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07/28 Minutes 08:30 
1. Attendance – Paine, Gray, Wang, Kwak

2. Blank Comment Resolution

Comment #8 – Clause 11.7.5 – Emeott
Problem - The sentence in the clause about refusing measurements is incomplete
Remedy - Change the sentence to read "However, the execution of each request in the Radio Measurement category is optional and may be refused by the receiving STA by sending a measurement report with the refused bit set in the Measurement Report Mode field if its execution would significantly degrade the station's performance."
Comment – this has been updated by Simon, but our spreadsheet is out of date.
Resolution – accept – Simon has not address
Comment #9 – Clause 11.7.6 – Emeott
Problem - It is not clear what the entry in Table k14 reading "none" means
Remedy - Replace the word none with "Not Allowed" or "Invalid"
Comment – TGe allows a direct connection and so we have specif measurement.
Comment – TGe is not ratified

Resolution – accept 
Comment #10 – Clause 11.7.6 – Emeott

Problem - The first sentence of the fifth paragraph would read better if the words "by default" were added after the text "The Measurement Request elements are processed in sequence".

Remedy - Change the text

Resolution – accept – P51L22 change “sequence,” to “sequence by default,”

  This is an Editoral Comment

Comment #11 - Clause 11.7.6 – Emeott
Problem - The information about autonomous measurements would be much easier to find if it were put in a separate clause
Remedy - Move the two paragraphs near the end of clause 11.7.6 on autonomous reporting of measurements into their own section, following clause 11.7.6, and call it "Autonomous Measurement Report frames"
Resolution – counter – 05/0512r2 deletes these paragraphs
Comment #21 – Clause 11.7.8.1 – Emeott

Problem - The Beacon Report contains a one octet RCPI field.  The PICS do not contain an entry indicating whether RCPI Measurement during Passive Scanning is mandatory or optional.  If the RCPI Measurement during Passive Scanning is optional, the normative text should indicate what a STA should put in the RCPI field of the Beacon Report if it does not support RCPI measurement during Passive Scanning, or should indicate that the STA may refuse the measurement.
Remedy - Insert a row into the PICS with the heading RCPI Measurement during Passive Scanning and a row indicating that Measurement of RCPI on Beacon frames is mandatory, or put text into clause 11.7.8.1 explaining what a STA should put into the RCPI field when it is unable to measure the RCPI of received beacon frames.
Comment – this should have been in the PICs document – no
Resolution – declined – RCPI definition uses 255 to indicate measurement not available.  No PICs modification is required.
Comment #32 – Clause 11.8.2 - Lin
Problem - It says only associated STA can request a neighbor report. If security is not a concern, it should allow any STA to request neightorhood report in order to speed up roaming.
Remedy - If security is not a concern, any STA should be able to request a neighborhood report. If security IS a concern, then it should say only authenticated STA ( if RSN is enabled, it needs to be 802.11i authenticated) can request a neighborhood report.
Resolution – decline – P3:L37 TGk decided all measurement frames are class 3 frames.
Comment #36 – 7.3.2.21.6 - Lin
Problem - There should be a command to ask for measurement of "ALL REGULATORYCLASS" so multiband STA can scan all channels in one request
Remedy - Change table K1 to use 255 to indicate ALL supported regulatory class. When regulatory class field is 1, channel number should be either 0 or 255
Comment – this is not necessary, because you request twice and you are usually on one PHY

Resolution – decline – can only scan what is currently regulatory class.  Actively scanning channels is not legal in any regulatory domain.
3. Conference call ends 9:30.

08/04 Minutes 08:30 
4. Attendance – Paine, Gray, Wang, Kwak

5. Blank Comment Resolution

Comment #71 – Clause 7.3.2.22.4 – Durand

Problem - This is not a channel "load" report, this is a channel "busy" report. Load can have a different meaning and is now called out in 11e, we should use a term different then "load".
Remedy - Change the word "load" to "busy" in all areas in this section
Resolution – deferred – Joe is researching

Comment #72 – Clause 10.3.11 – Durand

Problem - The final paragraph is not enforceable. A station should be able to ignore a measurement request it should NOT be a requirement for the station to respond if it is too busy to do so or is otherwise incapable or the measurement requestor is not authenticated/authorized. Also, the setting for the incapable bit is not necesarily permanent. This is rife for abuse as anyone can request a measurement.
Remedy - Remove the entire final paragraph
Resolution – deferred

Comment #74 – Clause General - Winget
Problem - Unless these measurement requests and responses are protected, an attacker can mislead the reciever of these reports by easily forging the reports…..or, force the STAs to an effective denial of service attack by forcing them to continually go off to do measurements.
Remedy - Unless these measurement requests and responses are protected, an attacker can mislead the reciever of these reports by easily forging the reports…..or, force the STAs to an effective denial of service attack by forcing them to continually go off to do measurements.

Resolution – deferred – 

Comment #89 – Clause 11.7.7 – Estrada
Problem - It is not clear how a station should report the results of periodic or repeated measurements. Should the station respond with a single report for each period, each repetition, or each composite measurement?
Remedy - Clarify the rules for reporting on periodic and repeated measurements.

Resolution – deferred – reclassify to Periodic
Comment #92 – Clause Annex D – Estrada
Problem - The MIB uses a different approach in defining the request table versus the report tables. A single request table contains all parameters required for any request type. But multiple report tables are defined, one for each report type. Wouldn't it be more consistent and cleaner if the MIB used the same approach in defining both tables? As is, I believe the request table must be filled in differently for each request type. Therefore, the originator and the processor of the request must have detailed knowledge of the request attributes. If the request table was arranged like the report tables, with one table defined for each request type, the tasks of originating and processing requests would be cleaner and have fewer bugs.
Remedy - Define multiple request tables, one for each request type. Each table would contain only those attributes necessary for the associated request type. Delete the currently defined all-in-one request table.
Resolution – decline 
Comment #103 – Clause all - Quinn
Problem - It is very difficult to understand what canonical set of measurements are needed to solve which problems.
Remedy - The specification would benefit from identification of sets of measurements that are intended to be used to solve the problems that 11k is setting out to solve.
Resolution – declined - There is no suggested change by the author. Document 05/691rX provides the justification for the 11k measurements.
Comment #104 – Clause all – Prahtik

Problem - It is very difficult to understand the general protocol and sequences of operations in the protocol.
Remedy - The specification would benefit from a "synopsis" section that provides an overview of the purpose and general operation of the protocol. To that end, use-oriented descriptions of an implementation of the protocol would serve well.  Also, protocol timing diagrams (or some such visual aid) would serve to capture the protocol sequence without the clouding (or choking) detail.  These changes would help orient a new reader of the document and provide a guiding context for the detailed technical material that would follow.
Resolution – counter - See document 05/691rX which provides reader orientation, overview,  and justification for the 11k measurements.
Same as #105 and #106

Comment #105 – Clause all - Prahtik

Problem - It is very difficult to understand the purpose and use of the various measurements.
Remedy - The specification would benefit from a description of why the measurement is being defined, and what problem the measurement are intended to solve.  
Resolution – counter - See document 05/691rX which provides reader orientation, overview,  and justification for the 11k measurements.
Comment #106 – Clause all – Prahtik

Problem – It is very difficult to understand what canonical set of measurements are needed to solve which problems.
Remedy – The specification would benefit from identification of sets of measurements that are intended to be used to solve the problems that 11k is setting out to solve.
Resolution – counter - See document 05/691rX which provides reader orientation, overview,  and justification for the 11k measurements.
Comment #109 – Clause 7.3.2.21 - Jokela
Problem - Page 11, lines 6-12. Would it be better to have this text right in the beginning of chapter 7.3.2.21?
Remedy - Consider moving this text to be the first paragraph of 7.3.2.21.
Resolution – accept 

Comment #117 – Clause 7.3.2.21.12 – Jokela

Problem - Pause functionality requires further explanation on how parallel bit is used with that.
Remedy - Clarify how parallel bit is used in case of Measurement Pause Request.
Resolution – deferred

6. Conference call ends 9:30.

08/11 Minutes 08:30 
7. Attendance – Paine, Gray, Wang, Kwak

8. Blank Comment Resolution

Comment #131 – Clause 11.7.5 – Jokela
Problem - First sentence needs clarification. In its current form, sentence mandates a Radio Measurement-capable STA to decode ALL the Measurement Request frames. However, correct rule should be that a Radio Measurement-capable STA shall be able to decode in interpret each Measurement Request frame targeted to it (either individual MAC address match or group MAC address match).
Remedy - Include clarification that a Radio Measurement-capable STA shall be able to decode and interpret only Measurement Request frames targeted to it.
Resolution – accepted – P50:L38  change “decode” to “receive, decode”.  Also change “frame” to “frame addressed to that station”
Comment #132 – Clause 11.7.6 – Jokela

Problem - This It is said that only the most recent received Measurement Request frame is active in the station. STA operation requires additional clarification. If new Measurement Request is received while previous measurement (defined by previous Measurement Request) is still ongoing, STA probably need to stop the old measurement and start new one and STA shall not report back old measurement report (at least if Duration mandatory has been set to 1, in case of it is set to 0 this is becoming bit unclear). Additional clarification is needed if STA has completed the previous measurement but has not reported measurement back while new Measurement Request is received. In this case STA probably also need to discard previous measurement report. Also Measurement Requests shall be treated per requesting STA and only new Measurement Request from the STA that has send earlier Measurement Request shall take precedence over the old one. For example, if non-AP STA 1 request AP to make measurement, a new request from non-AP STA 2 shall not take precedence over it but the requests shall be processed in sequence. In IBSS you may have similar issues if two STAs are requesting measurements from third STA.
Remedy - Clarify STA operation. Clarify measurement requests precedence rules especially in case non-AP STAs are requesting AP to make measurements and in IBSS case.
Resolution – deferred – assigned to Simon Black
Comment #133 – Clause 11.7.6 – Jokela

Problem - "STA schedules the series of periodic measurements before beginning the first measurement in the series". I do not understand what this practically means and what is the normative behaviour that is required from STA.
Remedy – Clarify

Resolution – counter – sentence has been deleted in approved document 05/0438r0

Comment #144 – Clause Annex D – 

Problem - Page 91. dot11BeaconReportEntry shall be made consistent with the definition in 7.3.2.22.6. dot11BeaconRprtCFStatus, dot11BeaconRprtPrivacy and dot11BeaconRprtBSSMode shall be removed and dot11BeaconRprtCababilityInformation shall be added.
Remedy – Modify

Resolution – deferred – assigned to Paul Gray

Comment #159 – Clause 11.7.6 - Kakani

Problem - The first sentence is not consistent with Table k14 since it makes no mention of AP to STA or STA to AP measurements.
Remedy - Remove, or correct sentence
Comment – the second sentence only addresses IBSS

Resolution – deferred – “STA” includes AP in standard definition
Comment #183 – Clause 7.3.2.6 - Hansen

Problem - I think that I am just missing something in the syntax of the MIB, but how is an entry made to the dot11APChannelReportTable when it and all sub-parts of it are marked as MAX-ACCESS "not accessible"? Does this mean that the entire table is not readable or writeable by any entity? If so, then what good is it?
Remedy – deferred – assigned to Paul Gray

Comment #184 – Clause 7.4.2.1 – Hansen

Problem - THIS IS PURE EVIL! I was confused before and managed to get unconfused, but now I see why I had been confused. THERE ARE TWO ACTION FIELDS LABELED MEASUREMENT REQUEST AND THEY ARE DIFFERENT! I CANNOT BELIEVE THIS! I do understand that one is beneath the management action category of Spectrum management and the other is beneath the category  of Radio measurement, but it still creates massive confusion and is simply inviting chaos! This is like getting married, having two children, naming them Qunicy and Rebecca, then getting divorced, remarried and having two more children by the second husband and naming them Qunicy and Rebecca as well - which would be ok if last names are always used, but wouldn't it get confusing inside of the house, where everyone is on a first name basis? Check this out: in 11.7.7, there exists the phrase: "Measurement Request frames contain a field specifying the number of repetitions..." Well, maybe they do and maybe they do not, because this phrase does not explicitly identify the patrilineal ancestry of the "measurement request frame".
Remedy - Get a baby book and choose some different names for your new children. I suggest Quincy for the new Radio Measurement Action Measurement Request frame and Rebecca for the new Radio Measurement Action Measurement Response frame. These are not currently popular names among the hoi polloi, but they do display a degree of class and a certain je ne sais quois. Or use the names Survey request and survey response if you lack the intestinal fortitude to break with a more conventional nomenclature.
Resolution – decline - TGk discussed on how to build on Action Frames defined by spectrum management.  After many discussions it was decided to separate management frames from spectrum management action frames by using a distinct category.  Furthermore, Action Frame format details for radio measurements are segregated into a separate specification section … (see spreadsheet). Same as 59
Comments #227, #546, #230, #231, and 719 are all declined same as #59

Comment #186 – Clause 11.7.7 - Hansen

Problem - There is no explicit indication as to whether this pause affects only Radio Measurement requests or only Spectrum Management measurement requests or both.
Remedy - Fix this the right way by renaming the new Radio Measurement actions of Measurement request and measurement response to Qunicy and Rebecca. Given the lack of existence of the restart and other field in the spectrum action frames, one must assume that the problem will then be fixed by changing the references in this clause to Qunicy and Rebecca rather than measurement request and response.
Resolution- decline – same as 59 
Comments 184, 186, 187, 188, 229, 230, 231, 548, 549, 550, 721, 722, and 723 are all same #59
Comment #200 – Clause 7.2.3.5 - Hansen
Problem - The frame report entry fields are described, but there is no sentence introducing those descriptions. (Sure the caption gives it away, but normally, we do not rely on the captions.)
Remedy - Add the sentence: "The format of the frame report entry field is as shown in figure k15."
Resolution – accept – insert new paragraph before P25:L2 : "The format of the Frame Report Entry Field is shown in Figure k15."
Comments #243, 562, and 735 are all same as comment #200.

Comment #201 – Clause 7.3.2.21.4 – Hansen

Problem - This element seems to give the same information as the Medium sensing time report.
Remedy - Remove the channel load request element and the corresponding channel load report element.
Resolution – decline – Medium sensing time histogram as been deleted

Comment #203 – Clause 7.3.2.22.10 – Hansen

Problem - Table k10 has a very large number of statistics reported.  This appears to be unnecessary.  What is an AP going to do with all this data anyway?  Please provide some informative text justification for these mechanisms and how they can be used.
Remedy - Either provide justification for the huge list or pare it down.  Two or three key statistics would seem to be adequate.
Resolution – decline – Table reference is k11 and station counters are already defined.  Station Statistics Report provides a means of retrieving these counters.
Comments #246, 565, and 738 are all declined same as comment #203
Comment #214 – Clause 7.3.2.22.10 – Liang

Problem - Doesn't SNMP already provide access to these items?
Remedy – Remove this measurement report and its associated request.

Resolution – decline – SNMP is not mandatory for STAs and this report provides means of retrieving selected variables.
Comment #226 – Clause 7.3.2.26

Problem - I think that I am just missing something in the syntax of the MIB, but how is an entry made to the dot11APChannelReportTable when it and all sub-parts of it are marked as MAX-ACCESS "not accessible"? Does this mean that the entire table is not readable or writeable by any entity? If so, then what good is it?
Remedy – Educate me

Resolution – deferred – same #183 assigned to Paul Gray

Comment #244 – Clause 7.3.2.21.4 - Liang
Problem - This element seems to give the same information as the Medium sensing time report.
Remedy – Remove the channel load request element and the corresponding channel load report element.
Resolution – decline – same #201

Comments #563 and 736 are all declined same as comment #201

9. Conference call ends 10:30.

08/18 Minutes 08:30 
10. Attendance – Paine, Gray, Kwak

11. Document 11-05-0842r0 is posted containing only resolved comments through SF-2005 meeting.
12. Blank Comment Resolution

Comment #251 – Clause - Tang
Problem - The medium sensing interval for NAV busy time histogram is not consistent with the measurement name. "Initial NAV time value when set" reflects the contents of the Duration field in the received frames, and not the total NAV busy time.
Remedy - Either change the medium sensing interval to "NAV Busy Time interval"; or change the measurement name to "Duration value histogram"; former is recommended

Resolution – counter – medium sensing time histogram has been deleted
Comment #252 – Clause 11.7.6 - Sarrigeorgidis
Problem - Current draft says "any medium sensing interval smaller than the Bin Offset is ignored and not to be included in the measurement report". This is lost information which may be useful, consider the case in which all the medium sensing intervals are smaller than the Bin Offset. This can be easily conveyed by including this count in the "Total number of medium sensing intervals", since currently this field is simply the sum of Bin densities, and hence redundant
Remedy - Replace the statement "any medium sensing interval smaller than the Bin Offset is ignored and not to be included in the measurement report" by "medium sensing intervals smaller than the Bin Offset are included in the Total Number of Medium Sensing Intervals count"

Resolution – counter – same as #25 Medium Sensing Time Histogram has been deleted

Comment #255 – Clause 

Problem - It should be stated explicitly that in an infrastructure BSS, STA to request another STA to perform measurements is not allowed.  The only indication of such restriction is shown in table k14 under the heading "Receiver Address of Measurement Request Frame" by the word NONE which is not explicit enough.
Remedy - In table k14, under Infrastructure BSS, STA to STA should be marked NOT Allowed or remove the row from the table.

Resolution – accepted – same as #9

Comments which have same resolution as Comment #9 are 1017, 1184, 1336
Comment # 256 – Clause 7.4.2.1 – Milind

Problem - The "Number of repetitions" field is 2 octets and allows up to 65535 repetitive measurements. This is too small for some applications and it requires the implementation to keep tabs on the # of repetitions.
Remedy - Add to the end of line 12: "A value of 0xFFFF in the Number of Repetitions field indicates measurement request elements are executed repeatedly until cancelled."
Resolution – accept – P34L12 add at the end of line “A value of 0xFFFF in the Number of Repetitions field indicates measurement request elements are executed repeatedly until cancelled."
Comment #259 – Clause 7.3.2.21 – Lemberger 
Problem - Table 18 title is in p18 and the table in the next page
Remedy - Arrange the tables and their titles
Resolution - accept P17L20: editor to ensure that Table Title is moved to page 18 adjacent to Table k k5.

Comment #260 – Clause 7.3.2.21 – Lou
Problem - Figure 46g: "Measurement Request" field is undefined.
Remedy - Change "Measurement Request" to "Measurement Request Mode".
Resolution – decline Measurement Request Field defined P11:L1-12

Comment #264 – Clause 7.3.2.22 - Lou
Problem - Need to define a method for terminating a measurement request anytime after the measurement has started due to the change in the traffic condition of the measuring STA.
Remedy - Use one of the Reserved bit in the Measurement Report Mode field (Figure 14) to specify that the requested measurements were terminated prematurely due to a change in the traffic condition of the measuring STA.
Resolution – decline – It is the consensus of the 11k group to not define reason codes.

Comment #265 – Clause 11.7.6 – Lou
Problem - This section describes the basic procedure for requesting and reporting of measurements and thus should be very precise. My suggestion is to group the paragraphs into IBSS and Infrastructure BSS categories for clarity
Remedy - Add 2 subsections: Infrastructure BSS and IBSS and move the appropriate paragraphs under each category.
Resolution – deferred
Comment #275 – Clause 7.3.2.21 and 7.3.2.22 – Steck

Problem - In the following sections a channel is identified by the combination of a single octet Channel Number and a single octet regulatory class identifying the Band:

- 7.3.2.21.4 Channel Load Request

- 7.3.2.21.5 Noise Histogram Request

- 7.3.2.21.6 Beacon Request

- 7.3.2.21.7 Frame Request

- 7.3.2.21.8 Hidden Station Request

- 7.3.2.21.9 Medium Sensing Time Histogram Request

- 7.3.2.22.4 Channel Load Report

- 7.3.2.22.5 Noise Histogram Report

- 7.3.2.22.6 Beacon Report

- 7.3.2.22.7 Frame Report

- 7.3.2.22.8 Hidden Node Report

- 7.3.2.22.9 Medium Sensing Time Histogram Report

However, this approach does not work with 802.11j's extension to the channel number definition, which requires a 2 octet Channelstartingfrequency to be included to select between 4.9GHz and 5GHz bands.

Perhaps it is not a requirement for TGk to cater for changes in unapproved drafts, but that is just storing up problems for the future.

Remedy - Either (i) all of the information elements listed above have a 2 octet Channel Starting Frequency field added, or (ii) the Channel Band field be extended to list 4.9GHz channels to imply dot11ChannelStartingFrequency=8000.
Resolution – deferred -  

Comments  280, 604, 605, 759, 1425, 1578, and #1114 are all deferred same as #275
Comment #278- Clause 3.5.3 - Bray
Problem - What exactly is the difference between RSSI (Received Signal Strength Indicator) and RCPI (Received Channel Power Indicator)? As far as I can tell, they are both power level measurements during received packets. The only difference seems to be that RCPI is reported on falling signals and RSSI on rising signals. If they are measuring the same quantity but rising and falling then the names seem chosen very poorly and they only cause confusion.
Remedy - If the two measurements are the same, but on rising & falling then it would make more sense to name them something like maxRSSI & minRSSI or something similar to express that they are different thresholds of the same quantity.

Resolution – counter – same as 242

Comment #290 – Clause 7.4.2.2 – Kraemer

Problem - Line 8 mentions a "measurement request". The word request is incorrect.
Remedy - Change "request" to "report"
Resolution – accepted – P35:L8 change "Request" to "Report"
Comment #295 – Clause 7.3.2.21- Stephens
Problem - Table 20a.  "Not allowed" is unnecessary and non-standard terminology.  Simply mark the unused codings as reserved
Remedy - Replace "Not allowed" with reserved.
Resolution – accept – replace “Not allowed” with “Reserved” in 3 places P10:L1 Table 28
13. Conference call ends 9:45
08/25 Minutes 08:30 
14. Attendance – Paine, Gray, Kwak

15. Document 11-05-0842r0 is posted containing only resolved comments through SF-2005 meeting.

16. Resolving Medium Sensing Comments, Hidden Station, Request Response
Comment #298 – Clause 7.3.2.21.9 – Stephens
Problem - The medium sensing histogram defines the bin width in slots.  I wonder if:  1. this is well enough defined,   2.   the resolution is good enough.   It may be that the AP wants to try and diagnose a condition where two BSS - one with short slots, and one with longer slots overlap.  Just a thought - I won't be offended if this is rejected.
Remedy – Replace "bin duration" units with microseconds.
Resolution – counter - Medium Sensing Time Histogram has been deleted by group vote at SF2 meeting, 7/05.
Comments which have the same resolution as comment #298 are: 440, 617, 636, 650, 843, 866, 883, 921, 1087, 1095, 1120, 1373, 1374, 1375, 1418, 1420, 1489, 1490, 1491, 1492, 1500, 1501, 1568, 1571, 1573, and 1574.

Comment #251 – Clause 7.3.2.22.9 – Tang
Problem - The medium sensing interval for NAV busy time histogram is not consistent with the measurement name. "Initial NAV time value when set" reflects the contents of the Duration field in the received frames, and not the total NAV busy time.
Remedy - Either change the medium sensing interval to "NAV Busy Time interval"; or change the measurement name to "Duration value histogram"; former is recommended
Resolution – counter – this clause has been deleted.
Comments which have the same resolution as comment #251 are: 252, 588, 622, 654, 932, 985, 1134, 1135, 1136, 1137, 1247, 1371, 1459, 1460, 1461, 1503, 1504, 1505, 1569, 1572, 1575, and 1581.

Comment #51 – Clause 7.3.2.22.8 - Kim, Joonsuk
Problem - Nice try. How can I report on a hidden node, when, if it is truly hidden, I don't know it is there? And if it really is intended to mean that the node is hidden from the STA requesting the measurement, then the question is, how does this reporting STA know that the requesting STA cannot hear that node? This is crazy.
Remedy - Remove this measurement.
Resolution – counter – this clause is deleted

Comments which have the same resolution as comment #51 are: 158, 212, 335, 447, 484, 531, 653, 704, 747, 881, 902, 930, 1088, 1133, 1317, 1462, and 1590.

Comment #43 – Clause 7.3.2.21.8 – Kobayashi
Problem - A Hidden Station is not defined.
Remedy – none
Resolution – counter – previously addressed in hidden station comments

Comments which have the same resolution as comment #43 are: 50, 202, 211, 245, 270, 271, 334, 439, 530, 564, 703, 737, 746, 754, and 931.

17. Call ends 10:30
09/01 Minutes – (No call)
09/08 Minutes 08:30 
18. Attendance – Paine, Gray, Kwak, Black

19. Comment Resolution
Comment #33 – Clause 11.7.8.5
Problem - It is not very clear how station detects potential hidden station.
Remedy - Need more text to describe how this works. It says STA receives a frame but not the acknowledge frame. I think it means STA receives a frame between two other STAs but not the acknowledgement frame.

Resolution – counter – Measurement was deleted 07/05.

Comments which have the same resolution as comment #33 are: 34, 136, 137 (accepted), 216 (accepted), 253 (counter), 254 (counter), 459 (counter), 535(accepted), 694 (accepted), 708 (accepted), 750 (accepted), 876 (accepted), 954 (accepted), 966 (counter), 967 (counter), 1195 (counter), 1196 (counter), 1342 (counter), 1343 (accepted), 1368 (counter), 1369 (accepted), 1370 (accepted), 1409 (accepted), 1531 (counter), 1532 (counter), 1533 (counter), 1588 (counter), 
Comment #29 – Clause 11.7.8.6 – Bilstad

Problem - Page 55 lines 3 contains the word "CCA";  this is not the name of the measurement
Remedy - replace "CCA" with "medium sensing time"
Resolution – counter - 

Comments which have the same resolution as comment #29 are: 30 (counter), 328 (counter), 399 (accepted), 648 (accepted), 864 (accepted), 955 (accepted), 984 (counter), 1197 (counter), 1315 (counter), 1433 (counter), 1443 (counter),  1468 (counter), 1534 (counter), 1535 (counter), 1536 (counter)
Comment #1370 – Clause 11.7.8.5 - Moreton
Problem – What use is this report?
Remedy – Justify, or remove.
Resolution – accepted – remove definition 3.5.6 for Hidden Station

Comment #167 – Clause 11.7.6 - Stolpman
Problem – Page 51, line 25 refers to a 'periodic measurement request element'. This doesn't seem to make sense.

Remedy - Remove
Resolution – accepted – same as comment 1526
Comment #302 – Clause 10.3.14.1.2 – Edney
Problem – Top of page 41, 1st line of table "set" should be "sent"

Remedy – fix typo

Resolution – accept – same as 1086
Comment #306 – Clause 11.8.1 – Edney
Problem - Top of page 56: "…may be considered;" (twice) what do you mean "may be considered"? Did the STA need permission to consider it? I don’t think so. This is too weak - either say "should take precedence" or drop the comment as pointless
Remedy - See comment
Resolution – accept – P56:L4 and L6: change “may be considered” to “should take precedence” 
Comment #307- Clause 11.8.1 – Edney
Problem – "(but not malevolent)" It is irrelevant what are the motives of a "polluting STA" in this case

Remedy – Delete these words

Comment - referes to P56:L10
Resolution – accept – P56:L10 replace “erroneous but not (malevolent) STA” with “errored Beacon Report”
Comment 308 – Clause 11.8.2 – Edney

Problem - "A STA that is not yet associated may send…" No I don’t think so. TGk adopted a position that only associated stations may send measurement requests.
Remedy - The whole concept of including Neighbour Report request with association request should be dropped: (i) It violated the (already adopted) premise that you have to be a member of the BSS to make a request (ii) Association is the time when the AP is most loaded in setting up state and association response time is critical for fast transition. It is bad to put this unnecessary extra operation on the AP at this time (iii) The STA can easily make such a request subsequent to association so there is no need for this

Resolution – accept – Neighbor Report was removed from association request/response. Normative text provided in 05/656r0
Comment #309 – Clause All – Edney
Problem - Security is needed - even if it is not specified in 802.11k, there should be a clause limiting to use of certain function such that they are only allowed where appropriate security services are available
Remedy - Needs new clause to define this restriction

Resolution – declined – need text

Comment #336 – Clause all – Chesson
Problem - New FCC and EU requirements for detecting certain radars in the 5Ghz band will require exceedingly long listen periods whereby an AP would silence the BSS and listen/track radar "events".   The type of events that require this special attention are randomly timed pulses in bursts of 1 to 16 pulses, where each pulse is a non-OFDM signal with 50-80us duration.  The AP is required to leave the channel using TGh-like methods whenever a small number of pulses (e.g. 3-5) are detected in a 10-sec interval.   The randomness of the pulses and the short detect time requirement are difficult meet using only the AP unless the BSS is quiescent for long periods of time.  However, TGk could be modified to allow enabled stations to report radar events to an AP for correlation and processing.  This technique would increase the detection probability and reduce the false detect rate even if only a small subset of associated stations can report radar events.  APs may have to employ forced listen periods that would disrupt QoS applications like voip and greatly reduce network capacity in scenarios where there are no "helper" stations.  But that may be necessary anyway for regulatory certification of APs in 2006.   APs with "helper" stations may be able to experience little or no capacity loss if they can utilize an improved TGk reporting process.   The situation is urgent because regulatory changes are imminent and TGk appears to be the only suitable vehicle that can contribute a solution in time.

Remedy - Add a "Radar Event" report whereby a TGk-enabled station can report the time (TSF value), pulse duration (in us), and power level (perhaps as an rssi value) to the AP.  The station should be able to concatenate several radar events in the same report message sent to the AP.   It may also be useful for the AP to set a minimum power threshold for rejecting events below the threshold, and also setting an event holding interval whereby the reporting station would aggregate events for the specified time period before transmitting a report to the AP.  Means must be provided for the AP to know whether an associated TGk station is radar aware.  If the Task Group accepts the intent and purpose of the comment, I will provide draft text or work with interested members to do so.  
Resolution – deferred – need group discussion.
Comment #342 – Clause 7.2.3.9 – Lauer
Problem - "The DS Parameter Set information element may be present within Probe Request frames generated by STAs using direct sequence PHYs with dot11RadioMeasurementEnabled set to false".  Under what conditions will this occur?
Remedy - Specify exactly under what conditions the DS Parameter Set information element shall be present when dot11RadioMeasurementEnabled is set to false.
Resolution – P6:L6, Table 11, note column: change “set to false” to “set to false in order to prevent unnecessary probe responses on adjacent channels.”
Comment #344 – Clause 7.3.2.22.10 – Malinen
Problem - Table k11 does not describe encoding for dot11 counters. This LB71 comment was not resolved.
Remedy - Describe the exact encoding of the dot11 counters in the Group Identity for a STA Statistics Report on pages 27-28. Something like "Counters are encoded as 32-bit values in big endian byte order." could be used here (or were these supposed to be in little endian byte order like most of the 802.11 is?).

Resolution – deferred – assigned to Joe Kwak
Comment #345 – Clause Annex D – Malinen
Problem - Complex description of what is included in dot11BeaconRprtReceivedElements. This LB71 comment was deferred.
Remedy - Change "All fields, except Timestamp, Beacon interval and Capability Information" with "All information elements". Similar change was already done in text portion of beacon report.

Resolution – differed – assigned to Paul

20. Call ends 10:30
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