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07/16/2007 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 IEEE SA Patent Policy (Slide #1 through #5) 
b. Inappropriate Topics – Chair pointed to the links that has the relevant information
3. Essential Patents – no attendee indicated knowledge of any essential pattern.

4. Agenda for 07/16/2007:

(a) Announcement for a vote on Measurement Pilot -- Brian Hart (Cisco) 07-0535/r0
(b) Discussion prior to the presentation:

a. Some concerns were expressed on removing a measurement from the amendment. Deciding on removal at this point may be premature.

b. Is it appropriate to decide on a sponsor ballot comment? There is already a comment submitted.

c. Getting the author of the Measurement Pilot and TGn representative involved in the decision making process is important.

Discussion:

(*) The loss of one type of radio when transitioning from outside-the-home to inside-the-home is unlikely. This assumption is worst case not the norm. 

Network handover can be very long. Measurement Pilot can mitigate and reduce hand-over-time.

(*) RSSI measurement  delivered by MP is important but not at the cost of capacity (in Mesh networks). It is not very useful in enterprise/home/home-to-enterprise envs
(*) There is a notion on measurement pilot in the cellular realm but usage models are very different. The AP density in voice over wi-fi environments is much higher than the cellular base station density

(*) Beacons could carry information on a supported voice channel (for paged devices to tune to that channel fast, without scanning). What if there are more voice channels? Beacon carrying information on a voice channel is not a scalable solution.

(*) Are the benefits of a mini-beacon fully understood? The presentation does address the negatives of the Measurement Pilot but an analysis of the postives is needed. Are we convinced that we have exhausted all possible avenues to exploit Measurement Pilot?

The presentation assumes that MPs are used in a clever fashion. If not, performance will be unacceptable.

(*) Is TBTT a parameter that can be tuned? 10 beacons per second is pretty much used everywhere. Changing that would affect co-existenxe.
(*) To get a complete picture of the RF environment in a short time (rather than cycle through multiple beacon periods – wakeup-sleep cycles) is the goal of MPs. If a few measurement pilot frames can describe the RF environment it would be ideal – This will guarantee a responsive network without filling the medium with pilot frames. How a system is configured for Measurement Pilot is off scope of 802.11.
(*) Can we add a requirement to the specification – “do not do Measurement Pilots in the following cases” or a cautionary note to that effect?

(*) Mini-beacons are not necessarily efficient – most overhead is in channel access and in preambles.

5. How can we make Measurement Pilots leaner –

a. If the goal is only to transmit as quickly as possible once I enter an RF env then we just need country string and regulatory channel/class is sufficient.

b. Another goal of MP is for a receiver to receive the MP and tune itself (based on RSSI values in the MP).

c. Do we know all the goals of MP?

6. Straw Poll-1 – would you support removing Measurement Pilot?
Yes: 10 

No: 8  

Abstain:5

7. Straw Poll-2 --  would you support the direction in which we would only focus on allowing STAs to transmit probe requests quickly?
Yes: 12
No: 7  

Abstain: 1
8. Look at Measurement Pilot in the context of mBSSID in 802.11v?

9. Straw Poll-3  --  would you support MPs if it targeted on benefits 1 and 2 (1.straw poll-2 and 2. batching measurements on 5GHz)?

Yes: 9
No: 3  

Abstain: 10
10. TG in recess till 13:30 (07/17/2007)
07/17/2007 PM1 Session:  

Meeting called to order at 16:00

11. Chair demonstrated the attendance process to the Task Group

12. Essential Patents – no attendee indicated knowledge of any essential pattern.

13. Agenda for 07/17/2007:

(c) Describe the SB Comment resolution process

(d) Joe Kwak presents some SB comment resolutions (Technical Required and all editorials)

14. Brian summarized the Measurement Pilot discussion from the previous meeting and plans to present an updated version either on Wednesday or Thursday.

15. SB Process – walk through SB Comment database and tools used to process them. The Chair concluded this task with the comment “We need to write down individual steps in order to be able to reliably and easily use the tools and process the comments“

16. Joe Kwak presentation:   (07/2189r0) – resolutions to SB comments that are tagged “ER”

a. Carried forward comments include a prefix to the “comment column” LBnnn#CID-Commenter-Name

b. 43 comments were assigned to the editor for resolution. This document completes the process with an actual resolution from the editor. Some of the comments are for consideration by the group.

c. CID #17 – accept (Comment Status is ‘A’), change ‘Response’ to Proposed Accept”
d. CID #18 – “Transmit Stream Measurement” --  The group favors the term Transmit Stream/Category Measurement. In addition, add a sentence to the subclause that uses this term to be clear on the notion/concept
e. CID #24 – accept (Comment Status is ‘A’) , change ‘Response’ to Proposed Accept”
f. CID #25 – accept (Comment Status is ‘A’) , change ‘Response’ to Proposed Accept”
g. CID #26 – accept (Comment Status is ‘A’) , change ‘Response’ to Proposed Accept”
h. CID #27 – accept (Comment Status is ‘A’) , change ‘Response’ to Proposed Accept”
i. CID #28 – accept (Comment Status is ‘A’) , change ‘Response’ to Proposed Accept”
j. CID #29 – accept (Comment Status is ‘A’) , change ‘Response’ to Proposed Accept”
k. CID #30 – accept (Comment Status is ‘A’) , change ‘Response’ to Proposed Accept”
l. CID #31 – accept (Comment Status is ‘A’) , change ‘Response’ to Proposed Accept”
m. CID #32 – accept (Comment Status is ‘A’) , change ‘Response’ to Proposed Accept”
n. CID #33 – accept (Comment Status is ‘A’) , change ‘Response’ to Proposed Accept”
o. CID #34 – accept (Comment Status is ‘A’) , change ‘Response’ to Proposed Accept”
p. CID #35 – accept (Comment Status is ‘A’) , change ‘Response’ to Proposed Accept”
q. CID #36 – accept (Comment Status is ‘A’) , change ‘Response’ to Proposed Accept”
r. CID #37 – accept (Comment Status is ‘A’) , change ‘Response’ to Proposed Accept”
s. CID #38 – accept (Comment Status is ‘A’) , change ‘Response’ to Proposed Accept”
t. CID #39 – accept (Comment Status is ‘A’)

u. CID #41 – accept (Comment Status is ‘A’) , change ‘Response’ to Proposed Accept”
v. CID #42 – accept (Comment Status is ‘A’)

w. CID #45 – accept (Comment Status is ‘A’) , change ‘Response’ to Proposed Accept”
x. CID #46 – accept (Comment Status is ‘A’)

y. CID #47 – accept (Comment Status is ‘A’) , change ‘Response’ to Proposed Accept”
z. CID #48, 49, 51, 53, 54 – preference for how frames/IEs are described. The proposed format is not consistent with the base standard. Accept the comment resolution (and address it in the recirculation)

aa. CID #50 – accept (Comment Status is ‘A’) , change ‘Response’ to Proposed Accept”
ab. CID #65 – accept (Comment Status is ‘A’) need to fix the resolution

ac. CID #67 – accept (Comment Status is ‘A’) , change ‘Response’ to Proposed Accept”
ad. CID #68 – accept (Comment Status is ‘A’) , change ‘Response’ to Proposed Accept”
ae. CID #69 – accept (Comment Status is ‘A’) , change ‘Response’ to Proposed Accept”
af. CID #70 – accept (Comment Status is ‘A’) , change ‘Response’ to Proposed Accept”
ag. CID #72 – accept (Comment Status is ‘A’) – add new editor instruction

ah. CID #73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 79 – accept (Comment Status is ‘A’)

ai. CID #81 – accept (Comment Status is ‘A’) – if this change causes the MIB to compile, we will address it then,

17. Joe Kwak presentation:   (07/2165r0) – resolutions to SB comments 1, 2, 3, 4, 57, 58, 61, 62, 64, 66
18. Motion-1
Move to accept the normative text changes described in 07/2165r0 into the next version of the TGk Draft. These changes address CID numbers: 1, 2, 3, 4, 57, 58, 61, 62, 64 and 66.
Move:

Joe Kwak
Second:

Brian Hart
Vote: 

6/0/1. Motion Passes.
19. TG in recess till PM1 13:30 (07/18/2007)

2007-07-18 Minutes:

The Chairman, Richard Paine calls the meeting to order at 1333 hours. 

The Chair reminds all parties to sign in for attendance.

The Chair briefly reviews the straw polls relative to some work items as part of constructing an initial agenda.

The Chair renews the IEEE call for patents relative to the 802.11k effort. The Chair reminds the secretary to note that there is no response relative to the call.

The agenda is approved by acclimation, document 07-2144r3. 

Brian Hart is recognized and he presents doc 07-0535r2 and initiates a discussion on measurement pilots, uses, concerns and tradeoffs. 

Brian Hart calls for a straw poll on “would you support the direction in 535r2?” 

For 8, Against 0, Abstain 0

Chair recognized Joe Kwak to go over a procedure on the sponsor ballot resolution process for the task group. Feedback indicates that there is some questions on the details of using some of the “my ballot” tools from a step by step basis (or is it an iterative process?) and Richard accepts it as an action to try and get some answers or try an get the task group a tutorial. 

Chair constructs an announcement on slide 41 of 07-2144r3 relative to future comment resolution committee meetings for the working group plenary on Friday. 

Chair recesses the task group, without objection, until 4pm on Thursday 

2007-07-19 PM2 Minutes:

20. 
The Chairman, Richard Paine calls the meeting to order at 1600 hours. 

21. The Chair reminds all parties to sign in for attendance.

22. Agenda for the meeting:

a. Discussion on flexible measurement request/reports – Brian Hart

b. Supported RRM Bitmask IE – Ganesh Venkatesan

· Unambiguate beacon Capability Bit and the RRM bitmask

· Duration Mandatory bit is redundant

c. Motions to approve

d. Review of Closing Report

23. Motion-1

Move to accept the Montreal Minutes found in 07/0820r0

Moved: 
Ganesh

Seconded: 
Kwak

Result: 
6-0-0

24. Motion-2

Move to accept the May-24-2007 –Jul-11-2007 Teleconference minutes found in 07/1969r2

Moved: 
Ganesh

Seconded: 
Kwak

Result: 
6-0-0

25. Motion-3

Move to accept the San Jose ad hoc minutes found in 07/2101r3

Moved: 
Ganesh

Seconded: 
Kwak

Result: 
6-0-0

26. Motion-4

Move to accept the San Francisco ad hoc minutes found in 07/2156r1

Moved: 
Ganesh

Seconded: 
Hart

Result: 
4-0-0

27. Motion-5

Move to request WG authorization to conduct a 15 day WG Letter Ballot to approve 11k SB Comment Resolutions.

Moved: 
Ganesh

Seconded: 
Hart

Result: 
5-0-0

28. Motion-6

Move to request WG authorization to empower TGk to hold weekly teleconferernces (Thursdays at noon Eastern time) through 2 weeks after the Atlanta meeting as required to conduct business necessary to progress the Sponsor Ballot Process, including creating and issuing drafts for Sponsor Ballots and handling other business necessary to progress through the IEEE Standards process

Moved: 
Hart

Seconded: 
Ganesh

Result: 
5-0-1

29. Review of the Closing Report (07/2144r4)

30. SB Comment Resolution Process (07/2260r0)

31. TG (SB Comment Resolution Committee) Adjourned at 17:50.
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