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01/15/2007 PM1 Session:  

Meeting called to order at 13:30
1. Chair demonstrated the attendance process to the Task Group

2. 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
3. Agenda for 01/15/2007:

(a) Comment 386 (LB83) resolution 07/0016r0

(b) Vote on 06/1739r16 (LB90 comment resolutions)
(c) Vote on changed “No Voter” spreadsheet

(d) Review Draft 6.2 (after review the draft will be labelled as 7.0)

(e) Resolve ANA issues (craft a motion)
(f) Tuesday1/16/07 PM1 session will be a joint session with .11n (06/1589r3)
4. Ganesh presented 07/0016r0

Discussion – Brian Hart proposed an alternative solution – STA-1 issues a measurement request with two frame request elements (one with the MAC address of the QoS AP and the other with the MAC address of STA-1) and indicates that the measurement be performed in parallel. The frame report from STA-2 will have STA1-STA2 and AP-STA2 metrics. Jari proposed that nDLS ad-hoc can improve on this (and add to 802.11) when nDLS proposal is more concrete. Joe Kwak drafted a resolution to LB83/386.

5. Discuss comments in 06/1739r16:
(specifically discussed comments (from LB90) 179 through 199. These comments were received after the close of the IEEE Dallas Plenary meeting). The chair went through the comments (and their resolutions) and saved the spreadsheet as 1739r17.
In addition comment #85 was  revisited and resolution changed to “accepted” (marked same as 193).

6. Chair asked the task group to consider comments 85, 179-199 (document 1739r17)

85: 
  Is there any objection to accepting this comment (and its resolution) – accepted unanimously

179-186: Is there any objection to accepting the editorial changes  – accepted unanimously

187:  Is there any objection to accepting this comment (and its resolution) – accepted unanimously

188:  Is there any objection to countering this comment (and accepting the resolution) – accepted  unanimously
189:  Is there any objection to countering this comment (and accepting the resolution) – accepted unanimously 

190:  Is there any objection to countering this comment (and accepting the resolution) – accepted unanimously

191:  Is there any objection to countering this comment (and accepting the resolution) – accepted unanimously

192:  Is there any objection to countering this comment (and accepting the resolution) – accepted unanimously

193:  Is there any objection to accepting this comment (and its resolution) – accepted unanimously

194:  Is there any objection to accepting this comment (and its resolution) – accepted unanimously

195:  Is there any objection to declining this comment (with the resolution) – accepted unanimously

196:  Is there any objection to accepting this editorial comment (and its resolution) – accepted unanimously

197:  Is there any objection to countering this comment (and accepting the resolution) – accepted unanimously

198: Is there any objection to accepting this comment (and the resolution) – accepted unanimously

199: Is there any objection to accepting this comment (and the resolution) – accepted unanimously

7. Review changes to Draft6.0 (to derive Draft 6.2)
The chair walked the TG through the changes between Draft 6.1 and Draft 6.2.
· Annex-A RRM24/25 need not be prefixed with an asterix

· Annex-D needs to be fixed (add Available Admission Capacity and made up-to-date with the rest of the text)

8. ANA Loose Ends (craft a motion)

· 9 ANA numbers are needed for 11k (some are already assigned, some are marked tentative and others need to be requested) – Joe Kwak

· Peter E mentioned that ANA numbers need not be (and should not be) fixed till the draft gets to a stage of receiving 75% approval votes in Sponsor Ballot. This has the advantage of vendors not implementing a specification prior to the specification becoming mature.

· E-mail from Joe to Richard Paint (dated 01/03/07) lists the three elements that need ANA assignment – 07/1942r0

· Measurement Pilot Transmission Information

· BSS Available Admission Capacity

· BSS AC Access Delay

Motion-1
Move to request the IEEE 802.11 Assigned Number Authority (ANA) to allocate numbers for the following element IDs: Measurement Pilot Transmission Information, BSS Available Admission Capacity and BSS AC Access Delay
Move:

Joe Levy
Second:

Brian Hart
Vote: 

8/0/1. Motion Passes.
9. Richard walked the TG through 06/1589r3

10. Amended the agenda for the day to include “07/0051r0” – Location Information Service for wireless networks
Discussion – Peter E mentioned that TGu manages the ‘telephony’ ‘core network’ part and that would be the logical starting point for the Location Information Service.

11. 1630 Hrs. Moved to recess till PM1 1/16/2007.
1/16/2007 PM1 Session

12. Session convened at 1330 Hrs

13. Chair reminded the attendance requirement

14. Proposed Agenda

a. Half hour with .11n (06/1589r3)

b. Discuss nDLS measure (LB83 #386)

c. Vote on 06/1739r17

d. Vote on teleconference minutes

e. Status of Draft 7.0.

15. Joe Levy’s presentation (06/1589r4) [Editorial changes to 1589r3] 

This proposal is a list of changes to .11n draft (changes to .11k specific sections when 11k gets ratified into 802.11)

a. Beacon Report – Channel Map and RSN elements in beacon report are truncated to allow for .11n specific IEs
b. STA Statistics – added 5 new counters (.11n specific)

c. Neighbor Report – added a HT bit and three sub-elements to the Optional Elements (Table-43)

16. Discuss nDLS measure (07/0016r0) --  the TG decided to no t modify .11k draft to include this new measure. If the DLS TG decides to pursue this measure, a future amendment to 802.11 will include this measure.
17. Motion-2
Move to accept the resolutions for TGk LB90 comments as written in spreadsheet document 06/1739r17 and instruct the editor to incorporate all such resolutions therein into the TGk draft

Move:

Ganesh
Second:

Joe Kwak
Vote: 

6/0/6. Motion Passes.
18. Motion-3
Move to accept the Nov-Jan  teleconference minutes found in 06/1891r4

Move:

Ganesh
Second:

Brian Hart
Vote: 

8/0/4. Motion Passes.
19. Status of Draft7.0 – only editorial issues were discovered. Joe Kwak is working on a few issues before finalizing Draft7.0. The TG is urged to inspect Draft6.2 and report back to Joe Kwak before the end of TGk session on Wednesday (01/17/2007).
20. Entrance Criteria for  Sponsor Ballot – ‘No voter’ concerns are addressed, few ‘No Voters’ remain. All remaining ‘No Voters’ (and their comments with corresponding resolutions) is sent to the committee.

21. No agenda items remain. Motion to recess till Wednesday PM2 (Moved: Brian, Seconded: Ganesh) passes. TGk adjourned till 01/17/07 PM2.

01/17/2007 PM2 Session
22. Joe reminded the task group to inspect Draft6.2 and send in comments before the end of 01/17/2007
23. Agenda items –

a. LB90 comments – verified that all comments are resolved (none remain with a blank resolution)

b. Approve minutes from the Dallas Meeting (06/1758r2)

c. Discussion on motions for closing plenary

d. Review timelines

24. Motion-4
Move to accept the minutes from the Nov 2006 Dallas Plenary Meeting found in document 06/1758r2

Move:

Ganesh
Second:

Joe Kwak
Vote: 

5/0/2. Motion Passes.
25. Discussion on motions for closing plenary

a. Request ANA numbers

b. Approve recirculation LB for Draft7.0 (excel spreadsheet with comments, resolutions and editor notes filled-in)

26. Review timelines
a. Sponsor Ballot in March ‘07

b. Sponsor Ballot recirculation in May ‘07

c. Ratified in Oct ‘07

27. No agenda items remain – Recess (moved by Peter, seconded by Brian Hart) till PM2 01/18/2007.
01/18/2007 PM2 Session
28. Agenda for the PM2 session

a. Review Closing Plenary Report

b. Motion for the TG to approve Draft 7.0 Recirculation LB 

29. Motion-5
Believing that comment responses in 06/1739r18 and the draft mentioned below satisfy WG802.11 rules for letter ballot recirculation
Authorize a 15-day LB recirculation of 802.11k Draft 7.0.

Move:

Ganesh
Second:

Joe Kwak
Vote: 

5/0/0. Motion Passes.
30. No agenda items remain – Adjourn (moved by Joe Kwak, seconded by Brian Hart) till March 2007 Plenary.
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