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Abstract

This document contains the meeting minutes from the TGT Task Group Teleconference on July 28, 2005.


Recorded attendees (more may have attended – please send updates to TG Chair):

Alimian, Areg

Wright, Charles

Kobayashi, Mark

Victor, Dalton

Foegelle, Michael

Tolpin, Alexander (Sasha)

Shyy, D J

Alexander, Tom

Skidmore, Roger

Proceedings:

Charles opened the teleconference at 9.05 AM. Tom Alexander was appointed secretary for the teleconference as Will Smith was traveling. The agenda was discussed and approved without dissent.

Charles noted that the meeting report and closing slides had been posted on the server, and referred to some documents mentioned therein. He said that Will Smith was a likely candidate for permanent TG secretary.

Charles then gave a brief summary of the meeting proceedings at the San Francisco Plenary. There were 5 proposals for metrics and methodologies presented, of which two were voted into the draft via motions (documents 11-05/0661r0 and 11-05/0712r0). He requested Tom to give a brief summary of the draft progress. Tom noted that he was going through the usual process of pasting the contribution text into the FrameMaker draft and then making it conform to the requirements of the IEEE Standards Style Manual. The contributors had been quite helpful in terms of providing the original figures (some redrawn in black and white) for use in the draft. Things were still on track for a delivery of the draft on schedule.

Question: Are we still accepting proposals? Answer: Yes, absolutely. There are several open areas that need to be filled.

Roger noted that he was expecting to submit a proposal in time for the next meeting, and possibly in time for discussion at the next teleconference. D J Shyy also stated his interest in making a proposal.  Charles said that these would be welcome, there was time in the teleconferences for discussion of new proposals.

There was a notion of starting a TG internal review, but given the need for more proposals we decided to review the draft in teleconferences instead. There would also be a full teleconference for discussing new proposals. In addition, there would be a two week period where we could review the new draft (D0.3) offline and then have a teleconference to discuss it. Charles noted that it was much preferred to submit written comments with a proposed solution, rather than making verbal comments or only pointing out issues. There was in fact some discussion in the CAC about rejecting (official Letter Ballot) comments where the commenter did not provide a proposed solution.

Charles also said that Tom would be free to make any agreed-upon editorial changes to the draft following the reviews in the teleconferences, but technical changes agreed to during the teleconferences could not be incorporated until after approval in the regular meeting. Thus any technical changes should be brought as actions into the Garden Grove meeting.

Question: Is there a deadline for not accepting any more proposals? Answer: there is no formal deadline, but once the draft has been circulated in letter ballots and 75% approval or greater has been achieved, then the draft goes into recirculation ballots, and at that time you are only supposed to comment on parts of the draft which have been changed. At that time you should not expect to see new proposals being accepted. The timeline on the 802.11 website says that that point would occur around May 2006. Thus the prime time for proposals would be in the next three meetings; even if you don't have a fully developed proposal, it is a good idea to socialize a proposal among the group.

Question: Can we submit different proposals for metrics vs. methodologies? Answer: we would really want to see the methodology submitted with the metric. However, if the metric can be performed in different environments, then as long as one specifies the environments under which the test can be performed, then it's OK to refer to other environments already in the draft.

Question: If we decide to present something in a teleconference, how far in advance would you need to know in order to allocate time? Answer: If it turns out that we have too many presentations for the next teleconference, then perhaps people would consider extending the time by 1/2 hour. The teleconference participants generally agreed.

Charles noted that if someone wished to submit a presentation, then he would like to have a notification by no later than noon on Wednesday of the previous day.

There were no further questions, so Charles reminded everyone that the next teleconference was in 2 weeks, and closed the conference calls.

The teleconference ended at 9.30 PST.

Action Items:

None.
Next Conference Call:

August 11, 2005. 
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