require.

e. Comment – Requiring STAs to send beacons ever 10ms for every virtual AP would cause a great deal of traffic.

f. Comment – the Neighbor Table should be able to provide all the information we need.  You should know exactly when the Beacon is coming.  
4. Meeting in recess until 8:00 AM tomorrow morning.
Tuesday, September 14, 2004

8:00 AM – 10:00 AM 
1. Chair calls the meeting to order at 8:00 AM.
2. Review Agenda – we have added an additional session this evening
a. Review comment categories - 1048r1 – Richard has updated with missing comments
· Neighbor Report/Capability Bits/Channel Report/Powersave – O-Hara

· RCPI (11g) – Kwak

· Noise Histogram – Amjad Soomro

· Miscellaneous – Emeott – 04/1004r0
b. Technical presentation – Amjad – 20 minutes

c. Technical presentation – Emeott – 15 minutes - Neighbor Report 04/1004r0

d. Vote on Teleconference Minutes
e. Vote on ANA numbers

f. Recess for comment category work

g. Reconvene for status/presentations

3. Motion to accept agenda
Motion

Move to accept the agenda
Moved by Amjad

Seconded by Black

Motion passes unopposed
4. 
Technical Presentation – Radar Avoidance 5GHz –  Amjad - 11-04/1007r0 (PPT)  
a. Question – Why are you adding map information?  If there is radar then it would not be in the neighbor report.  Answer – I left the map information to simplify the protocol.  

b. Comment – If the radar-bit is set then you should not be on the channel.  Regulators will not allow this.  They only trust the AP on the channel at that time.
c. Question – Have you ask the regulators?  Answer – no.  I must have a presentation prior to presenting or ask the regulators.

d. Comment – 802.11j has a method for this, so you probably don’t need this.
e. Comment – stations don’t have the same regulatory restrictions as an AP.

f. Comment – Radar avoidance is not completely addressed in 802.11h.

5. 
Technical Presentation – Neighbor AP Selection Criteria –  Emeott - 11-04/1004r0 

a. Address comment #800 
b. Comment – the “unknown” case is the same as reachable.

c. Question – why would a client ever want information for APs that do not match its characteristics?
d. Comment – the neighbor report should streamline the client’s process, so only querying the APs that match you might get a response from an AP behind a column.

e. Comment – the power of the neighbor report is that it is fully broadcast to all.

f. Comment – it may not be appropriate to broadcast the neighbor report as often in a densely populated wireless configuration.

g. Comment – We should make the neighbor report available on association.  It is likely the neighbor report will be used for roaming.
h. Comment – you could have legacy APs and 11k capable APs in your area.  The legacy AP might be your best roaming candidate, so you would want to know about APs that don’t currently match the station.

i. Comment – we should quantify the usefulness of this proposal.  What is the likelihood of stations making these requests?  
j. Comment – Clients can operate in multiple modes (a, b, and g) so it might need to know the capability of APs that do not match its current state.

k. Comment – the country code is not mandated to be broadcast in every beacon.  This would reduce the demands of broadcasting the entire information element for every beacon.
6. Vote on teleconference Minutes

Motion

Move to accept minutes Portland-Berlin in document 11-04-01024r0.

Moved: Kwak

Seconded: Klein 

Motion passes unanimously
7. Discuss ANA numbers proposed by Kitchin
8. Emeott requests a slot for technical presentation at 2:00 PM.

9. Motion to amend agenda – passes unanimously.

10. Meeting in recess at 9:27 AM for comment resolution.

11. Chair brings the meeting back into session at 12:21 PM from recess.

12. Discussion on status of working groups 

a. Neighbor group has been simplified to only on focus within an ESS.  We don’t need information from neighboring ESS, because we don’t support fast roaming.  It is based on SSID.

i. Comment – we can only solve problems we have today.

ii. Comment – The timing information is valuable for passive scans so it should not be deleted.

iii. Comment – The authors of this text will want this for fast roaming and handoff, but they are not here.

b. RCPI & Periodic 

i. 94 comments and there are several sub categories 

ii. Simon is addressing 10 

iii. PHY comments – should we present a PHY interface.

iv. 40 in process and 50 are outstanding

v. 3 comments which are mis-classification

c. Misc.

i. 8 comments resolved

ii. Probably comments which should be handled by other groups

13. Chair wants working groups to note architectural issues. 

a. Fast Handoff

b. Neighbor Report

· Passive Scanning

· Address 11r

14. Meeting in recess until 1:30 PM today.
Tuesday, September 14, 2004

1:30 PM – 3:30 PM 
1. Letter Ballot task groups worked out of session from 1:30 PM – 2:13 PM

2. Chair brings the meeting back into session at 2:13 PM
3. Technical Presentation – No Probe Channel Report Information Element – 11-04-0976r0 – E
a. Comment – Radar is assumed to be there unless it has been probed in less than 60 seconds.

b. Question – In which circumstances would 11a AP not hit every channel?  
c. In the US this would not be allowed. There is a differing opinion on the legality of this submission.
d. We have 3 channel lists (1) Neighbor Report, (2) Channel Report, and possibly (3) No Probe Channel Report.

e. Why wouldn’t you send all of this information in the Channel Report?  You do not get BSSID in Channel Report.

4. Meeting is in recess until 3:15 today.
5. Chair calls meeting back in session at 3:18

6. Review status of working groups

a. RCPI – 1 comment left

b. Misc. – has not made much progress.

c. Neighbor Report – Done – Bob will provide a list of changes to Richard
7. Add review assignments to the Agenda for tonight

8. Meeting is in recess until 7:30 PM tonight.

Tuesday, September 14, 2004

7:30 PM – 9:30 PM 
1. Chairperson calls meeting back in session at 7:35
2. Review Agenda
3. Technical Presentation – Comment Review – 143, 144, and 145 -  Amjad Soomro
a. Comment #144 – How can we measure non 802.11 energy during CCA
i. Comment – We need to decide if we need a TGk informative section where we give use-cases for each measurement.

ii. Comment - Clause 7 should only describe the frame format and Clause 11 should describe how measurements are intended to be used

iii. Comment – Pictures are worth a thousand words.  We used to have a PPT which gave a great visual clue for first time readers.

iv. Comment – Other TG have not added normative text in Clause 7.

v. Comment – CCA is irrelevant, because you should only be measuring when you are not receiving.  If it is a real frame, then you should not be measuring.

vi. Comment – We could explicitly say physical and virtual CCA in Noise and Load.

vii. Comment – If you have multiple PHYs, it might be difficult for an 11b STA to distinguish 11g from noise.

viii. Question – what is the Noise Histogram Report measuring?  Answer – it is measuring non 802.11 signals.  

ix. Question – How can you measure it?  Answer – through high energy.  Noise is everything that is not an 802.11 frame.

x. Comment – If I heard a weak 802.11g packet from a remote AP, it would be noise.

xi. Question – What is the purpose of the measurement?  To measure non 802.11 energy.  
xii. Question – Has anyone ever tested this?  Answer – Cisco purposed this..  

xiii. Comment – I have tested this in the real world, but not with this particular mechanism.

b. Resolution for Comment #144
i. Fix the definition

ii. Move normative text

iii. We need to fix all of our measurements moving normative text to Clause 11 with a reference link in Clause 7.

c. Comment #159 – Time Sensing Histogram
d. Comment #151 – It is complex and it is not justified.

i. The mechanism uses the signals that are already present and keepst track in the 802.11 MAC.  

4. New Assignments
a. TPC – Klein

b. STA – Myles & O’Hara
c. Parallel & Randomization Interval –Black
5. Motion to recess

Motion

Move to recess until tomorrow at 1:30

Moved by Simon Black

Seconded by Joe Kwak
Motion passes unanimously

Wednesday, September 15, 2004

1:30 PM – 3:30 PM 
1. Chair calls the meeting to order at 1:32
2. Review Agenda

3. Review outstanding issues with comment resolution

a. Neighbor Architectural Issues

i. Fast Handoff
b. Neighbor Issues

i. Passive Scanning

ii. Neighbor list should work for 11r

c. Histograms

i. Noise and interference

d. RCPI Architectural issues

e. RCPI Issues

4. Comment – we have no obligation to respond to every comment, because we did not receive 75% approval in Letter Ballot.  

a. We can add new things to the draft

b. We are preparing for a new Letter Ballot
5. Discussion as to work approach

a. 25% of the comments are simple answers do those as you process them

b. Some take more time and thought, but can go in a category submission

c. 25% of the comments will need to go before the group as controversial

d. Comment – we can present the easy comments to the Editor and have him read through and approve.
e. Comment – we should take a holistic approach by reading all the comments and then building an overall scheme.  Chair – disagrees with this point, because we have categorized the comments and assigned to the best people to available to answer the question.
f. Comment – After reviewing the comments, there is a feeling that TPC should not be mandatory.

g. Comment – The things we can do here is decide on what is important and guide the group to resolve these important item.  I worked for 3 hours in meeting time on drafting response to comments; it might not be the best use of meeting time.
h. Comment – Clause 11 seems to be where we need to focus.
i. Comment – We should continue working on the process we began with a goal of producing a draft 14 of the Letter Ballot Comment Spreadsheet.  The spreadsheet should contain categories and sub categories.
6. Modified agenda 
a. Include architectural and detail issues relate to each group

b. Hiertz Presentation

c. Recess for comment category work

d. Reconvene for status

Motion

“To accept the proposed agenda”

Moved by Myles

Seconded by Black

Motion passes unanimously







7. Simon has posted a new document “RCPI in Active Scan Procedure” – 11-04/1095r0 for some of his comment resolutions.
8. Technical Presentation – Mesh Networks  – s11-04-1075r0 (PPT) - Hiertz
a. Comment – You can control interference by controlling your transmit power.
b. Comment – This is inverse to Noise Histogram which tries to measure non 802.11 energy.  This presentation is trying to measure 802.11 energy.
c. Comment – Non network (not on the same SSID) is non 802.11 energy 

d. Comment – There is PeerStats table in the MIB, which can contain associated peers or unassociated peers.  There is an element of LastReceivedRCPI. 
9. Discussion Comment Category
a. Add a new category Beacon Request Category
b. Amjad’s category is close to Beacon Request should we combine.  

c. Comment – we should not merge Amjad’s with Beacon Request

d. Assign comment short name for column Q

· Security 
· Neighbor

· Parallel

· Periodic

· RCPI 

· Noise Histogram

· STA

· MIB

· PICS

· Editorial

· Hidden

· ANA

· QoS

· Misc

· Medsense
· Ballot

· Beacon

10. Meeting is in recess for comment resolution until 5:15 PM
11. Chair calls meeting back in session at 5:15 PM

12. Discussion comment resolution status

a. Comment – If we are doing a block of comments then we need submit it to the server and allow everyone to review it.

b. Comment – If we do the comments one by one then we can vote these in as we go.  This would take to long.

c. Comment – We need to have high level goals, because some of these comments could impact other comments in the spreadsheet.

d. Comment – There are some big issues that we need to discuss to give us guidance.

e. Chair – send a list of high-level issues that need to be addressed by the full group.  Chair will email a reminder.
 Thursday, September 16, 2004

1:30 PM – 3:30 PM 
1. Chairperson calls meeting to order at 1:30 PM
2. Review the Agenda
a. Review comment category work progress

b. Presentations on architectural and specific issues for each category

c. Architectural Down Selection

d. Recess for work on comment resolution 

e. Reconvene for status and motions for closing plenary
Motion

Move to adopt the agenda – motion passes unanimously
3. Discussion regarding Steve Emeott’s comments
4. Technical Presentation – Security Comment Resolution – 1068r0 – Richard Paine

a. Discussion on Neighbor Report

· Comment – adding text to Neighbor Report to state that you can request within the same SSID.

· Comment – If you ask for neighbors in the same SSID – it is inherent that security is established.

· Comment – If I am qualified, I want to be able to pass between SSIDs.

· Comment – There is no concept for cross SSID roaming – only AP to AP roaming.

· Question – what about a multi SSID AP.

· Comment – Transfer this comment 741 from Security to Neighbor Report

b. Discussion on Comment 912 

c. Comment – make two motions on element orders and ANA.
5. Technical Presentation – Comment Resolution Neighbor – no doc – Andrew Myles
a. Discussion of ill-defined “neighbor”
b. Discussion timestamp and offset fields in the Neighbor Report elements – suggest deletion
· Lower Time Stamp Reference, Neighbor TBTT Offset, Beacon Interval

· Comment - This is very important for passive scanning and active scanning is being phased out.

· Comment – We should not delete text for deletion shake, but this text does not provide passive scanning – the station should go off and do it.
· Comment – Because something is poorly defined is no justification to remove.

· Comment – There only 2 comments that state “remove it”.

· Comment – All of this listening and learning is inherently inaccurate.  This shortcut will save milliseconds and most of the devices don’t have resources.

· Comment – Think about how long is that first time 60-90 seconds.  

· Comment – There might be a middle ground – simplify and reword.

· Comment – This will help in the voice environment.

c. Discussion on BSSID information field in the Neighbor Report Element – suggest deletion
· Comment - The original author envisioned 100s of BSSIDs in which this element would be useful.

· Comment – In an enterprise you only want information about your SSID
d. Discussion on Require a measurement report reply to a measurement request - delete

· 11h required a response to a measurement request, either answer request, send a refusal indication, or send an incapable indication
· Comment – a measurement request is not a request.  The request is in the elements.  The refusal is at the element level.  It should be a two pass process.
· Comment – agree, we should not ignore request.
· Comment – we should tighten with a response.

· Comment – speak in favor – we need a “I’m working on it”.  The station submitting the request (because there is a Queue of 1) you could reissue the request killing your first frame.

· Comment – you echo the frame back with a 0,1,2 status
· Comment – you need a time limit.

e. Discussion – how do we send a management action frame to a station in power save mode?

f. Should neighbor report information come from a MIB or some other interface?

· Comment - There should be a MIB element to allow you to read the report and configure.

· Comment - If the information is delivered over-the-air then it should not be in the MIB.
· Comment - There is nothing stopping us from describing an SME MIB.
· Comment - The MIB in 802.11 does not have anything to do with SNMP.  It is a mechanism to talk to upper-layers.

· Comment - The original purpose was for SNMP management.

· Comment – You created it and it lives for other purposes.
g. Open Issues with Contention
· How do we send a management action frame to a station in power save

· Should neighbor repot information come from a MIB.

· Should we allow/expand autonomous probe responses

· Should we have disassociation imminent? – There is a mechanism defined in 11h which might take some technical rework.  There are 2 types of TPC in 11h (1) regulators and (2) dynamic TPC which is all about measurement.
6. Technical Presentation – RCPI Mandatory – 1095r0 – Black
a. Comment – your presentation is good, but I think you should go farther.  You should not have to respond with the RCPI element.  Why would you want the AP to respond with the RCPI element when it is already responding?  Answer – This is consistent with what 11d is doing.

7. Meeting in recess at 3:30 until 4:00 PM
Thursday, September 16 2004

4:00 PM – 6:00 PM 
1. Chairperson calls meeting to order at 4:00 PM

2. Discussion regarding Probe Request Response
3. Technical Presentation – TPC Comment Summary – 1118r0 – John Klein
a. Accept 13,19, 273 – TPC Power Adaptation
b. Accept 24

c. Accept 37 

d. Accept 786

e. Accept 787 – Change Table 5 to Table K2

f. Accept 821 – Now Link Margin

g. Decline 740

h. Decline 941 – Do not probe element – leave it open
i. Comment – Rewrite changing the name

ii. Comment – We should keep it TCP, we are making more work for our group.  It might be short sided to by pacifying the commenter.
iii. Comment – The thought was 11k is measurement and TPC is control – people will get confused
iv. Comment – We are not sure on the regulation of probing.  Steve is under the impression (from his regulators) that a STA can take open channel list from the AP.

v. Comment – The US military interpretation – things could be handled at a system level.  I would not worry too much about regulations until FCC has full control. 

i. Open  56 – Reclassified
j. Open 93 – What happens when there is an 11h measurement – It may be possible for the STA to send a refuse.  
i. Comment – Merging 11.6.6 (TGh) and 11.7.6 (TGk) making a single measurement protocol (Simon Black). 
ii. Comment – We should deprecate all 11h measurements.

k. Open 276 – 2.4GHz and TPC
i. Draft a response as to why Link Margin is a good thing
ii. How do you calibrate what you are hearing?  You might get varying responses.

l. Open 929 – What’s the need for Autonomous Reporting
i. No resolution

m. John will produce new draft for vote.
4. Technical Presentation – Noise Histogram - Amjad – no document
a. 11 Comments and 8 people commented

b. Definition Issues

i. When CCA is idle

ii. Noise could occur while CCA is busy

iii. RCPI measures power over 802.11 received frames

c. Comment – We need to clarify the intent to measure non 802.11 energy.
d. Comment – When you are measuring noise it could be 802.11 and non 802.11 energy.

e. Comment – Energy is a Red Hearing.  CCA includes energy detect.  We should use the NAV.

f. Elements of Proposed Definition

i. Measure power while NAV not set

ii. Measure while no PHY reception in progress

iii. Change PHY SAP to measure power all the time

g. Comment – create 2 new primitives (1) turn noise measurement on and (2) turn noise measurement off.  Have PHY store the measurements locally and append Noise history on burst.
h. Justification Comments
i. Seek volunteers to write justification

i. Modification Comments

i. Decline on the basis of time dependencies.
5. Technical Presentation – Beacon Request/Report – Steve Emeott – no document
a. Reporting Condition subfield

i. Complexity & number options in k4

b. Clause 7 Conditional Reporting Behavior

i. Put normative text in Clause 11

ii. Sort out a suitable averaging procedure – the requesting station should be doing the averaging.

iii. Comment – the averaging is on the Threshold.  
c. Clause 11 Normative Behaviors

i. Missing 

d. Comment – Danger of thresholds, when you go under the threshold you report ; and when you go back over the threshold you don’t report.  It could put a great deal of load on the channel.
e. Comment – It could help you find a dead spot in you WLAN.

6. Discussion on Interim meeting in Seattle schedule for the week of 10/18

7. Motion to recess – passes unopposed

8. Meeting in recess at 5:55 PM until 7:30 PM

Thursday, September 16, 2004

7:30 PM – 9:30 PM 
1. Chairperson calls meeting to order at 8:00 PM

2. Motion to Update Figure 27
Motion

Instruct the editor to update figure 27 to show the ANA assigned capability bits (comments 349,351, 352, 353, 355,356,360,361, 362):

Moved by Simon Black

Second by Amjad

For: 8                                 Against: 0








Abstain: 1


Motion Passes at 100%

3. Motion to Adopt ANA Assignments
Motion

Instruct the editor to apply the ANA assigned values for action category, capabilities bit and element ids in preparing the next version of the 11k draft (comments 343, 344, 345, 347, 983, 350, 354, 347, 983, 350, 354, 357, 358, 363, 364, 365, 366, 370, 371, 372, 373, 963, 984(
Moved: Amjad Soomro
Seconded: Peter Ecclesin
For: 8                         Against: 0                  Abstain:
1
Motion Passes at 100%
4. Motion to Correct Order Conflicts
Motion

Instruct the editor to assign appropriate order values in Table 5, Table 7, Table 9, Table 11, and Table 12 in preparing the next version of the TGk draft (comments 329, 330,332, 333):
Moved: Amjad Soomro
Seconded: Steve Emeotte

For: 10                         Against: 0                  Abstain:
0

Motion Passes at 100%
5. Motion to Adopt 1095r0
Motion

Instruct the editor to apply the changes described in document 04/1095r0 in preparing the next version of the TGk draft (comments 25, 27, 28, 31, 336, 337, 339, 775, 777, 942):
Moved: Simon Black
Seconded: Paul Gray
For: 9                         Against: 0





Abstain:1
Motion Passes 100%
6. Motion to Resolve TPC Comments
Motion

Move to accept resolutions for: decline comments 41, 280, 281.
Moved: John Klein
Seconded: Steve Emeott
For 8:                          Against: 0





Abstain:1
Comment

a. Question – should we delete 280?  Answer – this is an issue with TGh not our draft..

7. Motion to Resolve TPC Comment #56

Original Motion

Replace paragraph 11.7.2 with the following:

“All stations are responsible for maintaining an association or membership with the BSS or IBSS respectively, on the serving channel while performing measurements on on-serving channels.”

Replace the sentence in 11.7.2, line 29 that states “Rather, the measuring station is responsible for maintaining data services by using Power Save notification or other techniques.” with “All stations are responsible for maintaining an association or membership with the BSS or IBSS respectively, on the serving channel while performing measurement on non-serving channels.”

Moved: Ecclesine

Seconded: Klein

Comment

a. Don’t we lose in packets with this proposal?

b. We need to amend the motion, because 11. 

Motion to Amend
Replace paragraph 11.7.2 with the following:

“All stations are responsible for maintaining data services and an association or membership with the BSS or IBSS respectively, on the serving channel while performing measurements on on-serving channels.”

Replace the sentence in 11.7.6, line 29 that states “Rather, the measuring station is responsible for maintaining data services by using Power Save notification or other techniques.” with “All stations are responsible for maintaining data services and an association or membership with the BSS or IBSS respectively, on the serving channel while performing measurement on non-serving channels.”
Moved: Klein

Seconded: Ecclesine

For: 4                        Against: 1






Abstain: 5

Motion to amend Passes @ 80%

Comment

c. Not sure this fixes the problem 
d. We need to amend the motion, because 11. 

Amended Motion
Replace paragraph 11.7.2 with the following:

“All stations are responsible for maintaining data services and an association or membership with the BSS or IBSS respectively, on the serving channel while performing measurements on on-serving channels.”

Replace the sentence in 11.7.6, line 29 that states “Rather, the measuring station is responsible for maintaining data services by using Power Save notification or other techniques.” with “All stations are responsible for maintaining data services and an association or membership with the BSS or IBSS respectively, on the serving channel while performing measurement on non-serving channels.”

Comment

e. Comment- the station may not be responsible for maintaining data services – example during hand-off

Moved: Ecclesine
Seconded: Klein
For: 3                       Against: 5
  





Abstain: 3
Motion Fails

8. Motion Empowerment for Ad Hoc Meeting
Motion

Move to request the Working Group to empower TGk to hold an ad hoc meeting in Seattle the week of 10/18 as required to conduct business necessary to progress the Letter Ballot 72 comment resolution process, including creating drafts for Letter Ballot, conducting teleconferences, and handling other business necessary to progress through the IEEE standards process. 

Moved: Soomro

Seconded: Kwak

For: 9                       Against: 0                Abstain: 1
Motion passes @ 100%

9. Empowerment for Teleconferences

Motion

Move to request the Working Group to empower TGk to hold weekly teleconferences (Wednesday s at 11:30am Eastern time) through 2 weeks after the San Antonio plenary as required to conduct business necessary to progress the Letter Ballot process, including creating and issuing drafts for Letter Ballots and handling other business necessary to progress through the IEEE standards process.

Moved: Barber
Seconded: Soomro
For: 10                       Against: 0                Abstain: 0
Motion passes @ 100%

10. Technical Presentation – Comment Resolution Summary RCPI - 11-04/1139r1 – Kwak

a. 94 Comments

b. 4 Reassigned

c. 1 Unknown

d. Comment Resolutions are located 11-04/1141r0

11. Meeting adjourned until San Antonio
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