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2007-08-14 

Meeting called to order at 09:06 AM  PST.

1. Attendance: Richard Paine, Joe Kwak, Ganesh Venkatesan, Brian Hart , Peter Ecclesine

2. General discussion on the strategy for ad hoc – have resolutions for all sponsor ballot comments. Work on comment resolutions to all comments for a 15-day procedural ballot.

3. Preliminary Discussions

a. Patent Policy Review

b. Ask for Patent Claims – no response given

c. Review  inappropriate topics and discussions

4. Discussion on MIB entries in Annex-D – a comment recommends removing all entries from Annex-D that have a corresponding request/response mechanism.

An upper layer management entity needs access to the measurement data which justifies the MIB entries in Annex-A. There could be security issues but they are not new (MIB entries that already exist suffer the same issue). Having more MIB entries makes the situation worse. – since there is an issue with the MIB interface in general, raise to the WG level and have 802.11mb resolve it.

Counter-argument – Home users do not setup/configure management entities. These are done by service providers – hence stronger passwords. Enterprise users do not use the MIB interface.

Since this is a lot of work – the comment resolution committee needs to decide upfront on what approach to take on the MIB issue.

Comment ID 199 specifically addresses RRM Request/Report information being duplicated in Annex-D.

Proposed Resolution – We agree that the requested STA may not have a MIB and the action frames must be used to obtain information via 11k. However, the 11k PAR requires us to provide an interface to upper layers for management STAs. The MIB is presently 11k’s only such interface. (this is for remote upper layer access. Local upper layers get this information via procedures defined in Clause-10).
5. Sponsor Ballot comments assigned to ‘CRgroup’ that have a non-blank Response (07/2389r1)
a. CID #96, #100, #101,#102,#103  – PROPOSED REJECT. The TGk Draft baseline does not include 11n. 11n baseline includes TGk. Expect all 11n specific changes to 11k to be included in the 11n amendment. The commenter is encouraged to provide these comments to the next draft of 11n. – Proposed Reject.

b. CID #97 – PROPOSED ACCEPT IN PRINCIPLE. Submission 07/2302 section 6 addresses the extensibility of existing statistics counter groups.

c. CID #104 – Measurement Pilot related topic – still an open issue

d. CID #118, #179, #180 --  PROPOSED ACCEPT IN PRINCIPLE. Assigned to Ganesh

e. CID #121 – PROPOSED ACCEPT IN PRINCIPLE. Undelete second, third and fourth sentences or fix the note to convey the idea – Assigned to Joe Kwak

f. CID #142 – PROPOSED ACCEPT IN PRINCIPLE – Assigned to Brian Hart

g. CID #147 – PROPOSED ACCEPT IN PRINCIPLE – Assigned to Joe Kwak

h. CID#153 – PROPOSED ACCEPT IN PRINCIPLE – Change “their operating channels” to “that STA’s operating channel” in two places.

i. CID #171 – PROPOSED ACCEPT IN PRINCIPLE. Assigned to Ganesh.

j. CID#172 – PROPOSED ACCEPT IN PRINCIPLE. Assigned to Brian Hart.

k. CID #191 – PROPOSED REJECT. Assigned to Brian Hart

l. CID #197 – PROPOSED ACCEPT IN PRINCIPLE. Assigned to Ganesh Venkatesan. Move all normative text from 7.2.3.9 to 11.1.3.

m. CID #199 – See (4) above.

n. CID #208 – Assigned to Joe Kwak

o. CID #212 – PROPOSED ACCEPT IN PRINCIPLE. Assigned to Richard Paine.

p. CID #220 – PROPOSED ACCEPT IN PRINCIPLE. Do not change the first ‘shall’ to ‘should’.  Change the second ‘shall’ to ‘should’. P98L19-20: change “shall ignore the vendor specific sub-element and continue” to “should include the vendor specific sub-element and shall continue”.

q. CID #230 – PROPOSED REJECT. P88L7 indicates that only one Measurement Request frame may be ‘active’ in any STA at any time. A new Measurement Request frame may be sent at anytime (no time/frequency limitation), to supercede the prior (pending) Measurement Request. 

r. CID #232 – PROPOSED REJECT. Rate, transmit range, regulatory classes, location and all delimiters on the ability to provide services. The requirements and issues document produced by .11k provide those scenarios and the justification for a measurement service (02/508).

s. CID#233 – PROPOSED REJECT—TGk does not specify a Measurement Start Time. The accuracy requirement referenced here is the accuracy of the reported Actual Measurement Start Time. Processing delays to initiate a measurement are permitted and do not affect the reported Actual Measurement Start Time accuracy. Refer to Clause 11.1  for BSS synchronization accuracy requirements.

t. CID #234 – PROPOSED REJECT --- The suggested remedy is beyond the scope of 11k.  If the measuring STA is operating on a Noisy Channel, the user’s policy may be to find  a quieter channel, requiring higher than priority for off-channel measurements. For busy STAs, clause 11.10.4 describes how measurements be appropriately refused.

u. CID#246 – PROPOSED ACCEPT IN PRINCIPLE. Assigned to Joe Kwak.

v. CID #91 – PROPOSED ACCEPT IN PRINCIPLE  -- Add new sentence at P88L30 “A single measurement request element may generate a large quantity of measurement report data. The measurement report data may be reported using multiple measurement report elements in multiple report frames.”

6. CID #248 – Changed from ER to E.

7. CID #243, #244, #245 – Changed from ER to E

8. Will re-convene at 08:00 PDT tomorrow. Recessed at 15:00 Hrs PDT.

2007-08-15
Meeting called to order at 08:46 AM  PST.

9. Attendance: Richard Paine, Joe Kwak, Ganesh Venkatesan, Brian Hart , Peter Ecclesine

10. Peter E and Brian Hart will work on Measurement Pilot related updates to 802.11k. 
Will updating the comment resolution document with the general approach to change Measurement Pilot be enough?

We need to work it enough so that the Comment Resolution Committee can vote on the issue – to get a clear direction on this. The choices are: Remove the feature, Change the feature, or keep it as is.

Presentation on Measurement Pilot comment resolution --- 14:00 Hrs on 2007-08-16
11. Recess till 16:00 Hrs – individual work on comment resolutions.
12. Discuss CID#199 with the commenter.

a. 11k’s PAR does not require that the STA needs to store (the measurements) and propagate the measures to local upper layers.

b. 11k’s PAR does require support for external management – (scope does not explicitly state this. The purpose clause of the PAR mentions ‘external management’. Is this external to MAC? Or an external agent outside the physical system?)

c. Retaining the information in the AP’s database will use up a large amount of memory. 
d. Annex-D is normative but there are no implementations. Why not include the information if it does not harm? It does harm (for who chooses to implement the MIB – to stay conformant to the standard)

e. The annex-D contents specifically allow an external agent to send in a MIB and request the AP to perform (or have a STA associated to it perform) a measurement – see figure in Annex-D. The diagram in Annex-D however, does not allow for a MIB-SET/GET procedure.
f. Figure-182 (802.11-2007) shows a MLME-GET/SET but is not defined. Corresponding SME is not defined. --- this is defined in clause 10.2
g. Coomenter’s response to the proposed resolution – Clause 10.3.12 (MLME.MRequest) is sufficient for both local/remote(external) interfaces (upper layers)

h. Two interfaces are defined – MLME SAP for local and MIB based MLME

i. The MIB (SMT MIB - STA management MIB) defined in Annex-D is not within the scope of 802.11.

13. Comment Resolution Group back in order at 16:52 Hours PDT
14. CID #7 change from “Proposed Accept” to “Proposed Accept in Principle”

15. CID #134 PROPOSED ACCEPT – Need to fix the syntax to indicate that AP Channel Report table is aa list of channels.
16. CID #112 PROPOSED REJECT – Numerous inputs from various manufacturers have indicated that a tolerance of +/-5dB is challenging and cannot be reduced. The specified tolerance applies across all environmental extremes (temperature, voltage), for the entire product lifetime and for all possible input power conditions. These items drive the tolerance limits for power measurements.

17. Discussion on the agenda for Thursday (2007-16-08)

18. Discussion on CID #199 – 
a. Remove the MIB entries that duplicate Request/Report and move them to an informative annex.

b. Make RRM18 optional (renders Annex-A normative but optional to implement).
19. Recess at 18:06 Hours till 08:00AM 2007-16-08.
2007-08-16
Comment Resolution Presentations 11:00AM 2007-16-08. 

20. Discuss comment resolutions for comments assigned to Ganesh Venkatesan (105, 118, 126, 141, 144, 148, 164, 171, 179, 180, 187, 197 and 210). Document 07/2314r0 and spreadsheet 07-2320r0.

21. Recess for lunch at 12:25

22. Discuss comment resolutions for ER comments assigned to Joe Kwak.

23. Discuss comment resolutions for TR comments assigned to Joe Kwak.
24. Motion-1 (kwak-TGk Sponsor Ballot Resolutions.xls)
Move to incorporate resolutions in the Approved Resolutions worksheet except for CID#246, 07/2318r0 into TGk Draft9.0.
Discussion: None
Move: Kwak
Second: Eccelsine
Vote: Yes/No/Abstain 3/0/0 
Motion Passes
25. Motion-2 (EditorER-TGk Sponsor Ballot Resolutions.xls)
Move to incorporate resolutions in the Approved Resolutions worksheet, 07/2317r0 into TGk Draft9.0.
Discussion: None
Move: Kwak
Second:  Ecclesine
Vote: Yes/No/Abstain 4/0/0
Motion Passes
26. Motion-3 (SB Comments with Approved Resolutions – Ganesh Venkatesan)
Move to incorporate resolutions in the Approved Resolutions worksheet, 07/2320r0 into TGk Draft9.0.
Discussion: None
Move: Kwak
Second:  Ecclesine
Vote: Yes/No/Abstain 3/0/0
Motion Passes
27. Motion-4 (SB1 Resolutions by Ecclesine and Paine)
Move to incorporate all resolutions in the Approved Resolutions worksheet, 07/2321r1 into TGk Draft9.0.
Discussion: None
Move: Ecclesine
Second:  Brian
Vote: Yes/No/Abstain 3/0/0

Motion Passes
28. CID #212 Changed from “PROPOSED REJECT” to “PROPOSED ACCEPT IN PRINCIPLE”
29. Comment Resolution Committee ad hoc meeting adjourns.
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