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11/13/06 PM1 Session:  

Meeting called to order at 16:11
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
2. Presentation of Agenda – agenda passes unanimously
3. Comment Resolution

LB 90 Comment Resolutions

CID #10 – Accepted

CID #9 – Accepted

CID  #11 – Accepted

CID #12 – Accepted

CID 18 - Deferred

CID 19 - Deferred

CID 35 – Accept

CID 36 – Accepted (should use +/-)

CID 58 – Accepted

CID 37 – Accepted
CID 38 – Accepted defer to Editor

CID 63 – Accepted

CID 39 – Accepted

CID 62 – Accepted

CID 40 – Accepted
CID 68 – Counter change “Delay error trigger” to “Delay exceeding the Delay Threshold”

CID 40 – Accepted
CID 64 – Accepted– Editor to implement same change in all places in this clause

CID 29 – Decline - On pages 38, 39, and 40 the table title indicates that this is a continued table from the prior page
CID 30 – Decline “No complex LIFO intended or required here”

CID 65 – Decline – P41 L 17indicates that the “x” is not part of the Annex Variable name, but must be replace with 0-7 to obtain the correct Annex D variable names.  The Annex D descriptions are correct.
CID 66 – Accepted – same as 11
CID 67 – Accepted – P41L42-44 does not address behaviour for non-AP stations, it addresses behaviour for non-QoS APs.  The commenter is correct that a statistics request should be rejected by a non-AP station.  No changes needed.
CID #68 – Counter - P44L27, change:  "Delay error trigger" to "delay exceeding the Delay Threshold"
CID#48 - Deferred

4. Meeting ends at 18:00

11/14/06 AM2 Session:  

Meeting called to order at 10:31

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

2. LB 90 Comment Resolutions

· CID #33 – Accepted

· CID #41 – Deferred – focus on the use of “service”
· It is “a” measure of service load, not “the”

· It is a weak measure of service load
· Access Delay is better a high loading

· CID #42 –Deferred 
Comment - The logarithmically scaled bins are unnecessarily complicated to implement: they require about 512 octets to store the thresholds, and 8 iterations of a binary search. Replace by a 3-level if/else/right-shift with about 6 octets of storage
· dB scale does not require a lookup scale

· Hart can provide a 3 line implementation.
· CID #43 – Accept with discussion on how to resolve.

· CID #60 – 

Comment - If there is microwave oven operating around the AP, the Access delay could be larger than 50usec. Would the microwave oven interference be considered as the service load? IMHO, Access Delay projects the kind of traffic load, but it is cannot give the indication of AP service load.
· 1000 uses of the word “service” and only 3 uses of the word “load”
· Similar to CID #41

· CID #69 – Accepted defer to Editor prerogative 
 Comment - It is stated that the value 0 indicates that this AP is not currently serving any STA. However on line 38 the value 0 has the meaning access delay < 50us which seem to indicate that the AP is serving some STAs and access delay is < 50 us.
· CID #70 – Deferred and editor will 
Comment - In beacon report 7.3.2.22.6 page 34 lines 40-43 antenna ID value usage described in the case the preamble is received with different antenna than the frame body. According to that the antenna ID used for the frame body is reported. According to this the value should be 255 if the antennas were switched during the measurement. Does it also apply to the case different antennas are used for preamble and body.
· The antenna id should identify the antenna used for the associated measurement.
· We should not address switching

· Add remove the 255

· CID #40 – Accept (Editorial)

· CID #31 – Deferred
Comment - I don't see how the "BSS Available Admission Capacity element provides any additional information beyond the existing BSS Load Element in the .11-REVma-D8.0 draft.  It seems like the granularity in this new element is not very useful and just serves to increase the number of information elements that are bloating the beacons.
· It is good for a multi media handset that is roaming in a CAC environment.
· It does not give you an incremental gain over the cost.
· We have to fight the beacon bloat in the base standard
· Could we change to “may be present’ instead of “shall be present”

· It will help roaming performance

· If it is optional people will not implement it.

· Keep it mandatory, but scale it down to 1 or 2 bytes.
· We could eliminate if you have 1 or less QoS category

· It should go in beacon probe response

Straw Poll

Would you support an available admission capacity IE that is omitted entirely if only 0 or 1 ACM bits are set in EDCA parameters element for resolving LB 90 CID #31?
Yes:  7


No: 2

· CID #32 - Deferred
Comment - I don't see how the "BSS AC Access Delay element provides any additional information beyond the available medium time information in the existing BSS Load Element in the .11-REVma-D8.0 draft.  It seems like the granularity in this new element is not very useful and just serves to increase the number of information elements that are bloating the beacons.

· Related to Beacon bloat.
· Consider moving items to Neighbor Report
· CID #45 – Deferred (same as 41)

· CID #46 – Deferred (same as 42)

· CID #47 – Accepted

· CID #76 – Accepted – Editor should review all references in the PICs.

· CID #4 – Declined – Commenter withdrawals the comment

· CID #23 – Accepted – Editor to modify text in Annex J refreshing J referencing tables J.1-3 to align with new table titles.
· CID #65 – Change to Deferred

· CID #20 – Accepted

· CID #27 – Accepted P5 L42 

· CID #28 – Accepted same as 63
· CID #34 – Deferred – assigned to Paine
· CID #49 – Counter – “MeasurementEnabled”
· CID #50 – Counter – replacement “target” with “Maximum” in all places
· CID #52 – Accept – Editor to clarify per description in 7.4.6.1.
· CID #53 – Accepted

· CID #54 – Counter – Delete the sentence

3. Session ends at 12:35.
11/14/06 PM2 Session:  

Meeting called to order at 16:00
1. LB 90 Comment Resolutions 1739r7

· CID #55 – Deferred – Joe will get with Brian Hart to discuss
· CID #56 – Accepted
· CID  #57 – Declined – see spreadsheet for resolution 
Comment - Also P90L7, P90L15. Reporting MPs only when no beacons are received at all seems sub-optimal. MP info should may still be reported if there are no beacons from that BSSID
· CID  #77 – Declined – discussion with commenter has revealed that a misunderstanding. BBS Average access delay does not replace QBSS load (now BSS load in 11ma)
Comment - BSS load is changed to the BSS Average Access Delay. In order to have more precise information, AC (access category) level information is needed besides average access delay. Since AC average access delay IE is defined in D6.0, it is better to focus on the "inaccurate info" instead of "general average access delay".
· CID  #78 – Declined – This comment does not relate to changed text nor does it relate to a carried forward no vote comment. 

· CID  #79 – Declined – This comment does not relate to changed text nor does it relate to a carried forward no vote comment. 

· CID  #80 – Declined – This comment does not relate to changed text nor does it relate to a carried forward no vote comment. 

· CID  #81 – Declined – This comment does not relate to changed text nor does it relate to a carried forward no vote comment. 

· CID  #82 – Declined – This comment does not relate to changed text nor does it relate to a carried forward no vote comment. 

· CID  #59 – Declined – The commenter for the ref. LB83 comment has accepted the declination of the comment and has changed his vote.
Comment - Measurement Pilot Link SNR Ceiling -- this needs to be removed 

Related to comment LB 83 CID 684

· CID  #71 – Accepted

· CID  #72 – Accepted

· CID #73 – Accepted

· CID #74 – Accepted

· CID #75 – Accepted

· CID #60 – Accepted – Richard will draft text
2. LB 90 Comment Resolutions (Deferred Comments) 1739r7

· CID #24 – Accepted – The two definitions are similar but not identical and cannot be merged as described in the definitions, the IPI values do not consider the NAV (virtual cs) which is only located in the MAC and maybe used to filter IPI values to indicate ANPI.  Additional clarification is found on P93 L4-9 where the MAC filtering of IPI layers is described. P2 L11: change “an indication” to “a MAC indication”.  P2 L18: change “an indication” to “a PHY indication”.
Comment - Also P90L7, P90L15. Reporting MPs only when no beacons are received at all seems sub-optimal. MP info should still be reported if there are no beacons from that BSSID
· CID #14 – Counter – P92 L18  and 11ma P173 L19: change “normalized to 255” to “linearly scaled with 255 representing 100%”.
Comment - "the percentage of time, normalized to 255,"   This is utterly meaningless.   Percentage is a normalisation.   Normalization to 255 is a different normalisation.   Choose one,  but doing both isn't possible.
· CID #15 – Counter – See new wording in CID #14
· CID #18 – Decline – The commenter refers to base 802.11 text unchanged by TGk.  The concept of a station of supporting a feature or support an information element is common within 11ma.  There are 220 occurrences of support used in this way.  TGk will not endeavour to make a uniform set of changes within 11ma to improve this commonly used term.  In addition this is text that his been in 802.11 for many years and is (so far) found to be acceptable to the 11ma review process.   The commenter is urged to take his comment to TGmb.
Motion 

Move to accept the above text as a declination resolution to LB 90 CID #18.
Moved: Kwak

Second: Ecclesine

Discussion


For: 7


Against: 0

Abstain: 2


Motion Passes

· CID #19 – Decline – The commenter refers to base 802.11 text unchanged by TGk.  The statement that the STA “may ignore” an information element or a request occurs several times in the 11ma draft.    There are 20 occurrences of “ignore” used in this way.  TGk will not endeavour to make a uniform set of changes within 11ma to improve this commonly used term.  In addition, this is text that his been in 802.11 for many years and is (so far) found to be acceptable by the 11ma review process.   “ignore” is used to indicate the special circumstances under which an exception may be made to a requirement stated elsewhere.  The commenter is urged to take his comment to TGmb.  
Motion 

Move to accept the above text as a declination resolution to LB 90 CID #19.

Moved: Kwak

Second: Ecclesine
Discussion


None 

For: 8


Against: 0

Abstain: 2

Motion Passes

· CID #31 – Decline – This comment and all from Bahr are invalid, because Bahr is not part of the voting pool.

Discussion on how to reduce Beacon Bloat

Too many mechanisms to check for admission controls

· CID #32 – Decline – This comment and all from Bahr are invalid, because Bahr is not part of the voting pool.

· CID #34 – Accepted – Document 06/1806r0 is provided for review and vote tomorrow.

· CID #41 – Counter – Remove “the service” quote from the referenced text
· CID #42 – Deferred

· CID #45 – Counter – Remove “the service” quote from the referenced text

· CID #43 – Deferred

3. Vote on the Melbourne Minutes

Motion 

Move to accept the Melbourne minutes found in 06/1457r3

Moved: Ganesh

Second: Hart

Discussion


None 


For: 9


Against: 0

Abstain: 0

Motion Passes

4. Discuss on Sponsor Ballot.  We must go to recirc again, because we have missed the timeline for Sponsor Ballot.

5. Session ends 16:00

11/16/06 PM2 Session:  

Meeting called to order at 16:00

1. Agenda

· LB 90 Comment Resolution

· Approve Telcon Minutes

· Vote on LB

· Vote on SB

· Review Timelines

· Review Closing Plenary Report

2. LB 90 Comment Resolution 1739-12
· CID # 48 – Accepted – “P43L19, Change "azimuth of radio reception" to "azimuth of the bearing of the requestor with respect to the responder."
· CID #42 – Counter – Modify log scaling to be piece wise linear scaling in the following microsecond ranges: 8-120, step size equal 8; 128-1584, step size equal 16; 1600-6048, step size 32; 8192-24576, step equal 4906.
· CID #46 Counter – Modify log scaling to be piece wise linear scaling in the following microsecond ranges: 8-120, step size equal 8; 128-1584, step size equal 16; 1600-6048, step size 32; 8192-24576, step equal 4906.

· CID #55 – Decline - 802.11ma D9.0, in clause 9.2.9.4 clearly indicates that the NAV is not updated in a STA when the RA of the received frame is equal to that STA’s MAC address.  In other words while a STA is receiving frames addressed to it the NAV is not updated and equal to 0.  So the noise measurement time calculation in the referenced clause is not double counter Trx.  The reference calculation is correct.
· CID #60 – Counter - The commenter is correct in that Access Delay is sensitive to channel load generated by interferes.  If an interferer or microwave triggers CCA, the channel is blocked (loaded) by the interference and this will delay normal channel access.  This interference delay is part of the measured access delay.  An interferer loads the channel, but this is not a service.  The word “service will” be removed from the referenced text. 
· CID #65 – Counter - On P41L17, indicates that the X is not a part of the Annex D variable name, but must be replaced with 0-7 to obtain the correct Annex D variable names.  This is an error.  802.11ma D9.0, P1024L13, in Annex D indicates that these counters are accessed in a columnar array of QoS counter values, indexed by the variable dot11QosCountersIndex.  The table has 16 columns representing TIDs 0-15.  The draft will be corrected to show that dot11QoSUp2TransmittedFragmentedCount is actually the dot11QoSTransmittedFragmentCount variable located in the third column of the QoS counters Table.  Editor to make consistent correction throughout the draft.
· CID #70 – Accept – P51L42, replace “measurement.” with “measurement duration.  However, in a Beacon Report or Frame Report, the Antenna ID always identifies the antenna used to receive the reported beacon or frame.  If during the frame reception different antenna is used to receive the preamble … more see spreadsheet.
· CID #83 – Decline – It is inappropriate to change the length of the existing IE which is fixed in .11ma or to add additional fields to the existing IE that has the fixed fields in .11ma.  It violates backward compatible requirement. It will cause parsing error for a non-802.11k device (but it is an .11e device) when this device receives QBSS Load from a .11k/11e AP.
Motion

To decline CID #83

For: 3


Against: 1

Abstain: 0
Discussion on the Motion

Mover: Kwak

      Second: Gray

Motion passes
· CID #84 – Decline – New text has been added to P97L3-12 clarifying the purpose and justification for Measurement Pilot.
To decline CID #83

For: 4


Against: 1

Abstain: 0

Discussion on the Motion

Mover: Kwak


      Second: Gray

Motion passes

· CID #85 – Decline – the term “QoS Metric” is directly related to quality of service facility in 11ma (Clause 3.1.20).    QoS Metrics is a specific measurement to quantify the performance of a TS or TC which is a QoS facility that was added by TGe
· CID #86 – Decline – Per recommendation of the 802.11ma editor section 7 shall only contain frame format descriptions.  We will move the only normative sentence P8 L40 in the stricken clause to P85 L25 in 802.11ma D9.0.
· CID #101 – Accept

· CID #106 – Accept

· CID #110 – Accept

· CID #126 – Accept – change editing instructions P11 L3 change”6” as follows “below order 4 row”

· CID #127 – Counter – Editor to verify the ANA spreadsheet

· CID #130 – Accept

· CID #134 – Accept

· CID #137 – Accepted
· CID #138 – Accepted

· CID #142 – Accepted- 

· CID #154 – Counter – see comment resolution #42 and #46
· CID #156 – Counter – see comment resolution #42 and #46

· CID #163 – Accept

· CID #164 – Accept

· Blanket vote to accept all open Editorial comments (140, 141, 143, 144, 145, 146, 147, 148, 149, 150, 151, 152, 153, 155, 157, 158, 159, 160, 161, 162, 165, 166, 167, 168, 169, 170, 171, 172, 173, 174, 175, 176, 177, 178)
4. Motion to approve resolved comments
Move to accept the resolutions for TGk LB90 comments as written in spreadsheet document 06/1739r12 and instruct the editor to incorporate all such resolutions therein into the next TGk draft..
Moved: Ganesh

Second: Kwak

For: 4

Against: 0

Abstain: 1

5. Motion to approve a procedural LB
Approve the issuance of a 15 day Procedural Letter Ballot, starting on or after 2006-11-27, asking the question; “Do you believe the TG “k” draft 7.0 is technically complete and ready for LB recirculation?”
Moved: Kwak
Second: Ganesh
For: 5

Against: 0 

Abstain: 1
6. WG Motion for Recirc Following Proc LB

Believing that comment responses in 06/1739r12 and the draft mentioned below satisfy WG 802.11 rules for letter ballot recirculation, 

Authorize a 15-day LB recirculation of 802.11k draft 7.0 assuming approval of the current draft by a 15 day procedural LB.  Letter Ballot recirculation to conclude on or later than 2006-12-30.
Moved: Kwak

Second: Ganesh

For: 4

Against: 0

Abstain: 2
Motion passes

7. Approve Ad-hoc minutes

Move to accept the Dallas Monday Ad Hoc minutes found in 06/1738r0

Moved: Kwak

Second: Ganesh

For: 5

Against: 0

Abstain: 1
Motion passes
8. Ad-hc comment resolutions

Move to accept the comment resolutions of the Monday AD Hoc
Accepts: 2, 21, 13, 16,3, and 22

Declines: 6

Counters: 2, 5, and 8

and instruct the editor to incorporate in the next draft all such resolutions therein into the next TGk draft. (Ref 06/1739r12)
Moved: Ganesh

Second Gray

For: 5

Against: 0 
Abstain: 1
Motion passes
9. Richard’s Technical Presentation
Move to incorporate the comment resolutions in 06/1806r0 into the next TGk draft. 

Moved: Ganesh

Second  Gray

For: 4

Against: 0 
Abstain: 1

Motion passes
10. WG Motion to Conditioally Approve SB

Move to request the WG chair to request the 802 Executive Committee to conditionally approve a sponsor ballot per the LMSC Policies and Procedures.
Moved: Kwak
Second  Ganesh
For: 5 

Against: 0 
Abstain: 0
Motion passes
11. Meeting Adjourns
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This document contains TG 11k minutes from Dallas 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 10
Paul Gray, AirWave


