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Chair: Charles Wright

Secretary: Marc Emmelmann & Larry Green

1. Tuesday Session AM-2 (2006-07-18, 10.30h – 12.30h)

1.1. Meeting called to order by chair at 10.30h

1.2. Review of the IEEE 802 and 802.11 policies & procedures

Chair went through the policies and procedures.

The chair went through the patent ruling from PatCom.

The chair asked whether there were any patents or Letters Of Assurance that the WG chair needed to be aware of.  There were none.  The chair then notified the body that if they were aware of any such patents or LOAs, they should inform the WG chair.
1.3. Attendance Recording

Chair points to new electronical attendance recording (use http://newton).

Don’t use 802wirelessworld server for anything else besides retrieving DCNs and submitting documents.

1.4. Chair comments

Meeting objectives presented by chair:

· Organize and begin comment resolution in the Internal Review

· Continue with (limited) technical presentations ans proposals

· Progress report by chair

Draft D0.08 available

Two telecons held since Jacksonville meeting

A secretary guide is available (05/820r1). Protocol does not require to record each comment made during general discussion.

Chair points out the EC decision on the 4-hour rule. Chair will clarify by Wednesday morning if break / lunch hours count towards the 4-hour rule.

1.5. Call for Presentation

Chair calls for presentations to include them in the tendative agenda.

1.6. Approval of Agenda (06/977r0)

Disscussion if comment resolution should have preference on voting new technical contributions into the draft.  Conclusion: will multplex time between comment resolution and new proposals, in light of restrictions imposed by the new 4-hour rule interpretation.
Time allocation:

· Wednesday AM1: New Proposals

· Wednesday PM1: Comment resolution

· Thursday AM1: Comment resolution

· Thursday AM2: New Proposals

· Standing Order Thursday PM2: Defered votes changing technical contents of draft.

(M 1) Motion

Move to approve the agenda as shown in (06/977r0).

Motion accepted by unanimous consent.

1.7. Approval of meeting minutes

The following minutes are subject for approval:

· 11-06/810r1 – Jacksonville 802.11 Interim

· 11-06/847r0 – June 15 telcon

(M 2) Motion

Move to accept the Jacksonville minutes (11-06/810r1).

Motion accepted by unamimous consent.

(M 3) Motion

Move to accept the minutes of the June 15 telcon (11-06/847r0).

Motion accepted by unamimous consent.

1.8. Editors report

Editor reports on changes on draft since last meeting. Current version is 802.11.2-D0.08 as on the document server.

1.9. Comment resolution

Chair proposes process for comment resolution.  Group arrives at consensus for process; this is to proceed linearly through the comments, starting with technical comments only, at Clause 4.
TG conducts first iteration through internal comment document (06/872r2) in the working group.

TG partially assigned comments to TG members for proposing a resolution as reflected in (06/872r3).

1.10. TGt in recess at 12.31h

2. Wednesday Session AM-1 (2006-07-19, 08.00h – 10.00h)

2.1. Chair calls TGt to order at 8.00h

2.2. 4-hour ruling on draft changing text

Regarding the ruling that text making technical changes to a draft has to be on the server for 4 session hours, the chair clarifies that

· the 4 hours have to be within the session time surrouded by the “red line” in the WG schedule, including breaks, lunch, and dinner.

· the ruling is not yet into effect

· it is at the discretion of the chair to discard this rule if a motion on a text that has been on the server for the required 4-hour rule encorporates minor technical changes with respect to the contribution

2.3. Royce Fernald: Video Performance 06/965r1

Discussion on how attenuation relates to video performance if specific codecs are not specified.

Comments that the test result, i.e. the “number” reported, should be comparable when reported for the baseline experiment.

Baseline configuration contains constraints that may not be fulfilled for all possible DUTs. Possible alternative: require to report along with the test result the configuration. The baseline configuration should only include settings that all DUTs for which this test applies has to be able to set.

(M 4) Motion (Technical 75%)

Move to instruct the editor to incorporate the contensts of document 802.11-06/096r1 into the P802.11.2 draft.

Moved: R. Fernald

Seconed: F. Pirzada

Discussion on motion:

Sasha and Fanny speak in favor of motion. They feel the text is substantial to the draft.

Yes: 14

No: 0

Abstain: 2

Result: Motion passes.

2.4. Michael Foegelle: COAT Environment (06/760r1)

Discussion clarifies in what terms the presented environment differs from existing one in the draft and how existing tests benefit from it.

Michael points out that several comments submitted were resolved by this proposal.  Discussion not finished.
2.5. TGT in recesses at 10.06h

3. Wednesday Session PM-2 (2006-07-19, 16.00h-18.00h)

3.1. Chair call meeting to order at 16.00h

3.2. Announcements by Chair

TGT got an additional meeting slot on Thursday AM-2 session 13.30 – 15.30.

3.3. N. Sharma: Proposal for resolution of editor’s comments for P802.11.2-D0.8 (06/895r0)

Discussion on proposed comment resolution is in favor to the followed approach simplifying the draft. Should be applied to other similar situations in the draft as well.

(M 5) Motion (Technical 75%)

Move to instruct the editor to incorporate the contents of document 06/895r0 into the P802.11.2 draft.

Moved: F. Pirzada

2nd: L. Green

Discussion: No discussion.

Yes: 14

No: 0

Abstain: 5

Motion passes.

3.4. M. Forgelle: Supporting information for eliminating
Section 5.7 "OTA Shielded Enclosure Environment" (06/1006r0)

Discussion on implications of presented channel characteristics in different kinds of shielded rooms.

Discussion if section 5.7 should be removed or rather changed.

Editor points out that sections 5.7 and 5.2 may talk about orthogonal thinks but reference each other.

3.5. Resolution of comments from Internal Review
Agreed actions to resolved comments are recorded in comment resolution sheet 06/872r4.

3.6. TGT recesses at 17.58h

4. Thursday Session AM-1 (2006-07-20, 08.00 h– 10.00h)

Recording secretary for this session: Larry Green


4.1  Chair called the meeting to order at 08:00h



There were 18 attendees present.


4.2  Resolution of comments from Internal Review
Agreed on actions to resolved comments recorded in comment resolution sheet  06/872r5. 


4.3  Tom Alexander: RF Testing (05/1044r1)

Tom Alexander presented 05/1044r1, contributed by Dennis Ward.  Present TGT members indicated their willingness to accept to resolutions given therein. Tom Alexander proposed that the content be included as an Annex in the TGT Draft.


 4.4  Resolution of comments from Internal Review
Actions to resolved comments recorded in comment resolution sheet 06/872r5.


 4.6  TGT recesses at 10:04h

5. Thursday Session AM-2 (2006-07-20, 10.30h – 12.30h)

5.1. Chair calls meeting to order at 10.32h

There were 13 attendees present.

5.2. M. Foegelle: Supporting information for eliminating
 Section 5.7 "OTA Shielded Enclosure Environment"       (06/1006r0 & 06/760r1)

Continue on discussion of presentation delivered on Wednesday (Agenda Item 3.4).

Discussion of required level of expertise to set up such an environment. Concern about higher level of complexity of the proposed document. Counter: True, but by this lab engineers who are not deeply involved in RF testing could conduct test using this evironment simply by following the presented steps.

Group aware of challenges involved in testing MIMO devices but no one has solutions so far.

Concerns: risen complexity even though existing constrains are already strict.

5.3. L. Green: Theoretical Throughput Limits (06/928r2)

L. Greens points out that the technical contents of the documents was placed on the reflector July 15. The group was notified via the reflector.

Discusson:

State in the beginning that the calculation is only done for DCF.

A spreadsheet might be provided to accompany the draft.

(M 6) Motion (Technical 75%)

Move to instruct the editor to incorporate the contents of document 06/928r2 into the P802.11.2 draft.

Moved: L. Green

2nd: A. Alimian

Discussion:

Agreement that this is not to define a “pass/fail” criteria for testing. It is just for information purposes to know the theoretical limit of a standard compliant device. Vender-specific implementations are explicitly not considered. 

Yes: 11

No: 0

Abstain: 3

Motion passes.

5.4. P. Visuri: Addressing Multipath Fading in the TGT Draft (06/799r1)

This presentation is in support of document 06/160r1 “Multipath Fading in OTA Tests”

Discussion whether or not make the turntable to stop for each measurement makes things more complicated. Different views: a) proposal is good but not ready for debate / inclusion b) strong support for inclusion.

Opinion that document needs further revision.

Editor states that “instructions to the editor” included in presentation (06/799r1) are sufficient.

5.5. Comments by Chair

Chair asks that, in the future, now that the comment resolution spreadsheet exists and comment IDs have been assigned, that presentations should contain a list of all the comments (by ID number) the presentation proposes to resolve.  This will make it very easy to mark the comments in the spreadsheet as resolved, if the proposal is accepted.
5.6. TGT recesses at 12.30h

6. Thursday Session PM-1 (2006-07-20, 13.30h – 15.30h)

Recording secretary for this session: Larry Green

6.1. Chair called the meeting to order at 13.40h



There were 12 attendees present.

6.2. M. Fogelle: Phy Layer Link Budget Analysis (06/958r0)

Discussion on how the presentation might fit into the TGT Draft.  Section 4 seems most appropriate, but no motion will be made at this time.  TRP and TIS metrics are influenced directly by this analysis.  


6.3.     M. Fogelle: TRP and TIS Performance Metrics (06/906r0)

Dicussion centered on how TRP and TIS affect 802.11 performance.  The observation was made that TRP and TIS are secondary metrics.  TRP and TIS are becoming increasing important with the advent of converged devices that combine cellular and 802.11 technologies.  TRP and TIS measurements are useful for compliance and certification tests.  TRP and TIS tests increase complexity of testing, but may be required for converged device testing.  No further action taken at this time. 


6.4.     N. Sharma:  OTA Testing for MIMO Based Devices ---




Run-to-Run Variations (06/0896r0) 

Noted that the lack of MIMO devices makes testing difficult.  Available products do not comply with the emerging 802.11n Standard.  More test results will be submitted in the future. 


6.5.   TGT recesses at 3.35h
7. Thursday Session PM-2 (2006-07-20, 16.00h – 18.00h)

7.1. Chair called the meeting to order at 16.00h



There were 20 attendees present.

7.2. F. Pirzada: Proposal for Draft Framework Section (06/1112r0)

Audience appreciates work and results. Unanimous consent to include in draft which has to be voted on during the next meeting due to the 4-hour rule to place documents on the server.

7.3. TGT time-line

TGT Process Milestone left unchanged as agreed by the task group.
7.4. Standing Order: Pending Motions

(M 7) Motion (Technical 75%)

Move to instruct the editor to incorporate the resolutions of comments 7, 9, 10, 13, 14, 15, 17, 18, 19, 20, 23, 25, 26, 29, 30, 149, 228, 267, 281, 282 of document 802.11-06/0872r5 into the P802.11.2 draft.

Moved: S. Tolpin
2nd: L. Green

Discussion: No discussion

Yes:
9
No:
0
Abstain: 1

Motion passes.

7.5. Liaison to IETF

Tom Alexander presents 06/1102r0 BMWG Presentation.

It summarizes material submitted to IETF BMWG.

Discussion:

BMWG does specify metrics; thus it is hard to determine if there is an overlap with TGT.

If we take up the work, e.g. throughput tests which use IP, we only consider .11 devices. All other devices would be outside our scope.

Even though helpful, TGT cannot provide BMWG a draft until going to LB.

There are metrics in the TGT draft which were derived  from IETF documents.

STRAW POLL:

Is the scope of work described by 11-06/1102r0 within the TGT scope of work?

Yes: 0

No: 8

Need more information: 3

STRAW POLL:

Would TGT prefer to take up the work in this are?

Yes: 0

No:  9

Unknown at this time: 2

STRAW POLL:

TGT would like to be kept updated on the progress of this work (if taken up by BMWG)

Agree: 10

Disagree: 1
7.6. Telecons

Telcons should focus on comment resolution.

The basis of the comment resolution will be P802.11.2-D0.08. If existing comments are resolved by those accepted and incorporated 

(M 8) Motion

Move to empower TGT to hold telcons,
Time: 12 noon Eastern (US) time
Duration: 1 hour
Dates: 08/27, 08/10, 08/24, 09/07

Moved: M. Kobayashi


2nd: L. Green

Discussion: No discussion.

Motion passed by unanimous consent (16 people in room)

(M 9) Motion to adjourn

Moved: M. Kobayashi

2nd: D. Victor

Yes:
5
No:
1
Abstain: 5

7.7. TGT adjourns at 17:23h

8. Action Items coming up during the session

(A-2006/July-01) Go through the draft to make sure we have or include a blanket statement making sure that non .11 interfaces which might interfere with the .11 performance measurement are turned off.

(A-2006/July-02) Go through 05/1044r1 and consider it for a resolution solving CID 12. Tom will present.
Status: completed. Tom Alexender presented document and audience informally indicated acceptance of proposed resolution.
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