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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.

09/19/06 AM1 Session:  

Meeting called to order at 08:00

1. Richard announced an extra slot for TGk. Thurday PM2 session. This session will be used to vote on the latest TGk draft (with LB86 comment resolutions)

2. Motion 1: 

Motion for add a slot to TGk 

Move to pick up the 09/21/06 PM2 to do final votes on a draft going to recirculation letter ballot. 

Move:

Kwak

Second:

Hart

Vote: 

4/0/0. Motion Passes.

3. Recess till 09:50 – Task Group members working on individual LB86 comment resolutions

4. Meeting called to order at 09:50 AM

5. Agenda for PM1

a. Richard Paine Comment resolutions

b. Approve San Diego minutes

Recess till 13:30 (moved by Hart, Seconded by Ganesh).

09/19/06 PM1 Session:  

Meeting called to order ar 13:30

6. Noise Histogram, QoS Metrics and Parallel Measurement features – there are comments asking for making these features optional despite TG vote affirming that they be kept mandatory. Need to get motions ready.
7. Discussed agenda for 09/20/06 (PM2)

a. Ganesh Comment resolutions

b. Kwak Comment resolutions

c. Ecclescine comment resolutions (other than notmative text)

d. TG votes on Noise Histogram QoS Metric and Parallel Measurement

8. Motion 2: 

Motion to accept the San Diego Minutes
The San Diego minutes are in document 06/1037r6
Move: 

Kwak

Second:

Hart

Vote: 

7/0/0. Motion Passes.

9. Motion 3:

Motion to accept the Jul-Sep ’06 Teleconference minutes
The Jul-Sep ’06 Teleconference minutes are in document  06/1137r5
Move:

Hart
Second:

Kwak
Vote:

7/0/0. Motion Passes.

10. Richard Paine’s comment resolutions
a. QSTA/QAP references shall be fixed by following the strategy used by .11ma (QoS STA and QoS AP). Need to discover how to address QBSS

b. Comment ‘3’ addresses comments from LB83 that were marked by editor as ‘cannot do’. Emily has resubmitted these as new LB86 comments. Addressing them will resolve comment-3 as well. 211/221 address the same issue as well

c. Comment 243 requests reinstating Disassociate Imminent .The TG voted in San Diego to not include it in TGk.
d. Discuss comment 233

Recess till 15:00

Meeting called to order at 15:02

11. Discussed motions need to address the following comments:

a. Noise Histogram

b. QoS Metrics -- 

c. Parallel Measurement Capability

d. Comment 238 -- 
e. Comment 239  -- reference the clarification in section 11.
Task Group in recess till  09/19/06 16:00 

09/20/06 PM2 Session:  

Meeting called to order ar 16:00

1. Agenda:

a. LB86 ballot results

b. Votes on Noise Histogram, Parallel Measurement bit

c. Hart Comment Resolutions

d. Ganesh Comment Resolutions

e. Kwak Comment Resolutions

f. Ecclesine Comment Resolutions (figures to be discussed)
2. LB86 results:

514 voter pool

325 Approved

59 did not approve

44 abstain

3. Questions from Joe Kwak – comments assigned to members of TGk that are not in Melbourne – Matta has 5 comments. Joe Kwak will own these comments.

4. Comments from voters (voted in LB78 and/or LB83 but did not vote in LB86) that did not approve the TGk draft. Do comments that are not part of the NO vote need to be carried forward. Joe argued that these need not be carried forward.

Urge the voters in the list above to review and vote on the draft. If these voters cannot be contacted, their NO votes will stay live till the end of the process.

5. Vote on Noise Histogram (comments from LB86 #2, #218, #219, #220)
Joe, Brian and Chris spoke against the motion

Motion-4: Motion to change Noise Histogram PICS category from mandatory to optional
Move:

Hansen
Second:

Ganesh
Vote:

10/10/1 (motion failed).
Noise Histogram will remain mandatory
6. Vote on PICS category for Parallel Measurement capability (LB86 comment  #7)

Joe, Brian spoke against the motion. James and Chris understand the benefit of parallel measurement capability but seek a means to avoid  implementation complexity
Motion-5: Motion to change the PICS categoty for Parallel measurement capability from mandatory to optional
Move:

Hansen
Second:

James
Vote:

7/6/1 (motion failed).
Parallel Measurement capability will remain mandatory
7. Brian Hart Comment Resolution (1489r2)
a. Comment #13 AP channel report need to be in Probe Response as well
b. Comment #57 Current Channel is replaced by Operating Channel. Has impact on .ma using Current Channel

c. Comment #217 If .11r comes up with a better definition for reachability, it would fix this issue. Till such time TGk will use the current definition

8. Ganesh Comment Resolution (1468/r0)
a. Comment #92 TG feels that ‘consecutive’ frames need to be above the threshold for triggering the measurement report.
b. Comment #76 – changing ‘unique’ to ‘different’ does not fix the issue. 
c. Comment #84 – Definitions of ANPI and IPI. Joe clarified that IPI is a PHY layer power measurement and ANPI is at the MAC layer where the PHY layer IPI values are filtered for instances when the MAC’s virtual CS mecahnism indicated that the channel was idle, and averaged. Jokela agreed to have this comment declined.

d. Triggered,  Autonomous, Triggered Autonomous reports. There are three different types of reports. The spec uses triggered or autonomous in 7.3.2.21. Does it also include triggered autonomous.  Fixed 7.3.2.21 to include all three categories (Comments #18 and 19). Section 11.11.7 needs to be clarify the differences between these reports
e. Comment #254: .ma uses wildcard BSSID but does not define it in the definitions clause. That is the reason TGk added a definition to the document. Decline this comment.
9. Peter Comment Resolution (1510/r0)

a. Comment 22: What does location mean?  

b. Comment #27: changed from accept to counter.

c. Comment #49: What happens if the requestor’s accuracy requirement is finer that what the STA can provide (for location)? Report 0 or provide to the possible resolution? 0 is returned in the report.. Need to discuss further
d. Comment 172/174:  Counter these instead of Accept

10. Joe Kwak Comment Resolution (1529/r0)

a. Comment #72:  ‘Blocked’ means service not available at a specific AC. Peter suggested removing the special value ‘254’ for blocked AC. Eliminate the term ‘blocked’. And accept the comment.
Recess till 09/21/06 AM2 (10:30)
Meeting called to order ar 10:00

1. Richard reminded the TG members about the PM2 session

2. Discuss comments 76, 208 and 53
Comment 76 --  replace text in 11.11.8.8 to read as follows:  If the measurement request included multiple QoS Metrics requests for multiple TIDs, the corresponding measurement report shall include one QoS Metrics report for each unique TID in the request which has been admitted
Comment 208 – See motion below. 

Comment 53 --  
3. Vote on removing QoS Metric (comment from LB86 #208)

Motion-6: Move to remove QoS Metrics from the next version of the TGk draft.
Move:

Ganesh
Second:

Ecclesine

Discussion:

Joe Kwak, Brian Hart spoke against this motion.

Vote:

0/8/0 (motion failed).
QoS Metrics Measurement will not be removed from the nexr version of the TGk draft

4. Joe Kwak Comment Resolution

a. Comment #215 – Channel Utilization/Channel Load definitions can be harmonized with two exceptions as described in the comment resolution.
b. Comment #216 -- remove Antenna ID from various measurement reports.  TGk members see value in retaining Antenna ID. Joe Kwak has a description in the comment resolution (1529/r0) that argues how in some cases Antenna ID may not provide additional information but in most cases, Antenna ID is usefule information.

c. Comment #238 --  This is the same as comment #197 from LB#83. The comment is declined with the following explanaion – Both Channel Load and Channel Utilization use the same mechanism to determine when the channel is busy. Both NAV and Physical CS must be used together if the channel is busy. The boolean OR of the NAV and the Physical CS busy determines when the channel is busy. One cannot choose either NAV or Physical CS. Choosing only NAV or only Physical CS will not indicate a busy channel. No text change is needed. TGk invites the commentor to present a paper in the Dallas meeting explaining the motivation and benefit of changing this measurement as the commentor suggests.
d. Comment #240 -- .ma 7.2.3 mandates ordering Gaps may exist in the ordering of fields and elements within frames. The order that remains shall be ascending.
5. Comment Resolution documents
a. Ecclesine
06/1510r1

b. Ganesh
 
06/1468r1 and 06/1480r1

c. Brian

06/1489r2
d. Kwak

06/1529r1
e. Paine

06/1496/r1
6. Vote on Brian Hart’s Comment Resolutions

Motion-7: Move to accept the resolutions for TGk LB86 comments as written in spreadsheet document 06/1489r2 assigned to Hart and to instruct the secretary to incorporate all such resolutions therein into the next version of the comment resolution rollup spreadsheet and instruct the editor to incorporate all such resolutions therein into the next TGk draft
Move:

Hart
Second:

Ecclesine
Vote:

8/0/0 (motion passes).
7. Vote on Kwak’s Comment Resolutions

Motion-8: Move to accept the resolutions for TGk LB86 comments as written in spreadsheet document 06/1529r1 assigned to Kwak and to instruct the secretary to incorporate all such resolutions therein into the next version of the comment resolution rollup spreadsheet and instruct the editor to incorporate all such resolutions therein into the next TGk draft
Move:

Kwak
Second:

Hart
Vote:

Unanimously passed
8. Vote on Ganesh’s Comment Resolutions

Motion-9: Move to accept the resolutions for TGk LB86 comments as written in spreadsheet document 06/1468r2 assigned to Ganesh and to instruct the secretary to incorporate all such resolutions therein into the next version of the comment resolution rollup spreadsheet and instruct the editor to incorporate all such resolutions therein into the next TGk draft
Move:

Ganesh
Second:

Kwak
Vote:

Unanimously passed

.
9. Vote on Ganesh’s Comment Resolutions

Motion-10: Move to incorporate the normative text as written in the document 06/1480r2 and instruct the editor to incorporate all such resolutions therein into the next TGk draft

Discussion: Kwak noted some issues on the normative text that he intends to submit in the next LB.

Move:

Ganesh
Second:

Hart
Vote:

Unanimously passed
10. Vote on Paine’s Comment Resolutions

Motion-11: Move to accept the resolutions for TGk LB86 comments as written in spreadsheet document 06/1496r1 assigned to Paine and to instruct the secretary to incorporate all such resolutions therein into the next version of the comment resolution rollup spreadsheet and instruct the editor to incorporate all such resolutions therein into the next TGk draft
Move:

Paine
Second:

Hart
Vote:

Unanimously passed
11. Vote on Ecclesine’s Comment Resolutions

Motion-12: Move to accept the resolutions for TGk LB86 comments as written in spreadsheet document 06/1510r1, assigned to Ecclesine and also comment #49 and to instruct the secretary to incorporate all such resolutions therein into the next version of the comment resolution rollup spreadsheet and instruct the editor to incorporate all such resolutions therein into the next TGk draft
Move:

Ecclesine
Second:

Hart
Vote:

8/0/0 (motion passes)


12. Vote on Gray’s Comment Resolutions

Motion-13: Move to accept the resolutions for TGk LB86 comments as written in spreadsheet document 06/1545r0, assigned to Gray and to instruct the secretary to incorporate all such resolutions therein into the next version of the comment resolution rollup spreadsheet and instruct the editor to incorporate all such resolutions therein into the next TGk draft
Move:

Kwak
Second:

Hart
Vote:

passes unanimously

Recess till 16:00
Meeting called to order at 16:00

13. Kwak’s deferred comment discussion

a. Comment #33

Motion-14: Move to counter CID#33 with resolution “The AP Service Load is renamed to AP Average Access Delay. See resolution CID #158 and CID #157,”  and instruct the TGk editor to incorporate these changes into the next version of the TGk draft
Move:

Kwak
Second:

Hart
Vote:

passes unanimously

b. Comment #34

Motion-15: Move to decline CID#34 with resolution “the mathematical expression on page P47L2 is used as a means to describe the required scaling for the Access Delay sub-field. The use of logarithm in the description of the required scaling does not imply any required implementation. An alternate and equivalent description of the required scaling may be defined in a table or by a number of other descriptions. The implementor may choose to implement this scaling in many different ways. Table lookup for scaled values is a low complexity implementation but is not required. Any implementation of the required scaling is allowed. Also see related CID #159,”  and instruct the TGk editor to incorporate these changes into the next version of the TGk draft

Discussion: Brian Hart spoke against the motion. 

Move:

Kwak
Second:

Ganesh
Vote:
Unanimously passsed
c. Comment #29, #30, #257

Motion-16: Move to counter CID#29, #30, #257 with resolution “as the commenter notes any interference in the BSS which will trigger physical carrier sense would increase the measured Access Delay. This interference is strictly speaking, not a load element. P43L3: change ‘BSS Load’ to ‘BSS Average Access Delay’, here and in all places. P43L3 replace the first sentence of this paragraph ‘BSS Average Access Delay element contains the AP Average Access Delay which is a measure of sevice load in the BSS’. P43L8 change ‘AP Service Load’  to ‘AP Average Access Delay’ here and all places. Also see related Comment Resolution in CID #158. ,”  and instruct the TGk editor to incorporate these changes into the next version of the TGk draft

Discussion: Brian Hart spoke against the motion. 

Move:

Kwak
Second:

Hart
Vote:

unanimously passed
14. Motion 

Motion-17: Move to post Draft 5.x as interim drafts on the 802.11 Working Group Website
Move:

Hart
Second:

Ganesh
Vote:

passes unanimously

15. Motion: WG motion to approve a Procedural LB

Motion-18: Move to approve the issuance of a 15 day Procedural Letter Ballot, starting on or after 2006-10-10, asking the question; “Do you believe the TG ‘k’ draft 6.0 is technically complete and ready for LB recirculation?”
TGk: Movers:
Hart/Ganesh

Result: Unanimously passed
WG: x/x



Result: 
16. Motion: WG Motion for recirculation following procedural LB

Motion-19: Motion in document 06/1435r3 Slide 41
TGk: Movers:
Hart/Kwak

Result: Unanimously passed
WG: x/x



Result: 
17. Richard discussed summary of Melbourne Interim presentation for TGk

Task Group Adjourns till Nov ’06 Dallas, Tx Plenary.
Abstract


This document contains TG 11k minutes from Melbourne Meeting.











Notice: This document has been prepared to assist IEEE 802.11. It is offered as a basis for discussion and is not binding on the contributing individual(s) or organization(s).  The material in this document is subject to change in form and content after further study. The contributor(s) reserve(s) the right to add, amend or withdraw material contained herein.





Release: The contributor grants a free, irrevocable license to the IEEE to incorporate material contained in this contribution, and any modifications thereof, in the creation of an IEEE Standards publication; to copyright in the IEEE’s name any IEEE Standards publication even though it may include portions of this contribution; and at the IEEE’s sole discretion to permit others to reproduce in whole or in part the resulting IEEE Standards publication.  The contributor also acknowledges and accepts that this contribution may be made public by IEEE 802.11.





Patent Policy and Procedures: The contributor is familiar with the IEEE 802 Patent Policy and Procedures <� HYPERLINK "http://%20ieee802.org/guides/bylaws/sb-bylaws.pdf" \t "_parent" �http:// ieee802.org/guides/bylaws/sb-bylaws.pdf�>, including the statement "IEEE standards may include the known use of patent(s), including patent applications, provided the IEEE receives assurance from the patent holder or applicant with respect to patents essential for compliance with both mandatory and optional portions of the standard."  Early disclosure to the Working Group of patent information that might be relevant to the standard is essential to reduce the possibility for delays in the development process and increase the likelihood that the draft publication will be approved for publication.  Please notify the Chair <� HYPERLINK "mailto:stuart.kerry@philips.com" \t "_parent" �stuart.kerry@philips.com�> as early as possible, in written or electronic form, if patented technology (or technology under patent application) might be incorporated into a draft standard being developed within the IEEE 802.11 Working Group. If you have questions, contact the IEEE Patent Committee Administrator at <� HYPERLINK "mailto:patcom@ieee.org" \t "_parent" �patcom@ieee.org�>.











Submission
page 9
Ganesh Venkatesan, Intel Corporation


