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September 11, 2007

Attendees: Joe Kwak (InterDigital), Richard Paine (Boeing), Brian Hart (Cisco), Ganesh Venkatesan (Intel)
Meeting called to order at 12:33 AM EDT
1. This ad hoc meeting (9/11-23, 2007) was announced in the July IEEE meeting in SF

2. No knowledge of ‘essential patents’ expressed by the attendees

3. The chair pointed the attendees to IEEE SA documentation on Policies, Procedures and Patents.

4. Agenda:

a. Discussion on comments from sponsor ballot

b. Discussion on comments from the letter ballot (LB111)

c. Determine if we are ready for SB recirculation ballot

5. The Comment Resolution Group approved the agenda

6. SB Recirculation will complete post Hawaii meeting. So, need an approval an ad hoc meeting. The Oct 15th date could be met with this approach.

7. If we do not meet the Oct 15th date, we will have to work toward the March 2008 deadline

8. Expect technical comments related to Measurement Pilot description in Draft9.0. (LB111) – Is Measurement Pilot similar to Beacon or similar to Measurement?
9. Discussion on Sponsor Ballot Comments – 

a. Review of draft8.1 – review the draft to verify if the intent of submissions is correctly reflected in the draft. Propose that it would consume a day to complete this.

10. Discussion on LB 111 comments --

a. The resolution for these comments will be “Delegated to the CRCommitee for consideration in developing future drafts”.

11. Recess till 12:00 noon.
12. Back in order at 12:02 noon

13. We will recess till 16:00 for individual work.
14. Meeting called to order at 16:18
15. Review of comments from LB111

a. A large set of comments recommend removing Measurement Pilots and achieve equivalent function using active scanning. A small set of use cases cannot be addressed by active scanning
b. Can we address all the MP comments with the resolution that “MPs are optional”? STAs may not have an efficient mechanism to detect and discard MPs. Hence may cause inefficiency
c. Categorize the comments into different groups (07/2430r0)
16. Recess at 16:55 till 13:00 09/12/2007
September  12, 2007
Attendees: Joe Kwak (InterDigital), Richard Paine (Boeing), Peter Ecclesine (Cisco) and Ganesh Venkatesan (Intel)

Meeting called to order at 13:03 EDT

17. Status of Draft 9.0 – Most of the work is done but still a few loose ends to complete

18. No knowledge of ‘essential patents’ expressed by the attendees

19. Agenda:

a. Review/assignment of LB111 comments (the LB closed midnight EDT 9/11/2007)

b. Complete remaining editorial tasks for Draft9.0

20. Review of LB111 comments (#82 through #105)
a. CID #105 -- Available Admission Capacity
Delegated to the CRCommitee for consideration in developing future drafts.

b. CID #104 – Editorial

c. CID #103 – Simplify Beacon Generation

Delegated to the CRCommitee for consideration in developing future drafts.
d. CID #102 – Virtual AP Set/MP. 

This comment is received by the CRCommitee for consideration in developing future draft.

e. CID #101 -- MP
f. CID #100 – Capabilities, <tbd> fixed by the editor
g. CID #99 – Clarification. (out of scope) Requesting a measurement does not require the receiving STA to do the measurement. The STA can refuse the measurement if doing the measurement causes it to interfere with actual communication.
h. CID #98 – Accuracy

i. CID #97, 90, 84 – Clarification. Requesting a measurement does not require the receiving STA to do the measurement. The STA can refuse the measurement if doing the measurement causes it to interfere with actual communication.

j. CID #96, 87 – MIB Compilation
k. CID #95, 89, 86, 85 – Procedural

l. CID #94 – Clarification

m. CID #93, 91, 88 – same as #99 (out of scope)

n. CID #92 – procedural

o. CID #83 – remove MP

p. CID #82 – Editorial

21. Assigned LB111 comments to CRCommitee members for consideration (post-Draft9.0)
22. CRCommitee worked on several techniques to generate different reports from MyBallot database
23. Draft9.0, Redline document and the report from the MyBallot database – package for recirculation.

24. Recess till 16:00 Hrs EDT Sep 13th, 2007.

September  13, 2007
Attendees: Joe Kwak (InterDigital), Richard Paine (Boeing), Peter Ecclesine (Cisco) and Ganesh Venkatesan (Intel), Paul Gray (AirWave), Brian Hart (Cisco)
Meeting called to order at 16:10 EDT

25. No knowledge of ‘essential patents’ expressed by the attendees

26. Agenda:

a. Individual work till 16:00 Hrs EDT

b. Sponsor ballot report is done and ready for WG (CRCommitee need to vote on this)

c. Review of Draft9.0
27. 3 LB111 voters – voted No and added comments in a different field – their votes were deemed invalid as a result (they were interpreted as NO voters with no comments). These LB111 comments are now added to the spreadsheet
28. Document 2289r5 contains sponsor ballot comments/resolutions from the CRCommitee. LB111 comment spreadsheet (document 07/2430r0 – LB111 Approval of Sponsor Ballot Comment Resolution) contains comments (their categorization, assignments) from WG voters on 07/2289r5.

29. Obtain conditional approval from ExComm and shoot for “Early Consideration” agenda for RevComm submission. Submit a draft to RevCom by Feb 15th 2008.
30. Comment Resolutions for LB111 comments that have “This comment is delegated to the Comment Resolution Committee for consideration in developing future drafts”. Is this appropriate? NO. This Letter Ballot is similar to the question that the WG members would normally be asked at the closing plenary. LB111 is not a place for comments. All the member(s) can do is to say “I approve” or “No, I do not approve”. Change column “K” for all comments (row 2 thru row 109) are blank.
31. Any recommendation for pre-session work in order to make it easier to get the SB recirculation of the draft?

32. Motion-1: 

Whereas the policies and procedures of the SA, LMSC and 802.11 WG provide means to address comments received for PARs and drafts exclusively,it is moved that the BRC declines to address the comments received from LB111 as there is no procedural basis to do so
Moved:

Bob O’Hara
Second:

Peter Ecclesine
Discussions: 
None
Vote:

Passes Unanimously (6/0/0)
33. Motion-2:
Move to approve Draft8.2 for forwarding to Sponsor Ballot recirculation as D9.0.
Moved:

Joe Kwak

Second:

Ganesh Venkatesan

Discussions: 
None

Vote:

Passes Unanimously (6/0/0)

34. Motion-3:

Move to open recirculation sponsor ballot with Draft D9.0.
Moved:

Brian Hart

Second:

Joe Kwak

Discussions: 
None

Vote:

Passes Unanimously (6/0/0)

35. San Jose ad hoc adjourns at 19:19 till September 16-20, 2007 Waikoloa meeting.
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