November 2004
doc.: IEEE802.11-04/1433-00



 IEEE P802.11
Wireless LANs

Conference Call Minutes Task Group K Sept-Nov. 2004
Date: 

November 15, 2004
Author:
Paul Gray
AirWave Wireless, Inc.
1700 El Camino Real Suite 500
San Mateo, CA 94025
Phone: 650-286-6107
Fax: 650-286-6101
e-Mail: paul@airwave.com
Abstract

Cumulative TGk conference call Minutes for September through November 2004.
Detailed minutes follow:

Wednesday, September 28, 2004 – 8:30 AM Pacific
1. Chair calls the conference call to order at 8:30 AM

2. Attendance Paine, Gray, Johnson, Black, Worst ell, Qi
3. Editorial Comment Resolution  11-0964r13

Comment #6 – Clause 10.3.11 - Johnson
Problem - P38, L13 Replace "management protocol model" with "protocol layer model"
Remedy - Specify P38, L13 Replace "management protocol model" with "protocol layer model"

Resolution – Accept – instruct editor to make change as described above.

Comment #7 – Clause 10.3.11 – Johnson

Problem - P39, L1 Replace "diagrams" with "figures"
Remedy - P39, L1 Replace "diagrams" with "figures"

Resolution – decline

Comment #9 – Clause 10.3.12.1.2 – Johnson

Problem - If the Measurement Category is only present if dot11Radio MeasurementEnabled is true does SPECTRUM MANAGEMENT need to be an enumeration type since by default if not RADIO MEASUREMENT it must be SPECTRUM MANAGEMENT.
Remedy - Delete SPECTRUM MANAGEMENT enumeration type.
Comment – It is an abstract, but you need to know

Resolution – decline

Comment #10 – Clause 10.3.12.3.2 - Johnson
Problem - If the Measurement Category is only present if dot11Radio MeasurementEnabled is true does SPECTRUM MANAGEMENT need to be an enumeration type since by default if not RADIO MEASUREMENT it must be SPECTRUM MANAGEMENT.
Remedy - Delete SPECTRUM MANAGEMENT enumeration type.

Resolution - decline

Comment #11 – Clause 10.3.14.1.2 – Johnson

Problem - If the Measurement Category is only present if dot11Radio MeasurementEnabled is true does SPECTRUM MANAGEMENT need to be an enumeration type since by default if not RADIO MEASUREMENT it must be SPECTRUM MANAGEMENT.
Remedy - Delete SPECTRUM MANAGEMENT enumeration type.

Resolution – decline – see Comment #9

Comment #12 – Clause 10.3.14.3.2 – Johnson

Problem - If the Measurement Category is only present if dot11Radio MeasurementEnabled is true does SPECTRUM MANAGEMENT need to be an enumeration type since by default if not RADIO MEASUREMENT it must be SPECTRUM MANAGEMENT.
Remedy - Delete SPECTRUM MANAGEMENT enumeration type.

Resolution – decline – see Comment #9

Comment #14 – 10.3.16.1.2 - Cole

Problem - The font for tables in this sub-clause and those subsequent don't match the prior sub-clause tables.
Remedy - Please change to match
Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above.

Comment #16 – Clause 10.3.16.1.2 - Johnson
Problem - If the Measurement Category is only present if dot11Radio MeasurementEnabled is true does SPECTRUM MANAGEMENT need to be an enumeration type since by default if not RADIO MEASUREMENT it must be SPECTRUM MANAGEMENT.
Remedy - Delete SPECTRUM MANAGEMENT enumeration type.

Resolution – decline

Comment #17 – Clause 10.3.16.2.2 – Cole

Problem - Indentation inconsistency in the TPC element of the table.
Remedy - Please change to match.

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above.

Comment #18 – Clause 10.3.16.2.2 - Johnson
Problem - If the Measurement Category is only present if dot11Radio MeasurementEnabled is true does SPECTRUM MANAGEMENT need to be an enumeration type since by default if not RADIO MEASUREMENT it must be SPECTRUM MANAGEMENT.
Remedy - Delete SPECTRUM MANAGEMENT enumeration type.

Resolution – decline – See Comment #9

Comment #20 – Clause 10.3.16.2.2 – Zuniga
Problem - Pg 43, table - Description of TPC Report Element has extra indentation

Remedy - Remove indentation to be consistent with the presentation format in other rows

Resolution – accept – See comment #17

Comment #23 – 10.3.2.2 – Ecclesine

Problem – p38 lin2 editing instructions

Remedy - add "and renumber accordingly" to the editing instructions as a new table is added
Resolution – decline – MLME primitive tables do not have table numbers in the base standard.

Comment #29 – Clause 11.1.3 – Johnson

Problem – P44, L4 Remove extra space between "set" and "to"

Remedy - P44, L4 Remove extra space between "set" and "to"
Comment – we removed this text in 1095 document

Resolution – accept – text was removed by document 1095

Comment #30 – Clause 11.1.3 – Johnson

Problem – P44, L9 Delete "that element of" since adds no meaning

Remedy – P44, L9 Delete "that element of"

Resolution – accept – text was removed by document 1095

Comment #32 – Clause 11.1.3 – Kwak 

Problem - P44L3: Missing space in RCPIMeasurement.
Remedy – none

Resolution – decline – this is the official name of the field

Comment #36 – Clause 11.3.2.21.4-11.3.2.21.10 – Johnson

Problem - P11, L7 - Should indicate how randomization interval is used for all delimited clauses.
Remedy - Resolution - Simply add "See 11.7.3." after sentence describing the Randomization Interval much like Measurement Duration or use the sentence from P19, L6 in all other clauses.
Resolution – decline - 

Comment #38 – Clause 11.5 – Thrasher

Problem - First sentence in second paragraph (line 39, 40).. Need to remove the reference of "future regulatory requirements in Europe" I'd assume the TPC procedures could be used to satisfy future regulatory requirements in other places besides Europe…:)
Remedy - should read ….This clause describes TPC procedures that may be used to satisfy this particular European regulatory requirement.  The procedures may also satisfy comparable needs …..
Comment – This is changing text form 11h.

Resolution – defer – address at the ad-hoc meeting or in SA (TPC issues)

Comment #39 – Clause 11.5 – Ecclesine
Problem - As only one sentence is being modified, only one sentence needs to be present.
Remedy - Remove the other sentences from what of 11.5 is present
Comment – Change the 3rd paragraph

Comment – P45 there is additional text in 11h. 

Resolution – defer – need to review the document closer to ensure there are no other changes to 11h (TPC)

Comment #42 – Clause 11.5 – Johnson

Problem - P45, L37 Delete blank line
Remedy - P45, L37 Delete blank line
Problem – accept – instruct editor to make change described above.

Comment #43 – Clause 11.5.2 – Wright

Problem - Line 41, "Beaon" -> "Beacon"
Remedy - Correct spelling
Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change described above.

Comment #44 – Clause 11.5.2 – Audeh

Problem - Line 41 - beacon is misspelled as beaon
Remedy - Put correct spelling
Resolution – accept – see comment #43

Comment #45 – Clause 11.5.2 – Johnson

Problem - P45, L42 Delete blank line
Remedy - P45, L42 Delete blank line
Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change described above.

Comment #46 – Clause 11.5.2 - Johnson

Problem – P45, L40 Delete "resource" to make consistent with TGk draft

Remedy – P45, L40 Delete "resource"

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above

Comment #47 – Clause 11.5.2 – Johnson

Problem - P45, L40 Change "Where" to "When"
Remedy – P45, L40 Change "Where" to "When"

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above

Comment #48 – Clause 11.5.2 – Zuniga

Problem - pg 45 line 41 - misspelling "Beaon"
Remedy - change to "Beacon"
Resolution – accept – see Comment #44

Comment #50 – Clause 11.7 – Johnson

Problem – P45, L45 Change 11.7 - should be replaced with either a TBD or at least 11.11 since TGe define 11.1, 11.2, 11.4, 11.5, 11.6, 11.7, TGh define 11.5, 11.6, and TGi define 11.3, 11.4. So there is much confusion here. Ask base standard editor

Remedy - Update appropriately.
Comment – all of these standards have been adopted where should 11k standard.  

Comment – The rollups are not the official standards – the “base” is the standard

Resolution – defer – Simon can work this out with Terry Cole

Comment #61 – Clause 11.7.3 – Edney

Problem - Last line: insert the word "pseudo" in front of "random number". The problem described does not occur with truly random numbers
Remedy - See comment
Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change described above

Comment #67 – Clause 11.7.4 – Kwak

Problem – P46L32: delete "not" at end of line.

Remedy – none

Resolution – accept - instruct editor to make change described above

Comment #69 – Clause 11.7.4 – Olson

Problem - Page 46 line 33 Extra "not" in sentence.
Remedy - Remove.

Resolution – accept – See Comment #67

Comment #79 – Clause 11.7.5 – Johnson

Problem - P46, L37 Replace "Measurement-capable" with "Measurement enabled" for draft consistency.
Remedy - P46, L37 Replace "Measurement-capable" with "Measurement enabled"

Resolution – accept - instruct editor to make change described above

Comment #81 – Clause 11.7.6 – Lefkowitz

Problem – Be explicit about who is sending the request in infrastructure.  If STA's can not send requests to each other in infrastructure then stat that the AP sends a request to the STA in infrastructure and that STA's can send requests to each other in Ad-Hoc.  If there can not be two AP's in infrastructure mode then the wording in the beginning of the clause is not clear about a STA sending to other STA's since the table states that a STA can send a request to an AP.

Remedy – Clarify.
Comment – This should be a technical comment

Comment – Table k13 addresses this issue. (… source and destination …)
Resolution – defer – get clarification from Marty 
Comment #87 – Clause 11.7.6 – Thrasher

Problem – line 2,3 of page 48…"shall be returned without undue delay" and the definition of undue delay is…….

Remedy – should read "should be returned without undue delay"
Comment – This is technical because you changing a “shall” to “may”
Resolution – reclassify to technical

Comment #88 – Clause 11.7.6 – Thrasher

Problem - line 2,3 of page 48…"shall be returned without undue delay" and the definition of undue delay is…….
Remedy - should read "should be returned without undue delay"

Resolution – accept - instruct editor to make change described above

Comment #91 – Clause 11.7.6 – Wright

Problem - pg 48, line 22 - Need to look up the definition of "solicited" and "autonomous" meas. Reports
Remedy – none

Resolution – defer - change this to a technical comment.  We need a complete or withdraw comment

Comment #97 – Clause 11.7.6 – Kandala
Problem - Please format table k13 in a more presentable from (eliminate redundant rows/columns - use merge/straddle feature of the word processing tool)
Remedy – As suggested.

Resolution – accept – see resolution on Comment #99

Comment #99 – Clause 11.7.6 - Johnson

Problem - Table k13 - Change table so it is clearer that the Infrastructure BSS applies to the 1st three line of the table. Combine 3 cells into a single cell for Service Set column indicating Infrastructure BSS.

Remedy - See comment.

Resolution – accept - instruct editor to make change described above

Comment #100 – Clause 11.7.6

Problem - P48, L4 Shouldn't this be plural -  "element is" should be "elements are"
Remedy - P48, L4 Shouldn't this be plural -  "element is" should be "elements are"
Resolution – decline – sentence is correct

Comment #105 – Clause 11.7.6 – Levy

Problem - In Table k13 - it is unclear due to the lines in the table that the first three lines all are Infrastructure BSS, Service Set.
Remedy - Correct the lines in the table so that there are no lines between the cells in the Service Set column for the first three cells.

Resolution – accept – see Comment #99

4. Conference call ends 9:30 AM.

Wednesday, October 6, 2004 – 8:30 AM Pacific
1. Chair calls the conference call to order at 8:30 AM

2. Attendance Paine, Gray, Johnson, Barber, Black, Worstell, Qi, Kwak

3. Editorial Comment Resolution  11-0964r14

Comment #117 – Clause 11.7.7 - Johnson

Problem - P38P48, L34 - Delete "or ignore" - no concept of ignore in TGk draft only reject or incapable

Remedy - P48, L34 - Delete "or ignore"
Comment – this is an optional component (it is refused or incapable).

Comment – we have discussed making “refused” mandatory

New Resolution – make this technical and address it with similar comments

Resolution – defer – reclassify as technical assign to parallel task group

Comment #118 – Clause 11.7.7  – Johnson

Problem - P48, L36 - Delete ", below"
Remedy - P48, L36 - Delete ", below"

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as describe above.

Comment #119 – Clause 11.7.7 - Johnson
Problem – P48, L37 - Be more concise - replace "above" with "in 11.7.3"

Remedy - P48, L37 - Be more concise - replace "above" with "in 11.7.3"

Resolution – accept - instruct editor to make change as describe above.

Comment #125 – Clause 11.7.8.1 – Myles

Problem – The text uses both "station" and "STA" - "STA" is the correct terminology

Remedy – Fix - No doubt other clauses have the same problem

Comment – we make this a general comment so the editor can correct throughout the document.

Resolution – accept - instruct editor to make change as describe above.

Comment #128 –  Clause  11.7.8.1 – Wright

Problem - pg 49, line 18 - missing a comma
Remedy - Change "… channel wait…." to "...channel, wait…"
Comment – if we accept then we need to remove the second “,”.
Resolution – accept - instruct editor to make change as describe above.

Comment #128 – 11.7.8.1 - Ecclesine

Problem – P49 line 18 "is not the serving channel wait for"

Remedy - add Put a comma after "channel"

Resolution – accept – see comment # 127

Comment #137 – Clause 11.7.8.1 – Kwak

Problem – P49L15: Clarify
Remedy Change to:  "…Beacons or Probe Responses with the requested BSSID to compile the measurement report."

Resolution – accept – text was removed by document 1095

Comment #138 – Clause 11.7.8.1 - Kwak

Problem – P50L1: Clarify
Remedy – Change to:  "…all received Beacons or Probe Responses with the requested BSSID to compile the measurement report."

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as describe above.

Comment #139 – Clause 11.7.8.1 - Kwak

Problem - P50L8:  Start paragraph consistent with others.
Remedy – Start with: "If the Measurement Mode in the measurement request is Beacon Table, the measuring…".

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as describe above.

Comment #142 – Clause 11.7.8.2 – Thrasher

Problem - P11, L7 - Line 15 of page 50 If a station accepts……(STA is the acronym for station….) occurs multiple times in this section

Remedy - none.
Resolution – accept – see comment #125

Comment #156 – Clause 11.7.8.6 – Wright

Problem - Pg 51, lines 1-16 is informative and interesting, yet is in a clause assumed to be normative.
Remedy - Suggest make a sub clause of 11.7.8.6 marked "Informative", or, if there is enough such text, create an informative annex to the base standard.

Comment – not a single “shall” in the paragraph.

Resolution – accept - instruct editor to make change as describe above.

Comment #158 – Clause 11.7.8.6 – Black

Problem - The text on p51, l1-16 is useful but is informative - should this have an 'informative' heading?
Remedy - Consider adding 'informative' status to this text.

Resolution – accept – see comment #156

Comment #161 – Clause 11.8.1 – Lefkowitz

Problem - "If the STA is interested in information concerning neighbor APs matching a specific SSID, it shall specify the SSID element in the Neighbor Report Request frame." Why would something made out of silicon be interested in a different SSID?

Remedy - Change sentence to "A Neighbor report request may be sent with a specific SSID filled into the SSID field.  If the SSID field is omitted the neighbor report list entries will concern the current ESS."
Comment – the point is valid, but the replacement text is not proper.

Problem – defer – assigned to Simon Black

Comment #178 – Clause 15.4.5.16.1 – Johnson

Problem - P54, L18 Insert a space after the comma between primitive and generated

Remedy - P54, L18 Insert a space after the comma

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change described above.

Comment #179 – Clause 15.4.5.16.1 – Johnson

Problem - P55, L2 - Fix sentence from "supported. as defined in 15.4.8.5" to "supported as defined in 15.4.8.5."
Remedy - P55, L2 - Fix sentence from "supported. as defined in 15.4.8.5" to "supported as defined in 15.4.8.5."

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above.

Comment #180 – Clause15.4.5.16.2 – Lanzl

Problem - The text "RCPI indications of 8 bits (221 levels) are supported." is confusing. In fact, RCPI indications of 8 bits are supported and 221 states are assigned to RCPI levels.    

Remedy - Change the text to read: "RCPI indications of 8 bits are supported, as defined in 15.4.8.5.
Comment – this was assigned as a technical comment in Berlin.
Resolution – defer – assign to the RCPI task group

Comment #182 – Clause 11.5.2 - Lanzl

Problem – The text states that RCPI may be used in conjunction with RSSI to measure input signal quality. This is confusing in the face of the baseline standard's use of the SQ parameter.      Remedy – Remove the line reading: "The RCPI may be used in conjunction with RSSI to measure input signal quality."

Resolution – defer – assign to the RCPI task group

Comment #183 – Clause 15.4.8.5 - Lanzl
Problem – The definition of assignment of RCPI levels to RCPI indicator bits is sloppy.  Either provide a complete table or some algorithm that fully describes the states with no ambiguity.  

Remedy – Change lines 18-24 to read: "RCPI indicator = int{(received power in dBm +110)*2} for received powers 0dBm or less and where the RCPI indicator of 0 is used for received signal power less than -110dBm.   RCPI indicators 221-254: reserved. RCPI indicator 255: Measurement not available.

Resolution – defer – assign to the RCPI task group

Comment #197 – Clause 15.4.8.5 - Johnson
Problem – P55, L12-13 - Consider replacing "at the antenna connector" with "at the output of the antenna" to specify direction of power measurement. This should be changed throughout the document.

Remedy – P55, L12-13 - Consider replacing "at the antenna connector" with "at the output of the antenna" to specify direction of power measurement. This should be changed throughout the document.

Comment – this seems to be an editorial comment.

Resolution – defer – assign to the RCPI task group

Comment #203 – Clause 17.2.3.5 - Lanzl
Problem – The text "RCPI indications of 8 bits (221 levels) are supported..." is confusing. In fact, RCPI indications of 8 bits are supported and 221 states are assigned to RCPI levels.  

Remedy – Change the text to read: "RCPI indications of 8 bits are supported, as defined in 17.3.10.6.

Resolution – accept – see comment #180

Comment #205 – Clause 17.2.3.5 - Johnson
Problem – P56, L12 - Fix sentence from "supported. as defined in 17.3.10.6" to "supported as defined in 17.3.10.6."
Remedy - P56, L12 - Fix sentence from "supported. as defined in 17.3.10.6" to "supported as defined in 17.3.10.6."

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above

Comment #206 – Clause 17.2.3.5 - Johnson
Problem – P56, L11 - Remove double period.

Remedy – P56, L11 - Remove double period.

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above

Comment #215 – Clause 17.5.4.3 - Johnson

Problem – P59 Table 102 "PMD-RCPI.indicate" should be "PMD_RCPI.indicate"

Remedy – P59 Table 102 "PMD-RCPI.indicate" should be "PMD_RCPI.indicate"

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as describe above.

Comment #216 – Clause 17.5.5.8.2 – Lanzl

Problem - The text "RCPI indications of 8 bits (221 levels) are supported..." is confusing. In fact, RCPI indications of 8 bits are supported and 221 states are assigned to RCPI levels.   
Remedy - Change the text to read: "RCPI indications of 8 bits are supported, as defined in 17.3.10.6.

Resolution – accept – see comment #180

Comment #217 – Clause 17.5.5.8.2 - Johnson

Problem – P59, L14 Change "rerceived" to "received"

Remedy – P59, L14 Change "rerceived" to "received"

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above.
Comment #218 – Clause 17.5.5.8.2 - Johnson
Problem - P59, L15 - Fix sentence from "supported. as defined in 17.3.10.3" to "supported as defined in 17.3.10.6."

Remedy - P59, L15 - Fix sentence from "supported. as defined in 17.3.10.3" to "supported as defined in 17.3.10.6."

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above. 

Comment #219 – Clause 
17.5.5.8.4 – Audeh 

Problem - Line 19 - Section number contains "X"
Remedy - X = 8

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above.

Comment #220 – Clause 17.5.5.8.4 -  Kwak

Problem - P59L19:  Fix numbering in clause title.
Remedy - none
Resolution – accept – same as comment #219

Comment #221 – Clause 11.7.6 – Kandala
Problem - The section number for this should read 17.5.5.8.4.  Also, the text states that RCPI may be used in conjunction with RSSI to measure input signal quality. This is confusing in the face of the baseline standard's use of the SQ parameter.      
Remedy – Change the numbering of this section to 17.5.5.8.4. Remove the text that reads: "RCPI may be used in conjunction with RSSI to measure input signal quality."

Resolution – defer – assign to RCP task group

Comment #228 – Clause 18.4.5.16.2 – Johnson

Problem - P62, L16 delete blank line
Remedy - P62, L16 delete blank line

Comment – make this a general comment so the editor can address throughout the draft.

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make as described above.

Comment #229 – Clause 18.4.5.16.4 - Lanzl
Problem - The text states that RCPI may be used in conjunction with RSSI to measure input signal quality. This is confusing in the face of the baseline standard's use of the SQ parameter.      

Remedy - Remove the text that reads: "RCPI may be used in conjunction with RSSI to measure input signal quality."

Resolution – defer – assign to RCPI task group

Comment #230 – Clause 18.4.5.16.4 – Johnson

Problem - P62, L4 delete blank line
Remedy - P62, L4 delete blank line

Comment – wrong page

Resolution – accept – see comment #228

Comment #236 – Clause 18.4.8.5 – Johnson

Problem - P62, L23 delete blank line
Remedy - P62, L23 delete blank line

Comment – wrong page

Resolution – accept – same as comment #228

Comment #240 – Clause 3 (Page 1) – Wright

Problem - Definitions should be numbered just as subclauses are
Remedy - Insert the numbering
Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above.

Comment #241 – Clause 3 – Wright

Problem - Neighbor AP definition is not self-consistent: a "neighbor AP" is an "infrastructure BSS"?  Also, second clause beginning with "or is adjacent…" is confusing - which BSA is being referred to?
Remedy - Would love to help, but don't know what you're trying to say.
Comment – this is not an editorial comment – the neighbour task group is working on it.

Resolution – defer – assigned to Neighbor Report task group
Comment #242 – Clause 3 - Wright

Problem - Non-serving and serving channel definitions: improper English
Remedy - Change "… of the BSS of which…" to "…of the BSS for which…"
Resolution – decline – it is proper English

Comment #249 – Clause 3 – Johnson

Problem - Definition is unclear since RCPI can measure the power on the channel for an 802.11 signal or noise (e.g. Noise Histogram) and where/direction the power is to be measured.
Remedy - Change definition to the following "The absolute power measured at the antenna output for a receiving STA ."
Resolution – defer – assign to RCPI task group.

Comment #250 – Clause 3 – Simpson

Problem - The definition of RCPI on lines 27-28 states “Received Channel Power Indicator (RCPI): A measure of the absolute received power of an 802.11 signal as seen at the antenna connector.” A definition should not use the word it is defining ‘received power’ in its definition. Since ‘power’ is the more general term, and it is well understood how to measure the absolute power of an 802.11 signal, the definition then should be structured such that it tells what to measure and where to measure it as the definition of ‘received power’. Therefore a better wording of the definition is needed.
Remedy - Change the text on lines 27-28 for RCPI to the following: “Received Channel Power Indicator (RCPI): The absolute power of an 802.11 signal as measured at the antenna connector of the station receiving the signal.”

Resolution – defer – assign to RCPI task group.

Comment #251 – Clause 3 – Simpson

Problem - The definition of 'Non-Serving Channel' on line 25-26 states "Non-Serving Channel: A channel that is not the operating channel of the BSS of which the STA is a member." The statement 'of which the STA is a member' would be better to say 'in which the STA is a member' since in the wireless context, STAs are 'in' BSSes not 'of' BSSes.
Remedy - Change the text for 'Non-Serving Channel' on line 25-26 to the following: "Non-Serving Channel: A channel that is not the operating channel of the BSS in which the STA is a member."
Resolution – decline – assigning to Walter Johnson

Comment #252 – Clause – Simpson

Problem - The definition of 'Non-Serving Channel' on line 25-26 states "Non-Serving Channel: A channel that is not the operating channel of the BSS of which the STA is a member." The statement 'of which the STA is a member' would be better to say 'in which the STA is a member' since in the wireless context, STAs are 'in' BSSes not 'of' BSSes.
Remedy – Change the text for 'Non-Serving Channel' on line 25-26 to the following: "Non-Serving Channel: A channel that is not the operating channel of the BSS in which the STA is a member."

Remedy – decline – assigning to Walter Johnson

Comment #256 – Clause 3 – Qi

Problem - Suggest adding "Hidden Nodes" as a definition.
Remedy – none

Comment – we should also change “hidden node” to “hidden station”

Resolution – defer – assign to Qi 

4. Conference call ends 9:34 AM.

Wednesday, October 13, 2004 – 8:30 AM Pacific
1. Chair calls the conference call to order at 8:32 AM

2. Attendance Paine, Gray, Johnson, Qi, Black, Barber, Kwak
3. Editorial Comment Resolution  11-0964r14

Comment #259 – Clause 5.2.5 - Palm

Problem - "The measured WLAN" seems out of place in 5.2.  Perhaps it would have made sense if we already had the "Secured WLAN" (11i) or the "QoSed WLAN" (11e) in clause 5.2  (Using Reaffirm 2003 version)

Remedy - Move text to more appropriate section

Comment – TGi and TGe did the same thing, so this seems to be the correct place

Resolution – decline – there is history 

Comment #260 – Clause 5.2.5 - Edney

Problem - This is a horribly written clause that is so vague that it says practically nothing. As far as I can see it is only referenced once (unnecessarily) in 5.4.5.

Remedy - Delete clause
Comment – maybe we should have somebody rework it

Resolution – accept – a new clause will be generated (Emily Qi)

Comment #261 – Clause 5.2.5 - Johnson

Problem – TGe has a proposed section 5.2.5

Remedy - Determine how to number this section properly according to IEE procedures.
Comment – who gets the number as the standard is rolled up.
Resolution – defer – assign to editor 

Comment #262 – Clause 5.2.5 – Johnson

Problem – Remove word "peer" from P2, L10

Remedy – Remove "peer"

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above.

Comment #263 –  Clause  5.2.5  – Johnson

Problem - Shouldn't this section mention the mechanisms to assist in the knowledge of the WLAN system such as AP channel report and Neighbor which are measurements?
Remedy - Add a few sentences to describe this functionality as the group sees fit. For instance a simple change would be to replace "environment" with "environment or topology" or "environment or architecture"

Resolution – defer – include with Comment #260 resolution

Comment #264 – 5.2.5 - Simpson

Problem – The abbreviation 'WLAN' is used in the heading of this clause. The 802.11-1999 (Reaff 2003) spec does not use the term WLAN since the ‘W’ could mean Wireless or Wired, so it has always been spelt out as either ‘wireless LAN’ or ‘wired LAN’. Moreover, the title ‘The Measured WLAN’ is not fully descriptive and seems to be defining a new type of WLAN that does not make sense. It would be better to just use a fully descriptive heading and forgo references to a 'Measured WLAN'

Remedy – Change the heading for this clause from "The Measured WLAN" to "Wireless LAN Radio Measurements"

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above.

Comment #265 – Clause 5.2.5 - Simpson

Problem – The last sentence in this clause is not useful in any informative or normative way. Furthermore, it is rather confusing since it makes a distinction between ‘station’ and ‘upper layers’ when upper layers are meant to be part of the station.

Remedy - Remove the sentence or clarify it in a meaningful way. A suggested clarification if the group decides not to remove the sentence is the following replacement sentence: “Since the resulting radio measurement information is available in the stations MIB, it may be used by stations for useful purposes such as radio resource management.”

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above

Comment #266 – Clause 5.2.5 - Simpson

Problem – The term 'measured WLAN' is used in the first two sentences of this clause are not fully descriptive and seems to be defining a new type of WLAN that does not make sense. Therefore, the term 'measured WLAN' should be abandon in favor of more descriptive text. Furthermore, in these sentences the abbreviation WLAN is being used but the term 'WLAN' could mean 'Wired LAN' or 'Wireless LAN' (though it is well known to mean 'Wireless LAN'). Since 802.11-1999 (Reaff 2003) typically spells out 'wired LAN' vs. 'wireless LAN' we should continue to use this approach

Remedy – Add the following new lead sentence "The vagaries of wireless is difficult to overcome." as the first one of this clause and replace the original first two sentences of the clause with the following sentences "A potential mitigating means is for the stations of the BSS and the ESS to adjust to the radio environment in which they exist. IEEE 802.11 provides the mechanism for stations to make radio measurements locally as well as request radio measurements from peer STAs, with the results being stored in the stations MIB."

Resolution – defer – include with resolution of Comment #260

Comment #268 – Clause 5.3 - Cole

Problem - The inserted material is shown in isolation.

Remedy – Please consider showing the entire list with the insertion underlined for clarify

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to verify the proper editorial comment style is used.  How much context is needed (re: sytle).

Comment #269 – Clause 5.3 – Johnson

Problem - This should added as TBD) since TGe and TGh both have j) and k) so we will likely be n) unless we finish before TGe. So TBD) would avoid any problems upon completion date of TGk. Also should be "l)" instead of "(l)" to be consistent to base standard.
Remedy - Change P2, L14 to "TBD)    Radio Measurement"

Resolution – accept – instruct the editor to tag it as K-?? and it will be resolved upon final submission.

Comment #270 – Clause 5.3.1 - Cole

Problem - The inserted material is shown in isolation.
Remedy –  Please consider showing the entire list with the insertion underlined for clarify

Resolution – accept – see comment #268

Comment #271 – Clause 5.4 - Lefkowitz

Problem - List the number of total services.  What does several mean to you?  11? 3? 7?  Why list the exact number of services for each function without listing the total number of services
Remedy - List the exact amount of services -- 11?

Resolution – decline – out of order, not part of 11k spec

Comment #272 – Clause 5.4 – Johnson

Problem - The editing instructions should be changed to indicate the addition of a single sentence since both TGh and TGe are adding services. Also TGk is only adding a single service as defined in clause 5.3.
Remedy - Change clause 5.4 to the following: Add the following sentence to the end of first paragraph. "One of the services is used for radio measurement."

Problem – commenter withdrew – because it will be addressed by other resolutions

Comment #274 – Clause 5.4.4.1 – Lefkowitz

Problem - Take out the redundant (TPC) in the paragraph

Remedy - remove
Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above.

Comment #277 – Clause 5.4.4.1 – Winget

Problem - What is an RLAN?  Is it a Radio LAN?  It does not appear in the acronym or glossary list.

Remedy - What is an RLAN?  Is it a Radio LAN?  It does not appear in the acronym or glossary list.

Resolution – decline

Comment #279 – Clause15.4.5.16.2 – Johnson

Problem - Make paragraph clearer and more parallel. P2, L29-31
Remedy - Replace "The transmit power control (TPC) service is used to satisfy this regulatory requirement for the 5GHz band. Additionally, the transmit power control service is used for radio measurement of link path loss and link margin for both the 2.4Ghz and 5GHz bands."
New Remedy - Replace "The transmit power control (TPC) service is used to satisfy this regulatory requirement for the 5GHz band. Additionally, the transmit power control service is used for radio measurement of link path loss and link margin in both the 2.4Ghz and 5GHz bands."

Resolution – accept- instruct editor to make change as describe in New Remedy.

Comment #282 – Clause 5.4.5 - Edney

Problem – In first and second bullets the words "current channel and other" are redundant (since the current channel is presumably supported)
Remedy – Delete to become: "…measurements in supported channels"

Resolution – accept - instruct editor to make change as described above.

Comment #283 – Clause 5.4.5 - Johnson

Problem – Delete blank line P3, L4

Remedy – none

Resolution – accept – see comment #228

Comment #284 – Clause 5.4.5 - Simpson

Problem – The following sentence "The radio measurement service provides for the following to support the measured WLAN:" appearing on line 3 uses the term 'measured WLAN' which seems to be defining a new term called 'measured WLAN'. The term is confusing and can easily be spelt out to clarify what is really meant.

Remedy – Change the sentence "The radio measurement service provides for the following to support the measured WLAN:" to say "The following are the wireless LAN radio measurement support offered by the radio measurement service:"

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above.

Comment #287 – Clause 5.4.5 - Pratik

Problem – Need to clarify that the current channel is the current serving channel.

Remedy – Change "current channel" to "current serving channel"

Resolution – counter – text has been deleted see comment #282

Comment #290 – Clause 5.5 - Black

Problem – Need to make the radio measurement frame naming in the class definitions consistent with clause 7.4.1
Remedy - Change (a) bullet (vii) on p3, l23 to: vii) Radio Measurement Action of formats measurement request and measurement report between two STAs in an IBSS. Change (c) bullet (ii) on p3 l31 to:ii) Radio Measurement Action

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above.

Comment #291 – Clause 5.5 - Qi 

Problem – P3, L23, " Radio Resource Measurement Action ...". There is no Radio Resource Measurement Action defined in the current draft.

Remedy – Change it to "Radio Measurement Action".

Resolution – accept – see comment #290

Comment #292 – Clause 5.5 - Qi

Problem –  P11, L31, " Radio Resource ...". There is no Radio Resource Action defined in the current draft.

Remedy – Change it to "Radio Measurement Action".

Resolution – accept – see comment #290

Comment #294 – Clause 5.5 - Pratik 

Problem - IBSS implies that this is only applicable to an ad hoc network.
Remedy - Add "infrastructure BSS" or "BSS or ESS" or alternatively change to "measured WLAN"

Resolution – decline – Text correctly describes intent and technical content

Comment #295 – Clause 5.5 - Johnson

Problem – Note: Tge plans to add c) 2) ii) - make sure will coexist. Suggest changing editor’s instructions also since item a.2.vi will be changed as suggested in TGe draft.

Remedy – Change the instruction to: "Add item c.2.TBD to the list of c.2 renumbering as required. Then have this single item "TBD) Radio Measurement Action" listed

Resolution – accept – see comment #269
Comment #296 – Clause 5.5 - Simpson

Problem - Item vii) states "Radio Resource Measurement Action containing measurement request and report messages sent between two stations in an IBSS", but the action is actually being called 'Radio Measurement Action' elsewhere in the draft.

Remedy - Delete the word "Resource" in the sentence.

Resolution – accept – see comment #290

Comment #297 – Clause 5.5 – Simpson

Problem - Item ii) of bullet c) states "Radio Resource Action" but the action is actually being called "Radio Measurement Action" elsewhere in the draft.
Remedy - Change the word "Resource" to "Measurement" in item ii) of bullet c.

Resolution – accept – see comment #290

Comment #298 – Clause 5.5 – Zuniga
Problem - Page 3 Line 25 - the word "item" appears twice

Remedy - remove one "item"

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above

Comment #301 – Clause 5.5 – Johnson

Problem - Delete double "item" P3, L25
Remedy - Delete extra "item"

Resolution – accept – see comment #298

4. Conference call ends 9:32 AM.
Wednesday, October 27, 2004 – 8:30 AM Pacific
1. Chair calls the conference call to order at 8:32 AM

2. Attendance Paine, Gray, Johnson, Black, Kwak
3. Editorial Comment Resolution  11-0964r20

Comment #305 – Clause 5.7.9 – Edney

Problem - Only a single service so rephrase P3, L35
Remedy - Change sentence to "The radio measurement service is supported by the following action message:"

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above.

Comment #308 – Clause 7 - Kandala

Problem – There are just way too many occurrences of normative text in the subclause. Please find a place for them elsewhere. You may not realize but perhaps by doing that and putting a little bit more of text, you may actually satisfy my comments

Remedy - As suggested.

Resolution – decline – do not understand comment and need additional clarification.

Comment #310 – Clause 7.2.3.1 - Edney

Problem – Table 5, last line - verbal diarrhea in the notes. It should follow the same form as the others in the table

Remedy – The AP Channel report information element shall only be present when dot11RadioMeasurement….

Resolution – open – assigned to Simon Black

Comment #311 – Clause 7.2.3.1 - Black

Problem - In Table 5 (Beacon) order 19 (AP channel report) has already been use in .11g for ERP information.
Remedy – Review order numbering with recent approved amendments 11g, 11i.

Resolution – accept – instruct the editor to review ordering and appropriate changes.

Comment #312 – Clause 7.2.3.1 - Johnson
Problem – Replace "Country" with "The Country" in notes of Order 11 to make same a base standard and TGh.
Remedy – Replace "Country" with "The Country" in notes of Order 11 to make same a base standard and TGh.
Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above.

Comment #317 – Clause 7.2.3.4 - Kleindl

Problem – different order numbers in instruction and table.
Remedy – Align order numbers
New Remedy – Change P4L13 to “order 6”

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described in the New Remedy above.

Comment #318 - 7.2.3.4 – Cole
Problem - The order of the editing instruction and the order shown don't match.
Remedy - Please change to match.

Resolution – accept – see #317

Comment #319 – 7.2.3.4 – Black

Problem - Editing instruction on p4 l13 is change order 5 information field and table indicates order.

Remedy - Should be order 6. Correct editing instruction.

Resolution – accept – see #317

Comment #320 – Clause 7.2.3.6 - Kleindl

Problem – different order numbers in instruction and table

Remedy – align order numbers

New Remedy – change P5L3 to “order 7”

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described in New Remedy above.

Comment #322 – Clause 7.2.3.6 - Cole

Problem – The order of the editing instruction and the order shown don't match.

Remedy – Please change to match.

Resolution – accept – see comment #320

Comment #324 – Clause 7.2.3.8 - Black

Problem - Unnecessary new paragraph between the words probe and request in order 4 row of Table 11.
Remedy - Remove new paragraph.
Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above.

Comment #325 – Clause 7.2.3.8 - Pratik

Problem – Edit needed

Remedy – Change "dot11RadioMeasurementsEnabled" to "dot11RadioMeasurementEnabled"
New Remedy The 2nd occurrence is the incorrect reference
Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above.

Comment #326 – Clause 7.2.3.8 – Johnson
Problem - The notes section has a break after Probe which should not be there and make parallel to other notes
Remedy - Merge sentence together to replace with this "The DS Parameter Set information element shall be present within Probe Request frames generated by STAs using direct sequence PHYs if dot11RadioMeasurementEnabled is true."

Resolution – accept – see #324

Comment #327 – Clause 7.2.3.8 – Kwak

Problem - P5L8: Text in Notes column not properly formatted.
Remedy - Remove paragraph break after "within Probe"

Resolution – accept – see #324

Comment #331 – Clause 7.2.3.9 – Edney

Problem - Table 12, "AP Channel report" - verbal diarrhea in the notes. It should follow the 
same form as the others in the table. Same issue in RCPI entry.
Remedy - The AP Channel report information element shall only be present when dot11RadioMeasurement….
Comment – what about probe response frames generated by a station in IBSS.

Problem – open – assign to Simon Black

Comment #332 – Clause 7.2.3.9 - Black

Problem - In Table 12 order 21 (AP channel report) has already been used in .11i for the RSN element.

Remedy - Review order numbering with recent approved amendments 11g, 11i.

Resolution – accept – assigned to editor to make change as described in 1031r7, Slide 3.

Comment #333 – Clause 7.2.3.9 - Black

Problem – In Table 12 order 21 (AP channel report) has already been used in .11i for the RSN element.
Remedy - Review order numbering with recent approved amendments 11g, 11i.

Resolution – accept – assigned to editor to make change as described in 1031r7, Slide 3.

Comment #334 – 7.2.3.9 - Johnson

Problem - Make Country order parallel with clause 7.2.3.1
Remedy – Replace existing note with the following "The Country element shall be present if dat11MultiDomainCapabilityEnabled is true or…" of clause 7.2.3.1.

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above.

Comment #335 – 7.2.3.9 - Johnson

Problem - Order 21 Note - Don’t need to tell in Probe Response since in Probe Response frame format section and dot11RaioMeasurement Enabled is true tell that the STA is Radio Resource Measurement capable so this should be omitted.
Remedy – Change note to the following "The AP Channel report information element shall only be present if dot11RadioMeasurementEnabled is true. The AP channel Report Element may be omitted if there are no channels to report."

Resolution – defer – Simon Black will address distinguishing AP and IBSS

Comment #336 – 7.2.3.9 – Johnson

Problem - Order 22 Note - Don’t need to tell in Probe Response since in Probe Response frame format section and dot11RaioMeasurement Enabled is true tells that the STA is Radio Resource Measurement capable so this should be omitted
Remedy – Change note to the following "The RCPI information element shall only be present if dot11RadioMeasurementEnabled is true."

Resolution – defer – Simon Black will address distinguishing AP and IBSS

Comment #343 – Clause 7.3.1.11 – Kleindl

Problem – Value '5' is missing in Table 19a

Remedy – add missing value '5'
Comment – TGh only uses “0”.  The reserved value should be changed from “6” to “5”.
Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above.

Comment #345 – Clause 7.3.1.11 – Oakes

Problem - Table 19a: value of 5 is missing from table.
Remedy – none.
Resolution – accept – see Comment #343 

Comment #346 – Clause 7.3.1.11 – Johnson

Problem – Category 1-3 values were reserved for TGe adding which plan to document in section 7.4.2, 7.4.3, 7.4.4. So TGk value should reference subclause 7.4.5 not 7.4.2.

Remedy – Change subclause of Radio Measurement action frame to 7.4.5 form 7.4.2.

Resolution – accept – section numbering resolution has already been assigned to editor in resolution of Comment #261

Comment #347 – Clause 7.3.1.11 – Malinen
Problem - Category value 5 is not defined in Table 19a
Remedy - Change values 5-127 (instead of 6-127) to be reserved in Table 19a, page 7.

Resolution – accept – see Comment #343.

Comment #348 – Clause 7.3.1.4 – Kleindl
Problem - subfields 'Spectrum Management', 'Short Slot Time' and 'DSSS-OFDM' are missing in Figure 27
Remedy - add missing subfields in Figure 27
Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above.

Comment #351 – Clause 7.3.1.4 - Edwards

Problem - Missing .11h Spectrum Management bit in Figure 27
Remedy – Add it
Resolution – accept – reference 1031r7 Slide 44

Comment #359 – Clause 7.3.1.4 – Johnson

Problem - TGe's wording for the second paragraph of this clause abstracts all the named bits so adding Radio Management is not required. Do we adopt this solution?
Remedy - If TGk adopts this solution, delete second paragraph/editor notes and let Figure 27 speak for itself.
Remedy – accept – editor to research and resolve with appropriate TGe document.

Comment #361 – Clause 7.3.1.4 - Reuss
Problem - Figure 27 does not match description
Remedy – None

Resolution – accept – see comment #348

Comment #365 – Clause 7.3.2 - Thrasher

Problem – Table 20 Element ID's are TBD
Remedy - Need to be determined….

Resolution – accept – Editor will make change as described 1031r7 motion on slide 45.

Comment #369 – Clause 7.3.2 - Kandala

Problem - "frame request/report" are too confusing - find some other name
Remedy – none

Resolutions – decline – need the commenter to clarify

Comment #377 – Clause 7.3.2.21 – Lefkowitz

Problem - in regards to duration bit -- it's confusing to keep requesting STA without mentioning AP.
Remedy – Change "requesting STA" to "requestor"

Resolution – decline – we can’t find the text in the section

Comment #378 – Clause 7.3.2.21 - Thrasher
Problem - Table 20a width of "enable" column needs to be widened one character
Remedy – none

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above.

Comment #385 – Clause 7.3.2.21 – Wang

Problem – Referring to Figure 46g, it is unclear from the draft what Element ID should be used in the Measurement Request element since no such ID is defined in Table 20

Remedy – Provide element id for Measurement Request in Table 20

Resolution – accept – see Comment #372

Comment #387 – Clause 7.3.2.21 - Pratik
Problem - May want to clarify why the minimum value of the Length field is 3 because this is not obvious even with a Measurement Request field of 0 octets
Remedy - Add clarification explaining why the minimum value of the Length field is 3.
Resolution – decline – this is standard

Comment #389 – Clause 7.3.2.21 - Pratk
Problem - Redundant (and erroneous) paragraph
Remedy – Remove lines P18L7-9 in 7.3.2.21.9

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change described above.

Comment #391 – Clause 7.3.2.21 – Johnson

Problem - Expand the width of the Enable column of table 20a so "Enable" is on a single line
Remedy - Expand the width of the Enable column of table 20a so "Enable" is on a single line

Resolution – accept – see comment #378

4. Editor – we have completed 140 or 40% of the editorial comments.  We are going to increase the next couple of meetings to 2 hours to complete all editorial comments prior to meeting.

5. Conference call ends 9:32 AM.
Wednesday, November 3, 2004 – 8:30 AM Pacific
1. Chair calls the conference call to order at 8:32 AM

2. Attendance Paine, Gray, Johnson, Black, Qi, Kwak
3. Editorial Comment Resolution  11-0964r20

Comment #392 – Clause 7.3.2.21 - Johnson 

Problem - P9, L7-8 - Make this sentence parallel to Request and Report bit definitions.

Remedy - Move text to more appropriate section

Comment – P9, L7-8 Change to the following "Enable bit (bit 1) indicates whether the STA receiving the request should enable or disable the sending of measurement requests and autonomous measurement reports of the type specified in the Measurement type field."

Resolution – decline – it is a clause in TGh 

Comment #393– Clause 7.3.2.1 – Johnson

Problem - P9 Table 20b - Delete "is" when Enable = 1, Request =1, and Report=0
Remedy - Delete "is"

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above.

Comment #394 – Clause 7.3.2.21 - Johnson
Problem – P10, L17 - 11.7 should be replaced with either a TBD or at least 11.11 since TGe define 11.1, 11.2, 11.4, 11.5, 11.6, 11.7, TGh define 11.5, 11.6, and TGi define 11.3, 11.4. So there is much confusion here. Ask base standard editor.
Remedy - Change P10, L17 from "in 11.7." to "in 11.11." or "in TBD."

Resolution – accept – see comment #261.

Comment #395 – Clause 7.3.2.1 – Johnson

Problem - page 9, table 20a, line corresponding to bits1-1-0, "it is not be sent" has an extraneous "is"
Remedy - remove extraneous "is"

Resolution – accept – see comment #395

Comment #403 – Clause 7.2.3.1 - Kwak

Problem – P10L6-8: Clumsy wording.

Remedy Replace with "The Measurement Request field shall be empty when the Enable bit is set to 1.  When the Enable bit is set to 0, the Measurement Request field shall contain one or more Measurement Requests as described in 7.3.2.21.1 through 7.3.2.21.10."
Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above.

Comment #405 – Clause 7.2.3.21 - Durand

Problem - what does the underlined text mean? No comment in instructions?

Remedy – Clarify
Resolution – decline - It describes new material where a change is being made to an existing clause.

Comment #407 – Clause 7.2.3.21 - Lefkowitz

Problem – Until this point I was under the assumption that the underlined text is text to be added to existing text.  The text in 7.3.2.21 does not exist in the 2003 specification.  I'm confused as to what is being added.
Remedy – Be consistent in the instructions to the editor.

Resolution – decline – See page 1 L10-11 – based on 802.11h and 2003 Reaff.

Comment #414 – Clause 7.2.3.1 – Wright

Problem – The definitions of channel number, channel band, randomization interval and measurement duration are repeated in the majority of the request frames.  This hard to maintain and wastes a lot of time for readers who need to read the same exact text over and over again on the chance that there might be something different this time..
Remedy - Would be useful to have these definitions moved to the start of 7.3.2.21 and referred to rather than repeated throughout.

Resolution – decline – This style matches the current style of other amendments refer to 802.11 technical editor.

Comment #416 – Clause 7.3.2.21.10 – Johnson

Problem - P19, L2-3 - Make first paragraph consistent with rest of TGk draft. Delete 1st sentence. Add sentence after second sentence
Remedy - Change 1st paragraph to the following "The Measurement Request field corresponding to a STA Statistics Request is shown in Figure k9. A response to STA Statistics Request is a STA Statistics Report."
Resolution – partially accept – instruct editor to apply prior to comment #422

Comment #417 – Clause 73.2.21.10 - Johnson

Problem – Figure k9 - Remove underlines

Remedy – Figure k9 - Remove underlines

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make as described above.

Comment #418 – Clause 7.3.2.21.10 - Malinen

Problem - Unnecessarily underlined text in Figure k9. This is all new text and one of the fields should probably not be underlined.
Remedy - Remove underlining from "Randomization Interval" in Figure k9, page 19.

Resolution – accept – see comment #417

Comment #422 – Clause 7.3.2.21.4 - Edney
Problem - "A response to a Channel Load Request is a Channel Load Report." This is poor standards text for this normative section and not even true. You don’t know what the response will be - it might be a copy of the Gettysburg address. What you mean is that the "anticipated response is" ... But why say it here? - it's not informative because its obvious and its not definitive because its not written in normative text. SEE ALSO: 7.3.2.21.5, .6, .7, .8, .9

Remedy – Delete the sentence (preferred) or make normative.
New Remedy – Delete the sentence in clause 7.32.21.4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, and 10
Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described in New Remedy above. 

Joe Kwak will verify with Clause 11.   Editor, ensure comment #416 is partially applied first.

Comment #425 – Clause 7.3.2.21.4 - Edney

Problem – In the description of the Channel Load Request field is the Randomization Interval is described as follows: "Randomization Interval shall be set equal to the desired maximum random delay in the start time, expressed in TUs." Reading the draft from beginning, this is the first reference to "start time" which seems to be an important concept that needs it's own definition in clause 3.

Remedy – Empower the TGk technical editor to define a new term called "Measurement Start Time" and defined as "Measurement Start Time: The time, as measured by the TSF timer value of the measuring STA, coincident with the moment the measuring STA begins the measurement." Also empower the TGk technical editor to 1) change the words "start time" occurring in all instances of the text "Randomization Interval shall be set equal to the desired maximum random delay in the start time, expressed in TUs." to "Measurement Start Time" 2) Change all occurrence of the text "Actual Measurement Start Time" occurring in frame format fields (i.e. fig k10, k11 etc.) to simply "Measurement Start Time". 3) Remove all occurence of the sentence "Actual Measurement Start Time shall be set to the value of the measuring STA's TSF timer at the time at which the measurement started." 4)  Change as necessary any other occurrence of "start time" or "actual measurement start time" to refer to the definition that now exist for Measurement Start Time.

Resolution – open – assigned to Simon Black 

Comment #428 – Clause 7.3.2.21.5 – Edney

Problem - "an Noise Histogram" P11 L14

Remedy - Fix typo

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above.

Comment #435 – Clause 7.3.2.21.6 – Wright

Problem - Table k4 is hard to understand - way too much redundant text to read trying to figure out what's different about each item.
Remedy - Why not start by making two columns, one for periodic measurements, another for single measurements?  I'm sure there could be other improvements.

Resolution – open – assigned to Joe Kwak

Comment #438 – Clause 7.3.2.21.6 – Black

Problem - P12, l24 says 'Measurement Mode indicates the scan mode to be used for each measurement.' The use of scan mode was removed elsewhere in favour of measurement mode. This seems to be a missed occurrence.

Remedy - Change sentence to 'Measurement Mode indicates the measurement mode to be used for the measurement'

Resolution – open – assigned to Joe Kwak

Comment #439 – Clause 7.3.2.21.6 – Black

Problem - P13, l4 should refer to the request not the measurement event there is also a typographical error in the final occurrence of Measurement in the first sentence. Could also be cleaner editorially in the definition of a periodic measurement.
Remedy - Change P13 l4 to the sentence ending in l10 to read 'The Measurement Period field contains the requested measurement period for periodic measurements, or a value of 0 indicating a request for a single measurement. Measurement Period consists of two subfields: Time Unit and Period, as shown in Figure k4. The Time Unit subfield defines the time unit for the Period subfield as shown in Table k3. The Period subfield contains a 14-bit unsigned number representing the repeat time interval for the requested measurement. A periodic measurement shall be scheduled every Period within the Measurement Interval.'

Resolution – open – assign to Joe Kwak

Comment #444 – Clause 7.3.2.21.6 - Black

Problem – The text relating to Channel Number 0 is misplaced on p14, l9. The first sentence is also duplicated from p12 l11. I think it would be better to add this protocol description to 11.7.8.1 and reference this in 7.3.2.21.6 on P12 l11.
Remedy - Suggest deleting p14 lines 9-13. Change p12 l11-14 to say:

'Channel Number indicates the channel number for which the measurement request applies. Channel Number is defined within a Channel Band as shown in Table k1. A Channel Number of 0 indicates a request to make iterative measurements for all channels in Channel Band that are valid for the current regulatory domain. This procedure is described in 11.8.7.1.'

Add the following to 11.7.8.1 on p50, after l7:

'On accepting a Beacon measurement request with Channel Number set to 0 a STA shall iteratively conduct measurements on all channels in the specified Channel Band that are valid for the current regulatory domain. Measurements shall be made within the specified Measurement Interval with the time between each consecutive measurement as defined in 11.7.2. Measurements shall cease either when all channels have been measured, or the measurement interval has expired. The Channel Number for the first measurement shall be randomly selected.'Resolution – accept – assigned to editor to make change as described in 1031r7, Slide 3.

Comment – it is removing a procedure in 11.7.1.

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above.

Comment #448 – Clause 7.3.2.21.6 - Qi
Problem - P15, Table k4 - "For single measurement, report to be issued when the RCPI level of the measured STA is above an absolute threshold".   "When" doesn’t make sense for the single measurement. It should be "if".

Remedy – Change "when" to "if" for all single measurements in the table k4.

Resolution – open – assigned to Joe Kwak – See Comment #445

Comment #450 – Cause 7.3.2.21.6 - Johnson

Problem - P13, L6 Reword sentence since awkward.
Remedy – Replace "The Measurement Period is divided into two subfields: Time Unit and Period, as shown in Figure k4." Change to "As shown in Figure k4, the Measurement Period is divided into two subfields: Time Unit and Period."

Resolution – open – assign to Joe Kwak

Comment #451 – Clause 7.3.2.21.6 – Johnson

Problem – P13, L16-17 Reword to make clear.
Remedy – Replace last sentence of this paragraph with the following "Any periodic measurement which cannot be executed within its measurement period shall be cancelled."

Resolution – open – assigned to Joe Kwak

Comment #454 – Clause 7.3.2.21.6 – Johnson

Problem - P14, L1 - Point to correct figure k5.
Remedy - Change k4 to k5
Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above.

Comment #455 – Clause 7.3.2.21.6 - Johnson

Problem - P14, L9-13 - Paragraph seems out of place. Move to where Channel Number is defined.
Remedy - Move Paragraph P14, L9-13 to P12, Between L14 and L15 or combine as needed.

Resolution – accept – see Comment #444

Comment #457 – Clause 7.3.2.21.6 - Kracz
Problem - page 13, line 5, "Measurment Period" is misspelled.
Remedy - add an "e" to "Measurment
Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above.

Comment #458 – Clause 7.3.2.21.6 - Kracz

Problem - page 14, line11, extra period after "band"
Remedy – edit
Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above.

Comment #468 – 7.3.2.21.6 – Zuniga
Problem - pg 14, line 1 - reference to incorrect figure?
Remedy - change Figure k4 to k5

Resolution – accept – see Comment #454

Comment #472 – Clause 7.3.2.21.6 - Tsoulogiannis

Problem - page 14, line 6, hex number should be 3FFF not 3FF
Remedy – change to 3FFF

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above.

Comment #473 – Clause 7.3.2.21.6 – Kwak


Problem - P13L7: Paragraphs should be merged.

Remedy – Remove paragraph break.

Resolution – accept – see comment #439 assigned to Joe Kwak

Comment #476 – 

Problem - P14L2: Paragraphs should be merged.

Remedy - Remove paragraph break.
Remedy – accept – see comment #473 assigned to Joe Kwak

Comment #480 – Clause 7.3.2.21.7 – Johnson

Problem - P16, L9 - Delete "one or more Frame Reports" and replace with "a Frame Report"

Remedy – P16, L9 - Delete "one or more Frame Reports" and replace with "a Frame Report"
Comment – this is changing the technical meeting of this phrase
Resolution – decline – comment withdrawn by submitter

Comment #482 – Clause 7.3.2.21.8 - Johnson
Problem – P16, L23 - Delete "one or more Hidden Node Reports" and replace with "a Hidden Node Report"
Remedy - P16, L23 - Delete "one or more Hidden Node Reports" and replace with "a Hidden Node Report"

Resolution – accept – already addressed in Seattle
Comment #487 – Clause 7.3.2.21.9 – Kleindl

Problem - On page 18 there are very similar wordings in lines 4-6 and 7-9, the first referring to Table k6 and the second referring to Table k8. I could not understand what is meant.

Remedy – clarify what is meant

Resolution – accept – see comment #389

Comment #488 – Clause 7.3.2.21.9 - Thrasher
Problem –Need consistent field description format when describing the definition of the fields (applies throughout the entire document) sometimes worded as "The (field name) shall be…." sometimes it's just "(field name) shall be…." and sometimes it's "The (field name) field shall be...For example see page 17(of pdf) line 8 vs. line 24...  or page 18 line 13...

Remedy – none

Resolution – accept – instruct the editor make consistent as with “the name field” as in 1999, and Reaff 2003, and TGh.

Comment #489 – Clause 7.3.2.21.9 – Edney

Problem - The second paragraph under table k5 seems to be an editorial mistake
Remedy - delete the paragraph

Resolution – accept – same #389

Comment #490 –Clause 7.3.2.21.9 - Edney

Problem – Paragraph starting P18 L12 "The Bin Offset.." refers to table k9 but this appears to be an editorial error
Remedy – delete the paragraph

Resolution – decline – reference is correct

Comment  #492 – Clause 7.3.2.21.9 – Black

Problem - RPI Threshold is defined twice. The first definition seems to be correct.
Remedy - Remove p18, l7-9.
Resolution – accept – see comment #389

Comment #493 – Clause 7.3.2.21.9 – Johnson

Problem - P17, L13 - Remove what appears to be an extra space
Remedy - P17, L13 - Remove what appears to be an extra space
Resolution – decline – no extra space

Comment #494 – Clause 7.3.2.21.9 – Johnson

Problem - P17, L13-14 - Make first sentence consistent with rest of TGk draft
Remedy - Change to the following "The Measurement Request field corresponding to a Medium Sensing Time Histogram Request is shown in Figure k8."
Resolution – accept – see comment #389

Comment #495 – Clause 7.3.2.21.9 – Johnson

Problem - P18, L7-9 - Delete paragraph since basically duplicates P18, L4-6
Remedy - P18, L7-9 - Delete paragraph since basically duplicates P18, L4-6
Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above.

Comment #500 – Clause 7.3.2.21.9 – Tsoulogiannis
Problem - page 18, lines 4-9, There appears to be either some duplicate here or old text that was left in.  Assuming second set lines 7-9 are in error as there is no Table k8.
Remedy - Delete lines 7-9 on page 18.
Resolution – accept – see comment #389

Comment #502 – Clause 7.3.2.21.9 – Soomro
Problem - Unclear definition of Bin Offset P18 L20

Remedy - Replace L10 by: "The Bin Offset, expressed in microseconds, specifies the minimum medium sensing interval; any medium sensing interval smaller than the Bin Offset is ignored and not to be included in the measurement report."
Resolution – reclassify as technical

Comment #503 – Clause 7.3.2.21.9 – Soomro
Problem – Unclear definition of Bin Duration P18 L11-12
Remedy - Replace L11-12 by: "The Bin Duration, expressed in slot times, indicates the time difference between the starting times of any two adjacent bins."

Resolution - reclassify as technical
Comment #504 – Clause 7.3.2.21.9 – Soomro
Problem – Unclear definition of Bin Duration P18 L11-13

Remedy - Replace L13 by: "The Number of Bins specifies the total number of bins in the medium sensing time histogram."
Resolution - reclassify as technical

Comment #505 - Clause 7.3.2.21.9 – Soomro
Problem - RPI defined in TGh, should avoid duplication in definition.
Remedy - Remove ", as seen at the antenna connector."
Resolution – accept – see comment #935 in document 04/1196r0 form Seattle ad-hoc.

Comment #506 - Clause 7.3.2.21.9 – Soomro
Problem - Duplication of L4-6
Remedy - Remove L7-9
Resolution – accept – see Comment #389

Comment #510 – Clause 7.3.2.22 – Kleindl
Problem – Referring to Figure 13, it is unclear from the draft what Element ID should be used in the Measurement Report element since no such ID is defined in table 20

Remedy – Provide element id for Measurement Report in Table 20

Resolution – open – assigned to Simon Black who has a presentation for parallel bit resolutions in San Antonio.

Comment #510 – Clause 7.3.2.22 - Wang
Problem - Referring to Figure 13, it is unclear from the draft what Element ID should be used in the Measurement Report element since no such ID is defined in table 20
Remedy - Provide element id for Measurement Report in Table 20
Resolution – decline – the baseline for this text because is TGh – refer P1 L10-11.  Figure 13 some become 11h figure 46l and figure 14 should become 11h figure 46m.
Comment #513 – Clause 7.3.2.22 – Johnson

Problem - P20, L29 delete "immediately previous" from sentence since it could also be any "immediately following". Really just want to say any "any Measurement Request element in the same Measurement Request frame"
Remedy - Delete "immediately previous"
Resolution – counter – assigned to Simon Black who will purpose a solution.
Comment #514 – Clause 7.3.2.22 – Johnson

Problem - P21, L7 delete "the specification of the" and replace with "a"
Remedy - P21, L7 delete "the specification of the" and replace with "a"
Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above.

Comment #515 - Clause 7.3.2.22 – Johnson

Problem - P21, L18 - 11.7 should be replaced with either a TBD or at least 11.11 since TGe define 11.1, 11.2, 11.4, 11.5, 11.6, 11.7, TGh define 11.5, 11.6, and TGi define 11.3, 11.4. So there is much confusion here. Ask base standard editor
Remedy – accept – see comment #261

Comment #517 – Clause 7.3.2.22 – Simpson

Problem - The last sentence in the bullet item describing the Parallel bit states "The Parallel bit shall only be set to 1 in Measurement.  Report elements within Radio Measurement action frames." This sentence is redundant.

Remedy – Delete the sentence.

Resolution – open – pending resolutions purposed in 04/1206r0.

Comment #520 – Clause 7.3.2.22 – Malinen

Problem - Incorrect tense used in Parallel bit description.
Remedy - Change "shall start" (twice) to "was started" in description of Parallel bit on lines 30 and 31 of page 20 to match with past tense used in the previous sentence.
Resolution – open – pending resolutions purposed in 04/1206r0.

Comment #526 – Clause 7.3.2.22 – Wright

Problem - The definitions of channel number, channel band, actual measurement start time and measurement duration are repeated in the majority of the request frames.  This is hard to maintain and wastes a lot of time for readers who need to read the same exact text over and over again on the chance that there might be something different this time.
Remedy – decline – see comment #414.

Comment #538 – Clause 7.3.2.22.4 - Edney
Problem - I cannot find a definition for RPI
Remedy - Insert definition

Resolution – decline – correct reference as stated in 11h.

4. Harry will drive next conference call, because Editor will be traveling.  We processed 55 comments.

5. Conference call ends 10:32 AM.
Wednesday, November 10, 2004 – 8:30 AM Pacific
1. Acting Chair (Harry) calls the conference call to order at 8:39 AM

2. Attendance Worstell, Qi, Kwak, Gray, Black, Hiesch, Paine
3. Editorial Comment Resolution  11-0964r20


Comment #545 – Clause 7.3.2.22.4-7.3.2.22.9 - Johnson 

Problem - Delete "at which" since it doesn’t add any meaning to sentence for the Actual Measurement Start Time.
Remedy - Delete "at which" since it doesn’t add any meaning to sentence for the Actual Measurement Start Time.
Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change described above to the following locations P22 L5, P22 L20, P23 L14, P24 L23, P25 L11, P26 L7

Comment #546 – Clause 7.3.2.22.4-7.3.2.22.9 – Johnson

Problem - Make the Channel Number definition in these clauses the same as clause 7.3.2.21.9
Remedy - Make the Channel Number definition in these clauses the same as clause 7.3.2.21.9

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change described above to the following locations in the document  P22 L2, P22 L17, P23 L11, P24 L20, P25 L8,  P26 L3.

Comment #554 – Clause 7.3.2.22.5 - Johnson
Problem – P22, L15 Replace "of an" with "corresponding to a" since should use "a" instead of "an" here and make parallel to other clauses.

Remedy - P22, L15 Replace "of an" with "corresponding to a"
Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change described above to the following locations in the document P22 L15, P25 L6, P25 L20, P27 L14.

Comment #555 – Clause 7.3.2.22.5 – Johnson

Problem – Table k8 - Specify RCPI Measured Power is in dBm

Resolution - Change right column heading to "RCPI Measured Power (dBm)"

Resolution – accept – approved at Seattle Ad-hoc 1196r0.

Comment #556 – Clause 7.2.3.1 - Johnson

Problem – P24, L2 delete "corresponding to that PHY type" since unclear.

Remedy – P24, L2 delete "corresponding to that PHY type"
Comment – we should reference it to corresponding Beacon.

Comment – can’t delete it, because there are multiple PHY types.

New Remedy – P24 L1 add to end of first sentence “of the beacon or probe response frame being reported”.  P24 L2 delete “corresponding to that PHY type”.
Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change described in New Remedy above.

Comment #563 – Clause 7.3.2.22.6 - Lanzl

Problem - It is not clear in this section that the report should only cover one beacon.  This is hinted in later text.  Without that clarity, it is confusing how to report multiple RCPI, TSF and timestamps in this report.
Remedy – Add some text clarifying that this beacon report can only apply to one beacon measurement.

Resolution – accept – addressed in 11-04-1196r0.

Comment #568 – Clause 7.3.2.22.6 - Johnson

Problem – P24, L5 Change the BSSID field definition to the following: "The BSSID field contains the BSSID from the beacon or probe response frame being reported." Also make similar changes for the definitions of Parent TSF, Target TSF, Beacon Interval, and Capability Information fields.

Remedy – Change all "Beacon, or Probe Response" to "beacon or probe response"
Comment – he is only changing case. 

Resolution – decline – the published standard use capital letters also these are proper nouns.  Editor check within TGk document 

Comment #573 – Clause 7.3.2.22.6 – Kwak

Problem P24L4: Again confusion on Phy Type, clarify.

Remedy - Add "indicated" before Phy Type.

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above.

Comment #574 – Clause 7.3.2.22.6 – Kwan

Problem - P24L5: Extraneous comma after Beacon.

Remedy - Delete comma after "Beacon" on Lines 5,8,10,12, and 15

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above.

Comment #577 – Clause 7.3.2.22.7 - Lanzl

Problem – It is not clear in this section that the report should only cover one frame.  This is hinted in later text.  Without that clarity, it is confusing how to report multiple RCPI in this report.

Remedy – Add some text clarifying that this beacon report can only apply to one frame measurement.

Resolution – open – pending resolution of other technical comment #593 and #598.

Comment #578 – Clause 7.3.2.22.7 – Wright

Problem – The manner in which repeated elements are depicted in Figure k13 is very confusing and not in the same style as the base standard.
Remedy - Figure k13 should be separated into two figures.  The first should depict the first four fields followed by a pictorial indication of more than one additional quadruplets.  The second should depict the format of the quadruplets themselves.  This also applies to figure k14 and any other such diagrams meant to depict repeating elements.
Resolution – accept – see comment #608 relating to Seattle Ad-hoc.

Comment #595 – Clause 7.3.2.22.7 – Kwak

Problem - P25L4:  Clarify and use consistent wording with above comments.
Remedy - Change "frames received from the transmit address in the quadruplet" to "individual frames with the indicated Transmit Address received during the measurement period".
Resolution - accept with modification “frame received from transmit address in quadruplet” to “individual frames with the indicated Transmit Address received in measurement “duration”.

Comment #616 – Clause 7.3.2.22.9 - Black
Problem - The symbol definition of delta I on p26 l27 is given as bin interval rather than bin duration?

Remedy – Change to bin duration to be consistent with terminology.

Comment – Changing interval to duration
Resolution – accept – instruct editor to change “interval” to “duration” P26 L27, P90 L43, P92 L12, P92 L17

Comment #627 – Clause 7.3.2.22.9 - Johnson

Problem – P26, L13-15 Change 1st sentence to the following "The RPI threshold identifies an RCPI measured power threshold as defined in Table k6." Makes sentence clearer.  

Remedy – P26, L13-15 Change 1st sentence to the following "The RPI threshold identifies an RCPI measured power threshold as defined in Table k6."
Comment – this was already addressed in comment #363 in document 1196.
Resolution – accept – see comment #363

Comment #628 – Clause 7.3.2.22.9 – Malinen

Problem - consistent use of the report name (Media vs. Medium).

Remedy - Replace "Media Sensing Time Histogram Report" with "Medium Sensing Time Histogram Report" on page 26, line 9.

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change described above.

Comment #636 – Clause 7.3.2.22.9 P26 L13-14 – Soomro

Problem – RPI defined in TGh, should avoid duplication in definition.

Remedy – Remove ", as seen at the antenna connector."

Resolution – accept – see document 1196.

Comment #637 – Clause 7.3.2.22.9 P26 L16 – Soomro

Problem - Unclear definition of Bin Offset

Remedy - Replace L16 by: "The Bin Offset, expressed in microseconds, specifies the minimum medium sensing interval; any medium sensing interval smaller than the Bin Offset is ignored and not to be included in the measurement report."

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above.

Comment #638 – Clause 7.3.2.22.9 P26 L17-18 – Soomro

Problem – Unclear definition of Bin Duration

Remedy – Replace L17-18 by: "The Bin Duration, expressed in slot times, indicates the time difference between the starting times of any two adjacent bins."
Comment – the suggested remedy does not make it clear either.

Resolution – open – group will address in San Antonio

Comment #639 – Clause 7.3.2.22.9 P26 L19 – Soomro

Problem – Unclear definition of Number of Bins

Remedy – Replace L19 by: "The Number of Bins specifies the total number of bins in the medium sensing time histogram."

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above.

Comment #640 – Clause 7.3.2.22.9 P26 L20-21 – Soomro

Problem – Not needed anymore given the suggested modification above for P27 L2-10.

Remedy – Remove L20-21

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above.

Comment #641 – Clause 7.3.2.22.9 P26 L22 – Soomro

Problem – "how many intervals" should be "how many medium sensing intervals"

Remedy – Replace "intervals" with "medium sensing intervals

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make as described above.

Comment #642 – Clause 7.3.2.22.9 P26 L29 – Soomro

Problem – Definition of N is not needed anymore given the suggested modification above for P27 L2-L10.

Remedy – Remove L29

Resolution – decline – the text is necessary for clarity, because it is the only placed it is defined.

Comment #647 – Clause 7.3.2.25 - Cole

Problem – The editing instructions and the sub-clause numbers don't match.

Remedy - Please change to match for this and the subsequent sub-clause.
Resolution – accept – instruct editor to delete parenthetical items. 

Comment #650 – Clause 7.3.2.25 – Edney
Problem - "STA could potentially find an AP" The STA could potentially find an AP on any channel

Remedy – Change "could potentially" to "is likely to"
Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above.

Comment #652 – Clause 7.3.2.25 – Black
Problem - P29, l3 relating to AP Channel Report suggests that the element contents must be 'consistent with any Country element present'. A country element must be present for AP Channel Report to be included since this is an 11k mandatory requirement.

Remedy – Change to 'consistent with the Country element in the frame in which it appears'

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above.

Comment #657 – Clause 7.3.2.25 – Chaplin
Problem - Line 8: "AP channel Report"

Remedy – Should be, "AP Channel Report"

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above.

Comment #669 – Cause 7.3.2.26 - Kowalski

Problem - Line 20:The phrase "AP may choose to only believe…" is an anthropomorphism..
Remedy – Rephrase.
New Remedy – replace “choose to only believe information” with “only include neighbour AP”.
Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described in New Remedy above.

4. Conference call ends 10:30 AM.
Minutes TGk                                      page 4
Paul Gray, AirWave Wireless, Inc.


