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07/17/06 08:00 Session:  

Meeting called to order at 8:02
In attendance – Gray, Durand, Kwak, 
1. 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. LB83 Comment Resolution

e. Attendance

f. Security

2. Status Update
514: Voter Pool

308: Approve
73  : Do Not Approve
44  : Abstain

425 : Total Votes Cast

Return Ratio: 82.5 %
This return ratio is valid if it exceeded the 50% acceptance level (514 Voters)

Ballot Approval: 80.8 %
With this result the balloted draft passed both the 75% approval level and the 50% return ratio acceptance level per the 802.11 WG and 802 LMSC P&Ps.

3. Presentation of Agenda – passes unanimously
4. Technical Presentation – Vendor Specific Sub Elements – 11-06-0921r0  - Brian Hart
a. Addresses comment #416 in 06/584r5
b. Comments on the draft

Question:  This will allow them in report? How do you request them?  Answer – augment this presentation with a request mechanism.  It is normally out-of-band and sent automatically.
5. Technical Presentation – LCI  – 11-06-0778r1  - Peter Ecclesine

a. Deferred Comments 
6. Technical Presentation – Measurement Pilot (Floyd Simpson)  - Joe Kwak

a. Address comment #200 

Straw Poll
Do you support the proposed resolution to decline comment 200 as presented in the 07/17/06 ad hoc by Joe Kwak in document 06/969r0.

Yes: 9 

No: 0
b. #457 – need more time to clarify
c. #396 – Use received frames as the RCPI and RSNI - decline
This is an option with 11n.
This was looked at in 11h.

Author (Simon Barber) will research 11n and accepts the declination.

#387 – decline 
Simon - author assertion is that it will cause collisions.  4,000 frames per seconds.  You might hear 10 other access points as client you might have 1,000 frames/second .
Matta – Virtual APs or multi BSSIDs will exacerbate this problem.
Joe – the value was for legacy clients.

Matta- The cost is too great for marginal saving

Simon Barber – The one case is when a cell phone is moving from an area of no-coverage to an area of coverage.  This will save 10X on joining the network.

Roger Durand – People “for this measurement” are focused on power-save for handheld and the people “against this measurement” are focused on excessive use of the medium.  Maybe we could add a restrictive clause to when it is sent.  Active probing is used extensively.
Peter – With TGn you have multiple channel widths which adds additional complexity. 
Simon Barber – place restrictions measurement pilot be transmitted with lowest QoS priority category.

Chair – how do we get this to recirculation?
Straw Poll

Do you support the proposed resolution to decline comment 387 (keep measurement pilot) as presented in the 07/17/06 ad hoc by Joe Kwak in document 06/969r0.

Yes:  6

No: 3
d. #398 – Noise Histogram Restrict submitted by Simon Barber

Simon Barber (Author) – would like to leave this in so refactoring might be done later

Joe – We have repetition throughout the document.

Simon – 11k is worse than the rest of the draft.

Decision made to decline and Simon will resubmit.

7. Technical Presentation – 7.3.2.21.7  - Matta 11-06-0986r0 (this was spreadsheet on screen)
a. All editorial
8. Technical Presentation – 7.3.2.2(1&2).7  Frame Report - Matta 11-06-0986r0 (this was spreadsheet on screen)

a. Average RCPI -  restate as “Average of all frame received during measurement duration”
b. Frame Count – them problem is that it is limited to 1 bit – suggestion to 2 bits
c. Comments

Joe Kwak – there are mechanisms in the spec that are already defined.

Matta – There should be flexibility to collect a large number of frames from a particular AP.

Simon Barber – question on implementation – should it be a parallel measurement.

Everyone agreed to make it a moving average of last 100 frames (exponential moving average).
9. Technical Presentation – Controversial Comments – Ganesh

a. Comment #650 & 316 can be resolve with Joe Kwak’s presentation 785r0 
b. Comment #12 – Noise Histogram should be optional – we voted on declining these comments in Jacksonville reference 692r3 – Minutes from Jacksonville.
c. Comment #716 – QoS Metric is now an optional measurement.  We will need a vote during the meeting to resolve.
10.   Technical Presentation – Marty’s comments – Paine

a. We need somebody to resolve these comments.

b. Comment #421 – Section 11.12.1 – The Neighbor Report is only between and AP and STA, so it is not applicable to IBSS.  This comment was accepted and will be voted on during the meeting.  Resolution - accept – “Clearly form 11.12.1 are not defined in an IBSS. Neighbor Reports may only be requested from an AP and provided by an AP.
c. Comment #439 – Some of the definitions are specified and some are not.  We should reference the unit in every definition.   Resolution - accept – “Ensure that each length field definition defines units as octets”.
d. Comment #631 – Accept 

e. Comment #696 – Decline - the detail is a for example in the text and not normative.

f. Comment #273, 455, 456 – need to be addressed per Peter

11. Technical Presentation – Disassociate Imminent – Paine – 11-06-0925r0

a. Please review, because the vote is scheduled 9:30 Wednesday

12. Ad Hoc ends 11:00.
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