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TGy Meeting Minutes from January 2007 London Interim Session

Proceedings

Tues AM2, London - 18 Attendees - Recording Secretary, Rich Kennedy -- Clarence meeting room

Agenda

· TGy  Meeting Call To Order

· Review IEEE/802 & 802.11 Policies and Rules 

· Approve or Modify Agenda

· Review and Approve all Minutes

· Set, Review Objectives

· Review of situation

· Overview presentations, PHY, MAC and operation topics

· LB comment review

· Recess until 8:00, Thursday, January 18th, 2007

1. Meeting was called to order by TGy chair at 10:30 AM
2. Attendance reminder – Electronic using  http://newton
3. Chair stated that we were working within the guidelines set forth in the TGy January 2007 Chair’s Report (07/0098r0)
4. Chair read IEEE-SA Standards Board Bylaws on Patents in Standards and additional Pat Com Guidance
5. Chair reviewed topics NOT to be discussed during the meeting including – licensing, pricing, litigation, market share, etc.
6. Chair asked if there were any matters arising from the aforementioned topics that the WG chair needs to be informed of.  Hearing none he proceeded.
7. Chair read the copyright notice and security for equipment notices.

8. Another attendance reminder.

9. Chair discussed his goals for the session and reviewed the agenda.

10. Chair asked if there were any changes or modifications to the agenda.  Hearing none, the agenda was adopted.

11. Chair discussed the minutes from the Dallas meeting and the four telecoms since that meeting.

12. Chair asked if there were any matters arising from the minutes.  Hearing none, he asked if there was any objection to approving them.  Hearing none, the minutes were approved.

13. Chair asked if there were any presentations.  Hearing none, he proceeded.

14. Chair briefly discussed the FCC R&O 05-56, the list of historical TGy documents found in the “References” section of the minutes, the PAR, and the Purpose and Vision/Outcome statements previously approved by the group.
15. Chair discussed the “Four Themes”, i.e., interference identification and resolution, enablement, Energy Detect operation with the clause 17 PHY and mechanisms for use by licensees to control dependent stations.

16. Chair mentioned that the draft of letter ballot 94 failed by one vote.  He then displayed and explained the LB94 Comment Spreadsheet (07/0008r1).  He explained his grouping of comments and asked is there was any disagreement with this statement “Do we agree that the Editor will process all the editorial comments, recommended resolutions and create draft text accordingly?”  Hearing no objection he stated that the Editor would process all the editorial comments, recommended resolutions and create draft text accordingly.
17. Chair moved on to three questions:

17.1. He talked about a suggested use of an adjustable Carrier Sense mechanism, and asked if the group would like to consider it as a replacement for the CCA-ED scheme currently in the TGy draft.  The group was opposed to the change because of the timing of its introduction, saying that CIDs had to be addressed before any new submissions could be considered.  He stated that there were comments related to the CCA-ED, but agreed that the submission would wait.

17.2. Chair stated that there were a lot of comments based on the lack of a spectrum mask for the 5MHz channels in the document.  There was a considerable discussion on the topic.  Dick Roy [DR] suggested that all three scales (for 5, 10 and 20MHz channels) be put on the x-axis of the existing diagram.  Eldad Perahia [EP] stated that clause 17 is not specific to TGy, and the discussion turned to generic spectrum masks versus a specific mask for the 3650 – 3700MHz band. EP said it wasn’t necessary because TGj did not change the clause 17 mask, and neither did REVma when it added 5MHz channel operation.  It was generally agreed that if any specific spectrum mask should be added, it would belong in Annex I, not in clause 17.
17.3. Chair showed a document slated to be discussed at a joint TGk and (part of) TGn session, regarding the use of RCPI (06/1589r3), and asked if it should be considered for TGy.  EP said that RCPI is already in clause 17, and should not be specific to TGy.
18. DR asked “What happened to the mask issue?” After another prolonged discussion it was agreed that no action was required, as the issue is addressed in paragraph 17.3.9 of REVma D9.0
19. Chair began a discussion of categorization of the comments and a process for handling their resolution.  In the process, some actual resolutions were discussed (#402, #447, #234, #228, #17 and #36), but actual resolution will require submissions and voting on the submissions.
20. Chair talked about classifying duplicate comments.  Bruce Kraemer [BK] explained how TGn defined duplicate and unique comments; duplicates are word for word duplications; all else are unique.  TGn labeled the duplicates and referred the resolution of similar unique comments to the resolution of the original comments they were similar to.

21. In reviewing some comments on the 5 and 10MHz channel spectrum masks, it was decided that they should not be classified as out of scope, but as not correct, since the equations are parameterized in clause 17.3 for 5 and 10MHz channels.
22. EP suggested that using submissions to address groups of comments will result in a much quicker process.

23. Chair brought up CID405 and suggested the resolution “A note will be added to 17.3.10.5 pointing to Annex I…”  Adrian Stephens [AS] suggested that comments of this type should have as a resolution, a note to the Editor, modifying the resolution to say “Add a note to…”

24. EP offered to volunteer to be the owner of all clause 17 comments as soon as TGn gets to Letter Ballot (expected this week).

25. A discussion then ensued over the value of the table of location bits.  DR did not understand the value of the bits if the accuracy is unknown.  The group averred that the table needs only specify the resolution, not the accuracy.  It was explained that the table comes from RFC 3825, and that referring to it in the TGy draft is all that could be included in the TGy draft.  Chair restated that the draft contains only the frame format; the FCC defines the accuracy.
26. A final point was made regarding the use of EIRP or TX power in the table, and it was decided that it would be better to have two separate columns: one for EIRP and one for TX power, and that they be populated only with the known data; no conversions would be done.

27. Chair recessed the meeting at 12:30 PM

Thurs AM1, London – 12 Attendees -- Recording Secretary, Rich Kennedy - Clarence meeting room

Agenda

· TGy Meeting Call To Order

· situation, ballot comments, draft topics

· Recess until 16:00, Thursday, January 18, 2007

1. Meeting was called to order by TGy chair at 8:00 AM
2. Attendance reminder – Electronic using  http://newton
3. Chair displayed the agenda.

4. Chair indicated that members of 802.16h informally asked if they could work with 802.11 TGy.  They will craft a one page list of concerns and ask us to consider them.  
5. We will not address any comment resolution in this session.  We will assign comment categories to the Editor and look at clause 5.2.7 to see if we all agree on the wording of the introductory paragraph.

6. Chair showed the comment spreadsheet (07/008r2).  He explained that two new categories have been added in 07/008r2: TE (comments marked technical that should be editorial) and ET (comments marked editorial that should be technical).  CID 314 is an example of a TE comment because the baseline for this draft should include 11k and 11r, as their projects are scheduled to complete prior to completion of TGy, and as a result the TGy draft must encompass what they have added and changed in the baseline standard.  The changed baseline makes comments like 314 moot. 
7. Changes to adjacent text comments (comments affecting baseline standard text not modified by the TGy draft, but appearing in the text of the TGy draft) will be sent to the REVmb effort, as the comments should be considered for the next revision of the baseline standard. Comment 30 is an example.  Only some of the clause 17 changes asked for, for example, are part of TGy.
8. Chair showed examples of TE and ET comments.  Comment 58 is marked editorial, but really is technical; thus it is now marked as an ET comment.  Comment 201 is another ET.  Comment 76 is an example of a TE comment and has to be considered with other comments to the same wording.  Comment 84, 85 and 86 are examples of TE comments because changing “parameters” to “parameter” is editorial.  Comments 130 is another example of a TE comment.
9. Additional discussion on CID 201 was requested.  A question was raised about RegLocAgreement bit in the Location Information Table.  Chair clarified that this is the bit in the DSE LCI element that is controlled by dot11RegLocAgreement in the MIB.
10. Chair asked “Do we agree that the comments marked ET in document 07/008r2 are technical, and should be assigned to the group for comment resolution submissions?”  Hearing no objection, the comments marked “ET” in document 07/008r2 will be assigned to the group for comment resolution submissions.
11. Chair asked “Do we agree that the Editor will process all the comments marked “TE” in document 07/008r2, and recommend resolutions and create draft text accordingly?” Hearing no objection, they are assigned to the Editor.
12. Chair brought up the comment spreadsheet (07/008r2) to explain three of the comment categories: “clause 0”, “baseline” and “reference”.
12.1. “clause 0” are comments affecting the frontmatter and introduction to the draft.
12.2. “baseline” are comments that are related to the baseline standard or draft amendments that are scheduled to be completed before TGy
12.3. “reference” are comments that correct references 
13. Chair asked “Do we agree that the Editor will process all the comments in the categories “clause 0”, “baseline” and “reference” in document 07/008r2, and recommend resolutions and create draft text accordingly?” Hearing no objection, they are assigned to the Editor.
14. Chair brought up comment 609.  It says an action frame rather than a probe response should be used.  There are a lot of other comments apply to 11.10.3.  CID 609 offers a solution that moots other comments labelled 11.10.3 about Probe Response frames.  Chair said this is a good way to resolve these, and a submission should be brought.
15. Chair brought up clause 5.2.7 to ask if the wording is acceptable to the group.  No vote will be taken at this time, but he felt it was important to help explain.  However, the “shalls” have to be removed.  This action will resolve another block of comments.
16. Chair asked if the group wanted to look at more of the comments or discuss what the next steps should be.
17. Comment 421 has a large impact.  It says “shalls” are not appropriate in clause 5.  CID 564 is an example of comments about “shalls” being in the wrong clause.
18. The statement was made that main clauses in the document cannot be informative; therefore shalls are not inappropriate for clause 5. This is per the IEEE style guide. 
19. Chair said that traditionally “shalls” should be kept together, e.g. in clause 11
20. Chair brought up clause 11.10. to discuss the change that allows the changing regulatory classes, not just channels. This is similar to what TGn and TGv have voted in.  The section on supported regulatory classes (inserted before 11.10) could encompass the “shalls’ currently in clause 7 of the draft.

21. Chair explained the use of square brackets for values to be determined during development of the amendment.

22. Chair explained the difference between “same as” comments and “duplicate” comments.

23. There are 121 comments are marked “Trivial”.  Chair showed some of these.

24. Chair asked “Do we agree that the Editor will process all the comments marked “trivial” in column T of the master sheet of document 07/008r2, and recommend resolutions and create draft text accordingly?” Hearing no objection, they are assigned to the Editor.
25. Chair stated that the PM session would be used to establish comment resolution assignments.
26. Chair said he would volunteer to do the PICS, MIBs and Annexes I and J
27. Chair recessed the meeting at 10:04 AM
Thurs PM2, Dallas –19 Attendees – Recording Secretary, Rich Kennedy -- Clarence meeting room

Agenda

· TGy  Meeting Call To Order

· Draft D1.0y and 2.0y contents

· Planning through March 07 and Motions for Working Group

· Adjourn

1. Chair called PM2 meeting to order at 4:01 PM
2. Attendance reminder – Electronic using  http://newton
3. Chair displayed the agenda.
4. TGn leaders have offered to go through the 127 PHY comments.

5. Chair discussed the work done this week.

6. Chair discussed the CCA-ED mechanism.

7. Chair displayed the comment resolution spreadsheet (07/0008r2), and explained that resolutions recommendations can be discussed on telecoms, but cannot be voted on except in face to face meetings.

8. Chair explained the “Four Themes” of document 07/0098.

9. Chair discussed document 06/1934r5 which shows the TGn draft approval process, including their shifted timeline that indicates they will complete after TGy; document 07/0098r3 (not yet posted) shows the TGy proposed schedule.[The TGy schedule was subsequently revised by the Chair and is available at www.ieee802.org/11 ]
10. A question was asked about if we would coordinate the TGy ECSA with TGn.  The Chair explained that the TGy version will define the ECSA, and that it works with TGk, TGv and TGn.

11. Chair reviewed other comment resolution issues discussed this morning, i.e. removing “shalls” from clause 5 and clause 7.

12. Chair stated that no motions will be introduced and no comments will be resolved this session.  We will prepare to do that in March in the telecons and reflector emails.

13. Chair displayed the 06/1830r0 document: clause 5.2.7 text.

14. A question regarding the fixed nature of the enablement timing resulted in the chair explaining all of the timing mechanisms.

15. Chair explained the “same as” labelling of some comments, and how although not “duplicate” they can have the same resolution. 
16. Chair stated that we will not have an extra telecom next week, but will ask for an extra one on March 6th at 13:00 ET, before the March meeting to prepare.

17. A question was raised about how the regulatory classes table works.  The chair explained it again.
18. Chair posed a question: How do 11k and 11y coexist when they both turn on all their monitoring?  Frame format differences need to be resolved or dealt with some other way.
19. Chair asked if there were any more concerns or questions about how the group is operating.  None heard. Chair asked if there were any other comments.  None heard.
20. Motion to adjourn at 5:14 PM (DR); second (Brian).  Hearing no objection, the meeting is adjourned.
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Abstract


Cumulative minutes of the US 3650MHz Task Group meetings held during the IEEE 802.11 Interim session in London from January 15 through 19, 2007. The session was chaired by TGy chair Peter Ecclesine from Cisco.
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