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1. Thursday Afternoon Session, January 19, 2006

1.2. Opening

1.2.1. Call to order

1.2.1.1. RichardPaine (Richard): I call the meeting to order.

1.2.1.2. Meeting convened at 1330 hours.

1.2.1.3. Richard:  Since SimonB is not here I’d like to modify the agenda to move him to later:

Secretary
Azimuth - Ecclesine (30min)

Clause 10 Black (30min)

Normative Text Review (06/0118r2) – Kwak (1 hour)

Ganesh – Comment Resolutions (15 min)

Annex D Comment Resolution Vote

Vancouver Minutes Vote

Conference Call Minutes Vote

Paine Comments Vote

Kwak Votes 06/0118r2, 06/0120r2 and 06/0183r1

Recirc LB Review

Timeline Review

Motions

1.2.1.4. Richard:  Is there any objection to the agenda?  None. Very well, we shall begin with Peter.

1.3. Process

1.3.1. Presentation of Document 06/0047r3 and comment resolutions

1.3.1.1. Peter Ecclesine presented document 06/0047r3 covering suggested changes for Location.  The document has been on the server more than 4 hours.  Clauses 7 and 11 as well as annexes I and J have been included, with changes to update specific items including LCI, fields, azimuth details, and channel identified as incomplete in the previous version based on comments from the TGk and TGv bodies.  

1.3.1.2. Ganesh:  How was the channel information modified?

1.3.1.3. Peter:  When we took the vote, classes I and J had to be included into the PHYs.  These comments address incompleteness with respect to the regulatory-related information.

1.3.1.4. The presentation addresses the comments from the spreadsheet; I have recommended responses to comments on the spreadsheet  06/0048r2:

1.3.1.5. Comment  618 Originally Counter, now changed to decline, as suggested by  JoeK

1.3.1.6. Comment 1000 now changed to Accept (also suggested by JoeK), providing reference 06/0047r3, 

1.3.1.7. Comment 1058 Decline based on requirement that transmitter must be located a specific distance from the border, or must avoid operation near radio repair depots for satellite earth stations.  802.11k will operate in these areas, so we shall need to observe these protections.

1.3.1.8. Comment1059 Decline, as TGu and TGv are working on E911 requirements

1.3.1.9. Comment 1135 now changed to Accepted.

1.3.1.10. Comment 1251 Clarifying text was added to explain Latitude Requested Resolution and “requested in” changed to “requested for”.

1.3.1.11. Comment 1421 is Declined 

1.3.1.12. Comment 1431 follows LB78 resolution resolved via little Endian specification

1.3.1.13. Comment 1459 Declined.

1.3.1.14. That concludes the comment resolutions, details can be found in the spreadsheet.

1.3.1.15. Peter:  I wish to move:

1.3.1.16. “Move to accept the resolutions for TGk LB78 comments
as written in spreadsheet 06/0048r2 and doc 06/0047r3,
deleting the 06/0047r3 7.3.2.22 fourth and fifth
paragraphs and inserting those paragraphs after the
third paragraph of 11.11.9.8 of 06/0047r3;

1.3.1.17. Furthermore changing the resolution of the comments in 06/0048r2 as follows:

1.3.1.18. Comment 618 change to Decline

1.3.1.19. Comment 1000 change to Accept

1.3.1.20. Comment 1135 change to Accept

1.3.1.21. and instruct the TGk editor to apply the changes and
instructions therein.”

1.3.1.22. Moved PeterE.  Second Floyd Simpson

1.3.1.23. Discussion? Yes.

1.3.1.24. FloydS: On comment 618, what was the audit trail?

1.3.1.25. Peter:  Proper resolution was to decline.

1.3.1.26. Richard: Is there any further discussion? No.

1.3.1.27. 8 For, 0 Against, 1 Abstain.  The motion passes.

1.3.2. Presentation of Document 05/1049 and comment resolutions

1.3.2.1. Richard: Next Simon Black will present the Clause 10 review.

1.3.2.2. Simon: I would like to discuss some comments from 05/1049r3: 1289 and 1077.  I have experienced editing difficulties that prevented me from resolving some items (particularly tables and figures).  As a matter of urgency I would like to discuss how to avoid this in the future.  I want to avoid getting these comments around again. Both of these comment resolutions have required rewrites of clause 10:

1.3.2.3. Comment 1077 by Tim Olsen regarding Link Margin primitives.  I’d like to ask what the intent was.  Do we want to mitigate to a single link margin primitive?  We have two sets of primitives now.

1.3.2.4. JoeK:  I would like to retain them as separate.

1.3.2.5. SimonBlack:  Tim. If we keep them separate and reply accordingly in the comment resolution will you be happy?

1.3.2.6. TimO:  Yes.

1.3.2.7. Comment 1289 was one of my comments regarding ability to let APs just send neighbor reports.  Is that what we would like to do?  Anyone?  No reply.  

1.3.2.8. FloydS:  We have that now?

1.3.2.9. SiimonB:  We are inconsistent.  My assumption will be to change clause 10 to allow unsolicited neighbor reports. I shall now write text for these comment resolutions.  This would be ready for the ad-hoc or 1st thing in March, observing four hour rule time.

1.3.3. Presentation of Document 06/0193r0 and comment resolutions

1.3.3.1. Richard: JoeK, you are next on the agenda.

1.3.3.2. JoeK: I yield to Ganesh.

1.3.3.3. Richard: Is there any objection to reversing Joe and Ganesh?  No. The agenda is so changed.

1.3.3.4. Ganesh:  I would like to cover 15 comments summarized in Powerpoint 06/0193r0 derived from spreadsheets 05/1230r3 and 06/0152r1.  Let us begin with comments 435, 796, and 797 countering with S/N ratio specified by format in 7.3.1.22.

1.3.3.5. All other comments are accepted, and were editorial comments.

1.3.3.6. Normative text is shown in 05-1231r3 and 06-0151r1.

1.3.3.7. Are there any comments before I move on? None.

1.3.4. Presentation of Document 06/00152r1 and comment resolutions

1.3.4.1. Ganesh: The next set of comments is covered in 06-0152r1 section 11.13 Link Measurement

1.3.4.2. There are three comments from TimO, 16, 17, 18 referring to page 72.  I propose to remove the offending paragraph because the information is correctly treated in 7.3.2.18. from TGh.

1.3.4.3. Simon:  There will be a PICS change as a result of your resolution.  The PICS cross-reference will have to be re-directed.

1.3.4.4. Comment 957 – mechanism to ensure that use of link measurement is properly stated. Information added to prevent overuse of link measurement request of AP.

1.3.4.5. Comment 238 – Under what condition would link margin be zero?  Link margin is part of TPC Report element.  For more details consult the document.

1.3.4.6. I wish to move:

1.3.4.7. Accept the resolutions for TGk LB78 comments as described in docs 05/1231/r3 and 06/151r1 --- instruct the editor to apply the changes and instructions therein, and to change

1.3.4.8. 05/1231r3 --- change 7.4.5.4:  the RSNI description unit from ‘dBm’ to ‘dB’.

1.3.4.9. Moved Emily Qi (Ganesh cannot move) Seconded Joe Kwak

1.3.4.10. JoeK:  Ganesh did not change the comment resolution contact name to “Ganesh”, so responses may go to Tim/Joe.  Is that OK, Tim?

1.3.4.11. Tim: Yes.

1.3.4.12. JoeK: OK

1.3.4.13. Richard: Is there discussion on the motion? None.  Let us vote.

1.3.4.14. 10 For, 0 Against, 1 Abstain.  The motion passes.

1.3.5. Presentation of Document 06/0118r0 and comment resolutions

1.3.5.1. Richard:  Joe, are you ready?

1.3.5.2. JoeK.  Yes.  I shall be working from document 06/0118r2

1.3.5.3. SimonBlack:  I cannot open that document.

1.3.5.4. JoeK: The file is apparently damaged.  We shall review r0 instead and catch up on the few r2 resolutions that will remain later.  The corresponding spreadsheet is 06/1119r0.  JoeK covered a large number of changes to the text by scrolling though the document and verbally highlighting changes.    The document has change bars and strikethroughs noted.  [Most of the important changes highlighted were listed in these minutes by the secretary, but the document should be viewed for a complete inventory.]

1.3.5.5. These changes addressSimon’s comment on 802.11 frames, better description of antenna detection, removing “in use”, RCPI rework, rewording the ACPI definition, changing the Load Information Element to migrate 802.11e to QBSSLoadElement, applying the same change to the probe response body, changing the non-QAP reference, inserting paragraphs for element IDs into a table, addressing Channel Load Request,  and responding to Peter’s request to rearrange regulatory class (regulatory class reworked to correct description—now channel set.  Channel number indicates channel number for replies as part of regulatory class), the noise histogram was changed, order of SSID management request was rearranged, duration wording changed, BSSID field clarifications were added, and reporting condition was reworded (non-zero values only for repeated measurements).

1.3.5.6. SimonB:  We need to tighten up “shalls” and “wills” and reconcile with normative/descriptive text locations.   The editor may be able to deal with this.  Are you sure you haven’t precluded repeated measurements?

1.3.5.7. JoeK: Yes.  I’ve also improved the description of averaging of reference level wherever it occurs in the document, added threshold offset clarification and unit definition, including offsets positive and negative, moved the SSID element description to the end, moved statistics request tables K4 and K8 (covered in another section), and fixed Channel Load Report and channel /regulatory class as before.  I moved more information from clause 7 to 11, corrected the Antenna ID reference (added plurality of antennas), corrected the RPI table, and Beacon report channel and regulatory references.  I corrected the error in RSNI value (dB), and adjusted Parent TSF field terminology that the beacon uses for time stamps.  The truncate definition was also solidified.

1.3.5.8. Frame report was updated for channel/regulatory, and correction of RSNI units later in the document, along with Antenna ID.  I also clarified non-zero measurement report format reconciling the fact that counters are always positive integers.

1.3.5.9. SimonB:  I am uncomfortable with the 2’s complement format.  I suggest that we ensure that the same format is used throughout.

1.3.5.10. JoeK: [resumes] The .11CountersGroup and .11StatitisticsGroup were edited, and the MIB variable was changed to small “v” for “voip”.  The AP Channel Report was updated for regulatory class, and Antenna choice was clarified for transmit and receive cases.  The Measurement Duration parameter was also clarified. The measurement procedure with respect to pilot and beacon (or equivalent procedure) description was also improved.

1.3.5.11. SimonB: How do you measure compliance? [Extended discussion]

1.3.5.12. Richard: Simon and Joe might be able to work this out during the break.

1.4. Closing

1.4.1. Recess

1.4.1.1. Richard: It is time for the break. Is there any objection to recessing for the break?  No.

1.4.1.2. Recess at 1530 hours.

1.5. Opening

1.5.1. Call to order

1.5.1.1. RichardPaine (Richard): I call the meeting to order.

1.5.1.2. Reconvene at 1600 hours

1.6. Process

1.6.1. Continuation of Presentation of Document 06/0118r0 and comment resolutions

1.6.1.1. Richard: We will invite JoeK to continue with his summary of edits and resolutions.

1.6.1.2. JoeK:  Continuing the review of 06/0118r0, I have added clarification about Station Selected mode and Probe Response frame processing. Specifically the two “problem” paragraphs highlighted yesterday were improved via changes to “repeated” vs. “iterative” descriptions.  Regulations may preclude scanning some channels, and wildcard requests are supported with this change.  You must complete the scan before moving on.  Figure misalignment on Report Timing was corrected, and Channel Load Report was moved from clause 7 (calculation of load value). The Average Noise Power Indicator description was expanded to allow noise histogram densities to be used for calculations.  RCPI definition and power for received frame was also clarified.

1.6.1.3. [Miscellaneous spelling and other editorial errors were also covered in the presentation but are not contained in the minutes].  Refer to the listed document for detail.

1.6.1.4. JoeK: Changes were also applied to the MIB: RSNI Object MIB had the wrong unit, misspellings were corrected; other wrong units were also corrected.  The comments that precipitated these corrections indicate the body members are reading the MIB, which is good.

1.6.1.5. JoeK:  If everyone is satisfied with the summary, I would like to propose a motion to address all of the comments:

1.6.1.6. Move to accept the TGK LB78 comment resolutions as written in document 06/0120r2 and instruct the TGk editor to incorporate the changes found in document 06/0118r0 in the next TGk draft.

1.6.1.7. Moved Joe Kwak. Second Simon Black

1.6.1.8. Richard:  Is there any discussion on the motion? No.  Very well, let us vote.

1.6.1.9. 7 For, 0 Against, 0 Abstain.  The motion passes.

1.6.2. Presentation of Document 06/0183r1 and comment resolutions

1.6.2.1. JoeK: We shall next review changes to normative text to modify RNPI and RSNI referencing document 06/183r1.  This corrects RNPI and RSNI definitions developed in Garden Grove.  The edits allow other methods of computation to permit more generalized RNPI and RSNI.  We now indicate that RSNI is defined such that “255” means “not available”.  A paragraph has been added to allow use of any IPI method on an idle channel.  A station may use FIFO of values in an idle channel to calculate IPI at any convenient time.  These edits cover comments 267 and1563.

1.6.2.2. SimonB: Should Tim be here for the vote?

1.6.2.3. JoeK:  That’s probably not necessary.

1.6.2.4. Richard: Is there any more discussion?  No.

1.6.2.5. JoeK: I wish to move:

1.6.2.6. Move to instruct the editor to incorporate the changes found in document 06/0183r1 in the next TGk draft.

1.6.2.7. Moved Joe Kwak.  Second Floyd Simpson

1.6.2.8. 5 For, 0 Against, 1 Abstain.  The motion passes.

1.6.3. Presentation of Document 06/0119r1 and comment resolutions

1.6.3.1. Richard: Paul Gray would like to move 06/0119r1 changes into the draft document including numbering changes, addition of pre-authentication, MIB management error corrections, addition of LCI latitude resolution and triggered QoS detail, correction of many spelling changes, changing request element from request frame, and specification of lat/long resolution.  The changes are keyed to comments in spreadsheet 05/1217r2.

1.6.3.2. Richard:  It appears that the station statistics group ID must also be changed (looks through document).  There were also comments regarding verbose MIB changes.

1.6.3.3. The group agrees that the editor should be able to streamline the MIB paragraphs (edit down and couple to reference).

1.6.3.4. Richard: The QoS report Bin0 change was misplaced, and moved to correct it.

1.6.3.5. Comment 276 on spreadsheet appears resolved but has no response text. The group agrees to defer until after approval of all other edits.

1.6.3.6. Comment 765 was declined with modification of response to: “Absence of SSID element is different than zero-length SSID”

1.6.3.7. Richard:  We’ll deal with this specially when we get to the motion.

1.6.3.8. Comment 981 from Simon Barber was sent back to the editor.

1.6.3.9. Comment 1009 by Peter Ecclesine was requires regulatory class correction and was marked “deferred”.

1.6.3.10. Comments 1124/1125 from Tim Olsen:  Left blank by agreement

1.6.3.11. Richard:  I propose the following motion, but cannot move.

1.6.3.12. Move to accept the TGK LB78 resolutions as written in document 05/1217r2 (filtered on “Annex D”) (except comments 1210 and 1287 to be deferred and 785 to be declined) and instruct the TGk editor to incorporate the changes found in document 06/0119r1 in the next TGk draft.

1.6.3.13. Moved Simon Black.   Second Joe Kwak

1.6.3.14. Richard:  Is there discussion on the motion? No.  Let us vote.

1.6.3.15. 8 For, 0 Against, 0 Abstain.  The motion passes.

1.6.3.16. Richard: Now we must work agenda items to move forward procedurally.  I offer text for a motion:

1.6.4. Approval of Vancouver Minutes

1.6.4.1. Move to accept the Vancouver minutes found in 05/1177r4

1.6.4.2. Moved Joe Kwak.  Second Simon Black

1.6.4.3. Richard: Is there discussion on the motion? No.  Let us vote.

1.6.4.4. 8 For, 0 Against, 0 Abstain.  The motion passes.

1.6.5. Approval of Teleconference Minutes

1.6.5.1. Richard: I offer text for a motion:

1.6.5.2. Move to accept the Vancouver to Waikoloa teleconference minutes found in 05/1261r3

1.6.5.3. Moved Joe Kwak.  Second Bob Miller

1.6.5.4. Richard:  Is there discussion on the motion?  No. Let us vote.

1.6.5.5. 7 For, 0 Against, 0 Abstain.  The motion passes.

1.6.5.6. Richard.  We need to set up empowerment for teleconferences, as well:

1.6.6. Motion to Empower Teleconferences

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

1.6.6.2. Moved Simon Black.  Second Joe Kwak

1.6.6.3. Richard:  Is there discussion on the motion.  None.  Let us vote.

1.6.6.4. 7 For, 0 Against, 0 Abstain.  The motion passes. 

1.6.7. Vote on Comment Resolutions in Document 06/0080r0

1.6.7.1. Richard:  Joe have we taken care of all your resolutions?

1.6.7.2. JoeK: Yes.  I wish to move:

1.6.7.3. Move to accept the resolutions for TGk LB78 comments as documented in 06/0080r0 (with written text in 06/0028r0), 06/0082r1, 06/0083r0, 06/0093r0, 06/0094r0, 06/0096r0, 06/0097r0, 06/0099r0, 06/0100r0, 06/0101r0 (except comment 1028 that was moved to Joe Kwak), 06/0102r0, 06/0104r0, 06/0105r0, 06/0106r0, 06/0107r1, 06/0108r0, 06/0109r0, 06/0110r0, 06/0113r1, 06/0114r0, 06/0115r0, 06/0116r1, and 06/0117r1 and instruct the TGk editor to apply the changes and instructions therein.
1.6.7.4. Moved Joe Kwak.  Second Hansen

1.6.7.5. Richard:  Are we satisfied that all of these document references are correct?

1.6.7.6. [Members of the group examine them to ensure accuracy]

1.6.7.7. Richard:  Since the references appear OK, is there any discussion on the motion?  No.  Very well, let us vote.

1.6.7.8. 7 For, 0 Against, 0 Abstain.  The motion passes.

1.6.8. Discussion of Editor Empowerment for Recirculation Ballot

1.6.8.1. Richard: I offer the following motion text.  Do we need this motion?

1.6.8.2. Move to empower the TGk editor to create a draft 4.0 for review by the TG and possible recirculation LB.

1.6.8.3. Black:  I do not think we need this, because we still have many comments to process.  It seems unlikely that we can resolve them rapidly enough to meet the needs for a recirculation LB.

1.6.8.4. Richard: Do we hold off the deferred comments until Denver?

1.6.8.5. Black: Yes. We do not require this motion (or a 15 day LB motion).

1.6.8.6. Group: Agreed: The motion is not required.

1.6.9. Motion for Ad Hoc Meeting

1.6.9.1. Richard: I suggest the following motion:

1.6.9.2. Move to hold a TGk ad hoc in San Mateo on February 20 and 21.

1.6.9.3. Kwak:  This is a face-to-face meeting?

1.6.9.4. Richard: Yes, for those on the West Coast, but others may dial in. [Discussion] The group decides to hold a face-to-face meeting with most TGk  members present as a better alternative.

1.6.9.5. Richard: I wish to move:

1.6.9.6. Move to hold a TGk ad hoc at DeviceScape in Brisbane, CA on February 21, 22, and 23.

1.6.9.7. Moved Joe Kwak. Second Simon Barber

1.6.9.8. Richard:  Is there discussion on the motion?  No.  Let us vote.

1.6.9.9. 5 For, 0 Against,  4 Abstain.  The motion passes.

1.6.9.10. Richard: Are there any other items to be considered?  Yes. 

1.6.9.11. JoeKwak:  06/00118r1 has been uploaded, but it is really r2.  I would like the group to consider page 4, and a new definition for the antenna connector parameter.  I would like feedback on this, please.

1.6.9.12. Richard: Before we adjourn, let us look at the timeline.  I think we shall go for recirculation at Denver, so sponsor ballot probably won’t be in May.  The earliest opportunity would be July, and then recirculation would be in September at the earliest, allowing 40 days for sponsor ballot.  Final completion would then move to January 2007.  However, the Standards Board does not meet until March.  Final WG and EC approval would then move to the next Plenary, or March 2007.

1.6.9.13. The group empowered Richard to project the timeline.

1.6.9.14. Richard:  Are there any other questions on the timeline or any other issues?  When can we expect a document?

1.6.9.15. SimonBarber: The updated document will be finished within the next two weeks, and the draft will be available by the time of the ad-hoc.

1.6.9.16. Richard:  Thank you, all.  I believe we have been productive.

1.7. Closing

1.7.1. Recess

1.7.1.1. Richard: Since we have completed as much work as possible and our agenda is complete, is there any objection to adjourning this TGk meeting?  None. Very well, we are adjourned.

1.7.1.2. Group adjourned at 1800 hours.
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