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05/15/06 AM1 Session:  

Meeting called to order at 10:30 AM EST
1. Chair demonstrated the online attendance sign-up

2. Chair provided the standard IEEE policies and procedures.

a. Patent Policy – Chair read and reviewed new Patent Policy
b. Inappropriate Topics – Chair read and reviewed the Policy
c. Documentation and Presentation rules
d. LB 83 Discussion
e. Current LB 83 Comment spreadsheet is 06/584r5 

3. The group has not raised any knowledge of existing patents

4. Comment resolution Assignments in -- 540/r64 
5. Goal of the Jacksonville meeting – LB83 Technical Comment Reolution, get all LB83 technical comments resolved. 
6. 5 of the LB78 ‘No’ voters that did not vote in LB83 have changed their No votes to Yes. 

7. LB results are in the IEEE document server (802.11 url)

8. Re-assigned Comments assigned for resolution to Simon Black to Ganesh Venkatesan

9. Re-assigned comments assigned for resolution to Tim Olson to Brian Hart

10. Peter E asked for a specific time to be setup to address comments that ask for removal of features in .11k. Tentative time is on Thursday PM slot (5/18/06) 

11. 80% of the editorial comments from LB83 were addressed in TGk teleconferences

12. Peter E, proposes that the task group review editorial comments in 06/584r5, bring in the result of the review  to a 5/15/06 PM session.  

13. Agenda for today – 

a. Jokela presentation on “Measurement Pilot Transmission Information as optional information in Probe Response and Neighbor Report” 06/644r1. Normative text in 06/643r0.
b. Vote on minutes from Denver/Teleconferences

c. 8 PM EST vote on 06/584r5

d. PICS resolutions

14. 06/643r0 addresses LB83 comment 292. Discussion on the presentation: 

a. Qi raised the option of using a new element versus defining a sub-element.  Kwak proposed using the proposed element as mandatory instead of optional (add it as mandatory prior to the extensible portion of the Neighbor Report)
b. What if the Measurement Pilot Infotmation field is incorrect? The optimization would fail but would not hurt anything.
15. Query for more volunteers  to own and resolve LB83 comments 
a. Reconcile .11k draft with .11m changes (Annex-I and Annex-J) not an issue till .11k recirculates again
Straw Poll

Do you support the Measurement Pilot information in the Neighbor Report as in 06-644r3.

Yes: 8


No:  0 


Don’t care: 1
16. Is there an interest in someone owning the .11k editor role?  

17. Joe proposes that we complete (as a group) addressing  all editorial comments. Unanimously approved

a. Proposal by Hart -- Comments on the “Introduction” section of the draft are to be declined as out-of-scope. This section is to be deleted when .11k merges with the main standard.

Recess till 13:30
Resumed at 13:35

Motion

Move to recess till 19:30 EST – Approved unanimously.

Recess till 19:30 EST
Resumed at 19:32 EST

Motion

Move to accept the Denver minutes found in 06/0436r8

Moved: kwak 
Seconded: Bob

For: 5 

Against:  0
 
Abstain: 0

Motion Passes
Motion

Move to accept the Mar-May teleconference minutes found in 06/0533r5

Moved: kwak 
Seconded: Bob

For: 5 

Against: 0 

Abstain: 0

Motion Passes

Motion

Move to accept the Accepted/Countered/Declined comments in the spreadsheet in 06/0584r5

Moved: Ganesh 

Seconded: Kwak
For: 5

Against: 0 

Abstain: 6
Motion Passes

Richard relinquishes chair to Harry Worstell.

06-703/r0 Comment Resolutions by Richard Paine

Discuss LB83 Comment 159  (LB78 1561) --  

Kwak – Copy “The draft specifies a standardized measurement protocol and set of measurements.  This is required for interoperability.   When and why to make measurements is outside the scope of the draft”., as resolution. A suggested remedy is missing.

Worstell recommended that specifying a framework will unnecessarily limit implementation and curb innovation.
The task group unanimously asgreed to decline this comment.

Comment – 172 In every letter ballot <Fix This>
The task group unanimously asgreed to the comment resolution.

Comment – 390 “there is no general link test provided”

Straw Poll requested by Simon Barber – do you support a simple frame generator at layer-2 so that wireless performance can be measured rather than end-to-end?

For: 1

No: 6

Abstain: 2

Motion:

Link measurement request and report provide the means for a layer 2 wireless link test. Prior TG discussions have concluded that more elaborate link diagnostic tests are appropriate for implementation in higher layers. 
Motion to accept the above resolution for the comment.

Moved: Ganesh

Seconded: Brian Hart

For: 6 

Against:
1
Abstain:1

Motion Passes

Comment – 399 “Add a new requested information element (that can be request in a probe request) that lists all the BSSIDs that are co-located with identical RF characteristics”

Kwak – this is currently being addressed in TGv. Was considered in TGk but never completed. 05-1120/r6 in TGv addresses it.
Roger – not addressing this issue in TGk may render some measures useless. Will diminish TGk measure’s value. Co-located BSSIDs are becoming ubiquitous.
Simon – if it is within TGk’s PAR we should do it in TGk. Can we move the solution provided by TGv and move it to TGk.
Brian –  Are there are security issues with co-located BSSIDs

Mike – With dense deployments, not having this mechanisms makes it worse

Bob – Misuse of TGk measures can be detrimental to the network performance.  TGk’s goal is to devise primitive measurements. 

Frank – If the desire is to move the solution from TGv to TGk how would it work? TGk/TGv does not matter. It only decides how soon/late will this feature be available
Straw Poll: Are you in favor of adding a new request information element (that can be requested in a probe request)  to TGk draft that lists all the BSSIDs that are co-located with identical RF characteristics?
For: 4

No: 5

Abstain: 0
Recess until Thusrday 5/18/06  08:00 AM EST
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