May 2007

doc.: IEEE 802.11-07/0820r0

IEEE P802.11
Wireless LANs

	Minutes of TGk Montreal Meeting

	Date:  2007-05-17

	Author(s):

	Name
	Company
	Address
	Phone
	email

	Ganesh
Venkatesan
	Intel Corporation
	2111NE 25th Ave, Hillsboro, OR 97124
	503-264-0637
	Ganesh.venkatesan@intel.com




05/14/2007 PM1 Session:  

Meeting called to order at 13:30
1. The Chair provided the standard IEEE policies and procedures.

a. The Chair pointed the Task Group to the working group page where Patent Polcy documents are located.

b. The Chair read verbatim slides 1-5 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Bylaws on Patents in Standards. 
c. The Chair mentioned to the Task Group the Affiliation FAQ. Specifically #7 and #11

d. Bjorne Bjerke (Qualcomm Inc)– read the following Patent statement in response to IEEE Patent Policy
Qualcomm may have intellectual property underlying a contribution that, if adopted, could be essential to the practice of the standard. If we do, we will timely comply with all IEEE requirements regarding IPRs and disclosure
e. Inappropriate Topics – Chair read and reviewed the Policy
2. Chair demonstrated the attendance process to the Task Group

3. A proposal was made to discuss Potential Sponsor Ballot issues

4. Agenda for 05/14/2007:

(a) LB 103 Comment Resolution (07/643r2)
(b) Formulate response to the EC

(c) Vote on the resolution of the LB103 comments

(d) Discussion of the next draft for Sponsor Ballot (MEC comments)

(e) Presentation by Brian Hart -- Discussion on Measurement Pilot

5. Document 07-502/r4 was sent to EC membership on 5/14/2007 – describing all outstanding comments. The Chair discussed the conditions that need to be met in order for 802.11k Draft 7.0 to enter Sponsor Ballot

6. Doc 07-643/r2 CID #2 through #10 – comments not based on changed text 
7. Doc 07-643/r2 CID #11 through #70 – comments not based on changed text

8. Doc 07-643r2 CID #71- #72 – Not a new comment
This comment is a repeat of editorial comment CID14/15 from LB96.  This is 

not a new comment.  Since the referenced LB96 comment is editorial, 

this LB103 comment is also reclassified as editorial. Section 7.0 contains 

normative frame format descriptions, and should not contain functional 

requirements.  ‘Shall’s are editorially removed from section-7 for two

reasons: 1) Intentional functional requirements using "shall" in 

section-7 are to be editorially moved to sections 9 or 11, as 

appropriate, 2) Unintentional (careless wording) use of "shall" in 

format descriptions are to be editorially replaced with the present 

tense, which does not modify the resulting format description. The 

instance of "shall" referenced by LB96 CID14/15 falls into the latter category.  The referenced changed text is not a technical change since any implementation designed from the text before the change would interoperate (operate identically) to an implementation designed from the text after the change. Please review the referenced page and line text and the resolution for CID14/15 from LB96 as documented in 11/253r7.
802.11ma has “shall” in many sub-clauses in section 7. Is 802.11ma follow-on going to attempt removing the “shall”s from section-7? Yes, if there are comments that require the corresponding sub-clause to change.

Need input from Bob O’hara on where this policy (section-7 shall not have “shall”s) is documented.

Joe Kwak’s rendition of his conversation with Bob O’hara – “this is ‘common knowledge’. Some TG’s take exception to this. ‘Shall’ is an operational requirement not used in describing format but procedures (section-9 and 11). TGh intentionally used ‘shall’ in section-7 since they choose not to describe procedures/operations in section-9 or section-11”.

Since these comments result in text moving from section-7 to section-9/11 it is correct to deem these ‘editorial’.

9. Doc 07-643r2 CID #73 – comment not based on changed text (Noise Histogram). This is a reiteration of an existing unresolved comment on the 11k draft.
10. Doc 07-643r2 CID #74 – the voter rescinded the vote “Do Not Approve” to “Approve”. This comment is not ‘valid’. This comment was removed from the spreadsheet.
11. Formulate a response to the EC

a. LB #103 is completed, 

b. Approval percentage > 75%

c. No new “Disapprove” vote

d. No technical changes needed to Draft7.0 (see 07-643r2)

e. There are no “New Invalid” comments

f. Generate a Report from the “access database” on LB103 – Peter described the “access database” and what reports are of interest to the EC members – Fancy Comitee Report – ‘Unresolved Required’ Comments.

12. End of 802.11k TG PM1 meeting for 5/14/2007

13. Resumed TGK PM2 meeting at 1600hrs

14. The chair reminded the Task Group members to record their attendance

15. Joe Kwak updated the TG on his discussion with Bob O’Hara related to the use of “shall” in section-7 generally in 802.11ma and specifically in section-7 of the 802.11k Draft7.0 (see item 8, above).

16. Potential Sponsor Ballot Issues (topics of interest)
a. Measurement Pilot

b. MIB entries for LCI

c. Beacon Bloat

d. Capabiltiy BitMask or Render more 11k measures optional

e. More terse Beacon Request/Report Format

f. Noise Histogram

g. IPI

h. No measurement of power joules/megabit

i. High Density issues (mitigation via measurements?)

17. Brian Hart on Measurement Pilot (07-535r0)

a. Straw Poll – Are you in favour of removing Measurement Pilot 10/0/0
b. Current Tx Power, Tx Power headroom, Noise Floor – required data for a closed loop system
Do you have a interest in defining in a link parameter element? 2/5/0

18. Move to recess till AM2 5/14/2007 (Keith Amann/Brian Hart)

19. End of 802,11k TG PM2 meeting for 5/14/2007 

05/15/2007 AM2 Session:  

20. The chair asked the TG members if they have read the IEEE Patent Policy and if there are any questions. The TG members consented to the fact they have read the Patent Policy and did not have any questions

21. Agenda for the AM2 Session:

· MEC process – Joe Kwak

· Vote on 07/593r3 LB103 comment resolutions

· Vote on 07/394r3 Orlando Minutes

· Vote on Mar-May 2007 Teleconference Minutes

22. MEC Process – MEC reviewed Draft7.0 and forwarded comments. These comments will be incorporated and Draft8.0 will be produced. This will be the draft for Sponsor Ballot

· Front Matter of the Draft7.0

· Title in TGk PAR and in Draft7.0 were inconsistent (the draft title did not have the word Wireless LAN)

· Copyright statement/footer is not updated

23. Motion-1
Move to accept the comment resolutions for 07/643r4 for LB103. 

Move:

Brian Hart
Second:

Ganesh Venkatesan

Discussion on the motion: Keith Amann – a number of comments from a voter is marked that “comments on Draft6.0 are marked accepted but are not incorporated in the Draft7.0”.

Joe Kwak – outcome of the Editor’s meeting: Editorial comments need not use the task group time and the editor has the authority to make appropriate changes to the draft. There are different opinions on this amongst editors, WG officers and the TG members.

Keith Amann – Some comments are marked ‘technical’. Aren’t these required to be incorporated?

Peter E – A NO voter has marked the comment that it is required to be “incorporated” into the draft.
Keith Amann – Why were the comments that were “Accepted” not incorporated?  
Joe Kwak – a comment resolution may change the draft which could be changed by another comment resolution, a comment resolution for an editorial comment may be changed when the editor incorportates it. It was noted that the Orlando meeting minutes never got uploaded to the server (07-394r3).

TG Chair uploaded Orlando minutes to the file server

Keith Amann – Stated “I understand the logic of the TG.This is my observation. Outcome does not affect me.” 
Vote: 

10/0/2. Motion Passes.
24. Motion to recess till Wednesday PM2 session Brian Hart/Joe Kwak
05/16/2007 PM2 Session:  

25. Agenda

a. Letter of Assurance and Patent Claims

b. Vote on 07/394r3 Orlando Minutes

c. Mar-may 07 Teleconference minutes (07/644r0)

d. Motion on correcting LB90 comment resolutions

e. Discussion about Sponsor Ballot Ad Hoc and enabling motions

f. NIST presentation (07/650r0)

26. Motion-2
Move to accept the Orlando Minutes found in 07/394r3

Move:

Brian Hart
Second:

Joe Kwak

Motion Passes 8/0/0

27. Motion-3
Move to accept the Mar-May 2007 Teleconference Minutes found in 07/644r0

Move:

Brian Hart
Second:

Joe Kwak

Motion Passes 8/0/0

28. Motion-4
LB90 Correction Motion

Some LB90 comments were formally processed in the Dallas meeting. The remaining comments were resolved via teleconference(s) where the editorial comments were marked ‘Accepted’ with the understanding that the editor would address them. 1739/r17 did not include any resolution for the editorial comments – the editor updated the spreadsheet with a new column describing how it was incorporated in Draft7.0 (the comments were left Accepted). The spreadsheet and the Draft7.0 contents therefore appear inconsistent.
Motion reads –

Given 1) that at the London meeting in JAN07, TGk voted (in motion #2) to accept all LB90 editorial comments in 06/1739r17 without individual comment processing and assigned all editorial comments to the TGk editor for processing, resolution and incorporation into the TGk draft, 2) that the TGk editor did process and resolve the assigned editorial comments and in so doing determined that, for 15 comments the commenter's suggested editorial remedy was either incorrect, incomplete or unnecessary,  3) that as a result, the editor did not implement the suggested editorial text change or implemented an alternate editorial text change in the next version (D7.0) of the draft,  4) that the editor did discuss these deviations from the suggested remedies with the TG during the London meeting,  5) and that at the London meeting TGk did discuss, review  and approve all such deviated resolutions in D7.0 and in 06/1739r18 by voting (in motion #5) to authorize LB96, so move to approve spreadsheet 06/1739r19 which aligns the comment resolution column (accept/counter/decline) with the actual approved text resolutions described in the editor's notes column of 06/1739r18 and with the approved text in the D7.0 draft, thus correcting the LB90 comment resolution record for editorial comments CID 10, 38, 64, 88, 92, 93, 102, 145, 146, 147, 148, 149, 159, 161, and 162.

Moved: Joe Kwak

Second:  Ganesh Venkatesan

Result:  8-0-1

29. Discussion about Sponsor Ballot Ad Hoc and enabling motions – 
· Proposed a 3-5 days Ad Hoc meeting in San Franscisco (week before the July IEEE meeting)
· Brian Hart volunteered to host the Ad Hoc meeting
· Joe Kwak proposed pre-work on topics that address a large set of Sponsor Ballot comments.
· The Task Group is the WG nominee working on the SB Ballot comments on the Draft

· SB Comment Resolutions are presented in a report form (from the Access database)

· Proposed dates: San Jose, Ca -- Wednesday 7/11/07  through Sunday 7/15/07

30. Document for Motion-4 can be found in the 06 partition of the file server

31. NIST presentation – demonstrates the use of “Link Measurement” in Military/Emergency management scenarios.
32. Review of tomorrow’s agenda – review Sponsor Ballot Draft document,  votes for Ad Hoc and Time line discussion

33. Sponsor Ballot comment resolution/incorporation and a working group approved draft needs to be ready by the end of the September meeting in order to be on the agenda for the RevCom. RevCom needs to approve the draft.

34. Peter E pointed the TG to 1934/r5 slide-78 shows critical dates in 2007 in order to meet approval body schedules.

35. Motion to recess till PM2 05/17/2007 Brian/Peter. TG in recess till PM2 05/17/2007.
05/17/2007 PM2 Session:  

36. Meeting called to order at 1600hrs

37. Agenda for the meeting
a. Vital Questions on Patent Policy

· All the members admitted awareness of the IEEE patent policy

· No one mentioned any awareness related to Patents that the WG chair needs to be aware of

b. Review EC document

c. Votes related to Ad Hoc sessions

d. Review Montreal Closing Report

e. Review of timelines

The above agenda adopted unanimously by the TG

38. Review EC document on conditions that need to be met in order to enter SB

a. LB103 recirculation ballot completed

b. “Approved” voter percentage over 90% (Harry is working this)

c. No technical changes required as the result of LB103

d. No new valid disapprove comment on new issues

e. Most received Disapprove comments were invalid, remaining Disapprove comments are not new

f. TG Chair needs toprovide (a)  the draft with MEC comments incorporated and (b) a list of  “comments from No Voters” in MS Access database to the WG Chair to be forwarded to the EC

The EC on receiving the above ((f) above) from the WG Chair has 2 days to comment and approve. Once approved D8.0 enters Sponsor Ballot.

39.  Joe has Draft8.0 (Draft 7.0 with MEC comments incorporated) in pdf format completed. Joe described his process to convert the comment list from excel into MS Access tool.
40. Comments from current no voters (21) – declined ‘valid’ comments from letter ballots are the ones that are of interest to the EC members. Hence these will be the only comments that get imported into the MS Access database.

41. Straw Poll on Ad Hoc session

(a) How many are likely to show up – 4

(b) Is there a changce of it being more? -- no

42. Motion-5
Move to forward to the EC, with conditional approval under Clause 20 of the 802 P&P, the P802.11k D8.0 to Sponsor Ballot

Move:

Suman Sharma
Second:

Brian Hart

Vote:

6/0/0

Motion Passes 


43. Motion-6
Move to request the WG to empower TGk to hold an ad-hoc meeting in San Jose, Ca for 2007-07011 to 2007-7-13 as required to conduct business necessary to progress the Sponsor Ballot process, including creating and issuing drafts for Sponsor Ballot and handling other business necessary to progress through the IEEE Standards Process
TGk Movers: Ganesh Venkatesan/Brian Hart

Motion Passes unanimously.
44. Discussion on Timelines
A reference in 802.11n Draft2.02 refers to 11k Draft7.0 while the timeline spreadsheet has .11n based off of IEEE 802.11-2007. Should the timeline spreadsheet be updated? TG decided against changing the timeline spreadsheet entry for .11k
45. Discussion on Motion-4
An 802.11k voter that raised a concern that led to motion-4 does not agree with motion-4. TGk advised the voter to discuss the issue with 802.11 Editor (Terry Cole).

46. All LB96 and LB103 comments with the note  “consideration will be given during sponsor ballot”  (or equivalent) will be submitted by Richard Paine into the sponsor ballot.
47. Motion to Adjourn – Brian Hart/Keith Amann. Adopted unanimously. TG Adjourned till the July meeting in San Francisco.
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