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09/18/06 PM1 Session:  

Meeting called to order at 13:30
1. Meeting called to order at 13:38. Meeting started without an overhead project. Equipment not functional.

2. Chair mentioned that LB86 is offically ON for the next 20 minutes

3. 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
4. Meeting objectives:

(a) Resolve LB86 comments in the Melbourne Session (about 240 comments). Have a new draft ready by 08:00 AM on Thursday (9/21/06)
(b) Recirculation Letter ballot one more time

(c) Target Sponsor Ballot in Novembet 2006

5. Any objection to maintaining comment assignments the same. Joe proposed balancing the distribution

6. Discussed the LB86 following commments 7, 53, 54.

a Comment 7 – task group’s position on parallel bit – it should be left Mandatory

b Comment 53 – definitions heading format to be discussed in tech editor’s meeting Tuesday AM

c Comment 54 – discuss options with Adrian – remove second sentence, change is 0 to is undefined

7. Redistribute comments – Comments on Neighbor Report (9) and QBSS Available Admission Capacity (8) reassigned from Kwak to Hart (rows 24, 30 and 43 from 1366/r3 Overview sheet)
Recess till 15:20
Meeting called to order at 15:20
Discussed the following LB86 comments:

a Comment 151 – adopt the commentor’s resolution.

b Comment 177 – fix editor’s instruction to explicitly specify how to insert definitions into Draft8.0 .11ma. Do not fix individual definitions – the numbering implicitly designates where they need to be inserted
c Comment 208 – Recommend taking this to the working group for a vote (along with parallel bit (7) and Noise Histrogram (2,220)).

Recess till 19:30

Meeting called to order at 19:30

8. Brian Hart started a discussion on .11n and Measurement Pilot (Adrian Stephen’s query on the reflector).

Measurement Pilot is a mini-beacon. Joe Kwak proposed adding a note to .11k stating that elements in the Measurement Pilot are optional. Peter E, mentioned that Measurement Pilot frame size may be prohibitive on slower links.

9. Brian Hart’s Comment resolution

a Comment 57: replace ‘current channel’ with ‘operating channel’. 
b Comment 60: What was the intent of the security bit in 7.3.2.37?  Ping Bernard Aboba to understand the intent of this bit.

c Connect 234:  Csn we drop the Measurement Pilot Interval field from the Neighbor Report? It was added in Draft5.0 due to Nokia’s proposal (643/r2). Render Measurement Pilot Interval in the Neighbor Report to the optional sub-element space. Jari Jokela, the author of the proposal that intended to make the Measurement Pilot Interval element in the Neighbor Report agrees with this resolution.
10. Discussion of Comments 236/241

Comment 236 –   Neighbor AP list includes all APs, including rogue Aps. The validated neighbor AP is the set that excludes rogue AP.

Comment 241 – Modify the first sentence in 11.11.5 to be generic and counter the comment referring the commentor to Table 85 which described allowed modes for a STA requesting another STA to make a measurement

Recess till 08:00 AM 09/19/2006.
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