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Tuesday, March 15, 2005 1:30 PM
1. Chair calls the conference to order at 1:30 PM
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

a. LB73 Comment Classification

b. LB73 Comment Resolution
5. Work Approach

a. LB73 comments are collected in spreadsheet 05/0191r4
b. Collect controversial comments to process with full group
c. Process “Editorials” in teleconferences
d. Finish LB73 Comment resolution in May, next LB or LB Recirc in July SF
e. Comment Category Leader 11-05-0186r1
i. Security – Paine (Security)
ii. Neighbor Report – (Neighbor)

iii. Request/Report/Parallel + Randomization – Black (Parallel)
iv. Periodic – Kwak (Periodic)

v. RCPI 11g – Kwak (RCPI)
vi. Noise Histogram – Olson/Kwak (Non RPI measurement)
vii. TPC – Klein (TPC)
viii. STA – Open (STA)
ix. MIB – Gray (MIB)
x. PICs – Black (PICs)
xi. Editorial – Teleconferences (Editorial)
xii. Hidden Node – Barber (Hidden)
xiii. ANA – Paine (ANA)
xiv. Signal Quality – Kwak and Qi (QoS)
xv. Miscellaneous – Emeott/Simpson/Wang (Misc)

xvi. Sensing Time - Medanse (Medsense)

xvii. Location – Olson (Location)

6. Discussion on reason for so many “no” votes

a. TGh made some measurements optional

b. Hidden node 

c. Over complex measurements/reports

7. Discussion of how to resolve comments
a. 3 Resolution categories (accept, decline, counter, deferred)
b. Need to relate clause to categories
c. Add Comment Resolution after resolution

d. Delete .pdf line column

e. Delete .pdf page column

8. Discussion on normative annex
9. Meeting in recess until 4:00 PM

Tuesday, January 18, 2005 8:30 PM

1. Chair calls the meeting back to order at 8:30 PM
2. Discussion about including security in 11k
a. Comment – we voted to not include security.  Move forward and reject the comments as “waiting for TGw”.

b. Comment – we voted not do a one-off solution.  Decline comments about “why are you not protecting your frames”
3. Review of LB 73 Task Group Comment Resolution
a. Neighbor
b. Simon Black – 11-05-0253r0 – classification of comments 
i. Reclassified 100 comments

ii. Tagged editorials

iii. Many tasks need to move from misc to STA 

iv. Identified 5 groups of duplicate comments

c. Joe Kwak
i. Classified into 4 Categories 

ii. RPI – Section 12
iii. QoS – statistic request and statistic report and procedures 7.3.3.21.10, 7.3.3.2.22.10, (11.7.8.7, 11.9 – QoS)
iv. RCPI 15.0 – 19 (Should be RCPI) – Beacon Request 

d. Tim Olson 11-05-0249r0
i. Categorized all comments with Noise

ii. Location is that document as well

iii. 39 Noise

iv. 38 Location Comments

e. John Klein – TPC 11-05-246r0
i. 7.2.3.9 – Request/Report
f. STA – Simon Black

g. Simon Barber – Hidden Station

i. Only requires clarification 
ii. Diagram and simple terminology 

h. Simon Black – PICs
i. Need to reclassify PICs as MIB

ii. RR5 requirement

iii. Measurement Pause Request missing

iv. Change from mandatory to optional (Group Discussion)
v. Bad Reference Numbers 

i. Emily Qi – QoS
i. 13 Comments will be addressed in presentation

j. Misc – Floyd Simpson
i. Great deal of duplication
4. Discussion on interim ad-hoc meeting
a. Only possible time slot is 05/02 – 05/06

b. What would be try to accomplish

i. Presentation of the resolutions

ii. Straw Poll 

How many people think it is beneficial to have an ad-hoc meeting prior to Australia??
Yes: 2 


No:

How many people would rather not have an ad-hoc?
Yes: 4


No:

5. Meeting in Recess until 1:30 PM tomorrow (Wednesday)
Wednesday, March 16, 2005 1:30 PM

1. Chair calls the meeting to order at 1:30 PM

2. Review proposed agenda

3. Technical Presentation – Measurement Pilot Frame – Wang – 05/0176r0 (PPT)  05/1599r2
a. Comment – what access category – we want to leave the access category to implementer.  
b. Question – utilization of Pilot is 1%?  Answer – 1% bandwidth 11a and 6% bandwidth 11b
c. Question – Are these deferred?  Answer – no.

d. Question – Is the interval fixed?  Answer – yes .  
e. Question – There is no SSID information? Answer – correct you will still need to obtain the SSID.

f. Question – are the improvements only for the first sniff?  Answer – it is the first time and until you find an AP?

g. Comment – It is not bandwidth but medium contention.

h. Comment – The power savings are not applicable when you are camped on a network.

i. Question – Why is it not explicit in the draft about dropping the measurement pilot?  Answer – it is straightforward.  We want to leave it up to the implementer instead of generating clarification for every scenario.
j. Question – Why do you have RSN information in the packet?  You can generate a neighbor report faster.
k. Comment – It is valuable in 5 GHz for enabling VOIP and WiFI enable handsets.  We need to ensure better battery life. 
l. Comment – The MIB definition is not in the normative text.
Motion

Move to adopt Measurement Pilot, which resolves the following 13 LB73 comments, by incorporating normative text 05/1599r2 into next TGk draft.

Comments: 22, 23, 41, 64, 98, 148, 154, 157, 175, 519, 575, 823, 828

Moved: Wang

Seconded: Adams

Discussion

Comment – go back and recalculating the back off timer.
Comment – this is a valuable proposal with some small tweaks it will pass.

· What access category to use

· Strike for 2.4 GHz range

· Include informative note about co-located AP to only turn this on a single AP

· Include MIB variables

Comment – need to cleanup draft

· Need PICs

· Primitives

Call the question
Called: Srini

Objections: Lefkowitz

Vote on calling question

For: 28

Against: 1

Abstain 0

Call the question passes – move to vote

For: 23       

 
Against:  7   

Abstain: 4
Motion Passes @ 76%
4. Technical Presentation – Enabling Neighbor Report for Multiple ESSs – Wang – 11-05-0136r0
a. Question – Why was it taken out in previous draft?  Answer – It is only valuable for ESS transition which does not require fast roaming.
b. Comment – it was not clear how to list multiple SSIDs in the previous draft.  It is in this normative text.

c. Comment – Avoiding administrative domain it helps the text
d. Question – How does this work with the 2 Neighbor Reports?  If somebody asks for my neighbour report by SSIDReports.
e. Question – Give me a real life scenario for fast roaming?  Answer – roaming from ieee SSID to Hilton SSID, I want my call to complete.
f. Question – How reliable is this information form an external ESS?

g. Comment – there is value in co-located access points, but it needs to be handled with different mechanism

h. Comment – This clutters the Neighbor Report – we have already had to rip it out once.

Motion

Move to restore SSID in Neighbor Report Request which resolves the following 13 LB73 comments, by incorporating normative text 05/0136r2 into next TGk draft. 

Comments: 16, 96, 97 , 126, 155, 156, 249, 414, 511,576, 693, 824, 968


Moved: Wang

Seconded: Simpson

For: 13 


Against: 2

Abstain: 7

Motion passes @ 86%
5. Technical Presentation – QoS monitoring – Soomro – 05/0164r0
a. Comment – it is only applied to the traffic stream and not traffic category.  
b. Question – What about the jitter?  This does not address jitter/delay.

c. Question – Does this measurement and average all traffic categories?  Answer – no.
d. Question – Do we have to support 11e to support this?  Answer – we would deprecate dot11counters2 and add dot11counters3.

e. Question – From a QAP perspective it averages all QSTAs and does not contain counters on a per destination basis.

f. Question – This is not configurable?  Answer – correct, it is not configurable.

Motion
Move to instruct the editor to apply the normative text in document 05/0164r2 into the next version of the TGk Draft (comment 1429).
Moved: Soomro

Seconded: Kwak

Discussion

Comment – we should hold off on this presentation because other presentation cover the same area

Comment – There are no units defined in the normative text

Comment – These counters needed to be defined as counters in the MIB

Motion to Table Motion

Moved: Durand

Seconded: Qi

For: 9


Against: 0


Abstain: 7

Unanimous approval to Table the Motion
6. Meeting in recess until 4:00 PM 
Wednesday, March 16, 2005 4:00 PM

1. Chair calls the meeting to order 4:00 AM.
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