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03/12/2007 PM2 Session:  

Meeting called to order at 16:00
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 - strategy for .11k Sponsor Ballot with Draft7.0
· Bob O’ Hara mentioned that the draft should be submitted as is into Sponsor Ballot (even editorial changes are potential new comment generators)

· LB96 comments need to be resubmitted again in sponsor ballot. The chair of the TG as sponsor designee can re-submit these comments as well

· Should we do a re-circulation Letter Ballot – Brian expressed interest in pushing forward with the sponsor ballot. Recirculation LB will be a plan-B.

· Bob O’Hara mentioned that as a task group we should work on making it into the Sponsor Ballot with Draft7.0. with a spreadsheet that details how the last LB comments will be resolved (decline all the LB96 comments) and have the chair (as sponsor designee) to re-submit them in SB.

· A single new valid (meaning on text that changed) technical comment from a ‘NO’ voter will require a recirculation LB 
· Brian proposed having the WG comment on the Sponsor Ballot in the Mid-Week plenary. Richard will follow on this.
3. Agenda for 03/12/2007:

a. Kwak resolutions – 07/350r0

· Are these technical comments?

1. CID#10 – No

2. CID#14 – remove ‘shall’ from section -7 (No)

3. CID#15 – remove ‘shall’ from section-7 (No)

4. CID#21 -- remove colloquial usage (No)

5. CID#27 – reserved bit and ‘is set to zero’ (No)

6. CID#32 – incorrect editor instruction (No)

7. CID#36 – invalid comment – editor has the liberty to do as he/she sees appropriate on Editorial comments
8. CID#53 – missed replacing “specification” with “service” (No)

9. CID#56 – shall does not belong in Section-7 (No)

10. CID#57 – editorial instruction incorrect (No) 

11. CID#69 – shall does not belong in Section-7 (No)

12. CID#72 – bad cross reference (No)

13. CID#73 – bad cross reference (No)

14. CID#76 – shall does not belong in Section-7 (No)

15. CID#79 – Vendor Specific entry in tables where 11k added a row (No)

16. CID#84 – reformatting text (No)

Motion-1
Move to change the technical comment 36 to invalid and to reclassify the following technical comments to editorial (10,14,15,21,27,32,53,56,57,69,72,73,76,79,84)  as shown in 07/350r0

Move:

Joe Kwak
Second:

Brian Hart
Vote: 

6/0/1. Motion Passes.
b. Review comments in 07/253r5

· Are these technical comments valid?

1. CID#2 – not a comment on text that changed between Draft6.0 to Draft7.0 (No)
2. CID#3 – not a comment on text that changed between Draft6.0 to Draft7.0 (No)
3. CID#4 -- not a comment on text that changed between Draft6.0 to Draft7.0 (No)

4. CID#5 -- not a comment on text that changed between Draft6.0 to Draft7.0 (No)

5. CID#6 -- not a comment on text that changed between Draft6.0 to Draft7.0 (No)

6. CID#17 – Commenter is not a ‘No’ voter. Not a new technical comment.

7. CID#18 – Commenter is not a ‘No’ voter. Not a new technical comment.

8. CID#19,20,22,23 – not a comment on text that changed between Draft6.0 to Draft7.0
03/13/2007 AM2 Session:  

Meeting called to order at 10:30

4. Chair demonstrated the attendance process to the Task Group

5. Continue on with 07/253r5:

a. Are these technical comments valid?

· CID#24 –  Incorrect reference. Reference should be P6L13. The suggested remedy does not detail how to fix the comment (hence an invalid comment). This comment does not require a change to the draft. A clarification to the commenter – The details are provided in Clause 11.10.8.9. This measurement is designed to be implemented only on the transmit side of the stream. Transmit stream measurement does include receive side error detection indirectly by using the ACK/Retransmit mechanism. (No)
· CID#25 – This comment is out-of-scope for the current ballot (and hence invalid). It is not a new technical comment as it is not related to changed text or to text affected by changed text.   (No)
· CID#34 – Figure 85l did not change from Draft6.0 to Draft 7.0. Hence this comment is not related to changed text or text affected by changed text in Draft7.0. (No)

· CID#36 – motion-1 above affirms that this comment is invalid. (No)

· CID#65 – not a comment on text that changed between Draft6.0 toDraft7.0 (No)
· CID#68 -- not a comment on text that changed between Draft6.0 toDraft7.0 (No)

· CID#70,71,74,75 – Reclassified as editorial by the chair with the concurrence of unanimous consent of the TG. Declined by the TG (unanimous consent). (No)
· CID#77 -- not a comment on text that changed between Draft6.0 toDraft7.0 (No)

· CID#95 -- not a comment on text that changed between Draft6.0 toDraft7.0 (No)

· CID #96 – Commenter is not a ‘No’ voter. Due consideration was given to the old name “QoS Metrics”. The new  name “Transmit Stream Measurements” was re-affirmed as the preffered one by the TG.

6. Bob O’Hara recommended an approach to obtain an approval for a ‘conditional sponsor ballot’ and  a 15-day recirculation of “Draft7.0 along with the new LB96 spreadsheet with resolution for all technical comments”
7. Review of editorial comments (07/349r0)

Motion-2
Move to decline all editorial comments in 07/0253r5 in order to proceed to Sponsor Ballot, with the recommendation that editorial consideration be given to each of these editorial comments for Sponsor Ballot.

No discussions

Move:

Joe Kwak
Second:

Brian Hart
Vote: 

7/1/4. Motion Passes.
8. Review of editorial comments (07/349r0 + some that were addressed in teleconferences)
CID# 7, 8 , 9, 11, 12, 13, 16, 26, 28, 29, 30, 31, 37,  38, 39,  40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 54, 55, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 66, 67,  and 71.

03/13/2007 PM1 Session:  

9. Review of editorial comments (07/349r0 + some that were addressed in teleconferences) (cont’d)

 72,  73, 74, 75, 76, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, 93 and  94. 

10. Review CID#17
Comment declined since suggested remedy is incorrect.

New Comment Resolution – P60L9 Change “Neighbor Report Element”  to “Neighbor Report Element for validated APs”

11. Review CID#18
The comment does not explicitly identify any errors. No suggested corrections are indicated. The TG declines this comment by unanimous consent.

12. Review 07/253r6 for any comments that are not resolved (declined) 
CID#96 is the only one accepted (and no text changes are involved).

13. Teleconference Minutes
Motion-3
Move to accept the Jan-Mar  teleconference minutes found in 07/266r1.

No discussions

Move:

Ganesh Venkatesan
Second:

Brian Hart
Vote: 

Motion Passes unanimously.
14. London Minutes

Motion-4
Move to accept the London minutes found in 07/109r3.

No discussions

Move:

Peter Ecclesine
Second:

Joe Kwak
Vote: 

Motion Passes unanimously.
15. Tasks to be completed:

· Motion for the TG to approve recirculation with Draft7.0
· Motion for conditional Sponsor Ballot approval

· E-mail to Harry to repost Draft 7.0 for a new recirculation LB,  remove the redline document (from 6.0 to 7.0)  and post the LB 96 Comment Resolution spreadsheet 07/253r6.
· Motion for the WG to approve the recirculation LB

· Motion for the WG to approve sending Draft7.0 to the EC to approve Sponsor Ballot

16. TG Adjourns till 03/14/07 PM2
03/14/2007 PM2 Session:  

Meeting called to order at 16:00

17. Chair demonstrated the attendance process to the Task Group

18. Issues to address  (in addition to those listed in item#15)

a. LB83 Comment from Stolpman/Soomro not in spreadsheet (1366)

Harry has Stolpman as ‘No’ voter but no one has located corresponding comments.

b. LB83 Comment Soomro not in spreadsheet (No Voter list)

Add Soomroo’s Comment (CID #669 LB83) – This comment is the same as CID#2 LB86. Add “Current Comment Resolution” from the No-Cmts78-96 list (LB86 CID#2).
c.  (LB78 CID#98) Yongsuk Kim/Joonsuk Kim name confusion – resulted in Youngsuk Kim’s comment from LB78 not resolved/carried forward into no comments list
Insert LB78 CID#98 into No-Cmts78-96. “Hidden Station Request/Report” mechanism was removed from 11k as a result of a vote in the July 05 meeting. The hidden STA request/report was originally inteneded to identify hidden nodes by promiscuously monitoring all frames and ACKs and attempting to match ACKs or missing ACKs to missing frames in order to identify a hidden note. The specification was cumbersome and obscure that the TG could not agree on a clear normative text wording.
d. There are 4 (Yongsuk, Soomro, Stolpman, Yeh)  ‘No Voters’ whose status is not clear.
e. From our analysis we have 22 ‘No voters’ (5-active and 17-inactive)

Spreadsheet 1366/r33 contains all the above updates.
19. Approximate counts -- 121 total (66 declined from all LBs except 96 where all comments are declined)

20. Meeting Adjourned till PM2 04/15/2007.
03/15/2007 PM2 Session:
Meeting called to order at 16:00

21. Chair demonstrated the attendance process to the Task Group

22. Agenda for this session

a. Review the document to be forwarded to the EC

b. Review Doc 06/1366r34

c. Review Doc 07/253r7

d. Vote of a set of motion in preparation of the closing plenary (and sponsor ballot)

e. Review of timeline

f. Motion for approving Teleconferences

23. Review of the document to be forwarded to the EC
At the end of March Session a .11k recirculation LB (with Draft7.0) 

After the Draft7.0 recirculation and the EC approves the draft for SB, the WG does not own the draft. Any changes recommended by MEC (all will be editorial) will result in a new Draft which need not be recirculated at the WG level.

Does the table of ‘carried forward’ NO comments need to show “a decreasing trend”? Yes. This is important since it will distract the EC members into focussing on the table and not moving ahead.
The EC is more interested in the latest recirculation letter  ballot NO comments. Also, need to point our how many of the final recirculation ballot comments are (a) duplicates, (b) out-of-scope (meaning comments on text that did not change in the new Draft)

24. Updated 1366/r33 with ‘No commenter’ comments with resolutions from LB96 comment resolution spreadsheet (253r6)
25. Updated 253/r6 with updates to the resolution in some of Bill Marshall’s comments that were incorrecty stating “reclassified to editorial” when the comments were in fact editorial to start with. Only CID#70 and CID#74 were reclassified.

26. Votes and Motions
Motion-5
Move to accept the resolution for TGk LB96 comments as written in spreaqdsheet document 07/0253r7

No discussions

Move:

Brian Hart
Second:

Joe Kwak
Vote: 

Motion Passes 7/0/1
Motion-6
WG Motion for Recircualtion LB

· Believing that comment responses in 07/253r7 and the draft mentioned below satidfy WG 802.11 rules for letter  ballot recirculation

· Move to authorize a 15-day WG recirculation LB of 802.11 Draft 7.0

No discussions

Move:

Joe Kwak
Second:

Brian Hart
Vote: 

Motion Passes 7/0/1
Motion-7
Move to forward to the WG and the EC, for conditional approval under clause 20 of the 802 P&P, the 802.11k draft to Sponsor Ballot

No discussions

Move:

Brian Hart
Second:
Ganesh Venkatesan
Vote: 
Motion Passes 8/0/1
Motion-8 (for informational purposes only, not a real motion in the TG session)
WG Motion

Move to request conditional approval, under clause 20 of the 802 P&P, to forward the P802.11k draft to Sponsor Ballot

Moved on behalf of the TG by Richard Paine

Move:

n/a

Second:

n/a

Vote: 
n/a

27. The Task Group reviewd the summary document targeted for the EC review (report for EC review) and approved it (see item #23 above)
28. Objective for 

a. May-2007 – Sponsor Ballot comment recirculation and Sponsor Ballot recirculation

b. July 2007 – Recirculation Sponsor Ballot comment recirculation and Sponsor Ballot recirculation

29.  Authorize weekly teleconferences starting 2007-03-29
30.  Motion by the TGk Chair on behalf og the TG (motion at WG)

Motion-9
WG Motion for Recircualtion LB

· Believing that comment responses in 07/253r7 and the draft mentioned below satidfy WG 802.11 rules for letter  ballot recirculation

· Move to authorize a 15-day WG recirculation LB of 802.11 Draft 7.0

On behalf of the TG (7/0/1)

Move:



Second:



Vote: 



31. Motion -- Empowerment Weekly Teleconferences (Motion at WG)

Motion-10
· Move to request the working group to empower TGk to hold weekly teleconferences (Thursday noon Eastern Time) through 2 weeks after the San Franscisco meeting as required to conduct business necessary to progress the LB and SB process including creating and issuing drafts for LBs and SBs and handling other business necessary to progree through the IEEE standards process
Move:

Brian Hart
Second:

Ganesh Venkatesan
Vote: 

Unanimous
32. Brian suggested that while discussing the EC report with the EC, mention that there are fewer than 20 “no” voters – this is not an official number as the number went below 20 after feedback from individual “no” voters who changed their “no” vote to “approve”.
Discussed and fixed  number discrepancy in the tables inside the ‘report to the EC’.

33. Timelines --- 

a. 3/21 last recirculation

b. Exit Sponsor ballot recitculation cycle – July-2007

c. Final WG Approval – Sep-2007 (missing this date will move dates by as much as 6 months)
d. Final EC approval – Dec-2007
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