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October 4, 2007 Teleconference
Agenda, from e-mail notice:
1. Call to Order, Patent Notification

2. Editor Update
- Draft1.02 available on 802.11 website members area
- updated spreadsheet, see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/public-file/07/11-07-2368-03-000v-lb-108-comment-resolutions.xls 

3. Comment Resolution
- FBMS proposed resolutions, see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/public-file/07/11-07-2558-01-000v-lb-108-comment-resolutions-fbms.xls 

4. Status updates for comment categories, refer to slide 5 in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/public-file/07/11-07-2424-08-000v-september-2007-agenda.ppt  

5.Tentative Agenda for Oct 18th Con call - Traffic Generation Comments 

6. Adjourn


Please review the documents at the following links prior to the call:

-  IEEE Patent Policy - http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/pat-slideset.ppt
-  Affiliation FAQ - http://standards.ieee.org/faqs/affiliationFAQ.html
-  Anti-Trust FAQ - http://standards.ieee.org/resources/antitrust-guidelines.pdf 
-  Ethics - http://www.ieee.org/portal/cms_docs/about/CoE_poster.pdf
Notes – Thursday, October 4th, 2007
Attendees: Emily Qi, Dorothy Stanley, Allan Thomson, Qi Wang
1. Chair called meeting to order: 14:05 Eastern
Chair called attention to the patent policy slides. Are there any questions on the slides?

None

Chair asked: Are there any patent claim(s)/patent application claim(s) and/or the holder of patent claim(s)/patent application claim(s) that the participant believes may be essential for the use of that standard? 
None brought forward

Any additions to the proposed agenda?

None suggested.

2. Editor’s report.

Emily has incorporated the comments that were approved in Waikoloa into Draft 1.02, and the corresponding redline document, which are now available on the members area of the 802.11 website. The updated comment resolutions spreadsheet is available on the document server, see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/public-file/07/11-07-2368-03-000v-lb-108-comment-resolutions.xls .
Discussion: There are three comments in the “Editor can’t do” category:
a. CID 642, which is really editorial, dealing with the formatting of the Extended Capabilities Field, as a table or as a field. Editor believes that a table is more appropriate, and will coordinate with the TGn editor.
b. CID 1168 and 1231. The implementation instructions are not clear. Emily and Dorothy followed up with the commenter to understand the real issue. After discussion, the commenter agrees that no change is needed to 7.3.2.65.4. The concern is: The Diagnostics fields include a “radio channels” subelement, which includes “a list of one or more pairs of radioregulatory class and channel number”. 

The commenter’s concern is to guarantee that when Diagnostics reports are provided, that this radio channels subelement can be populated:

  

 I guess this is about Table v22 in Configuration Profile Report
 

   A Regulatory Class signifies channel bandwidth, a channel set, transmit power limits, emissions limits and behavior limits. It is presumed that a STA supports all channels in the channel set indicated by a Regulatory Class. An indication of support for an individual channel in a Regulatory Class is redundant.
 

   802.11k adds Regulatory Classes for all bands that lack them.
 

   802.11y adds ExtendedChannelSwitchEnabled, which puts SupportedRegulatoryClasses IE in Beacon frames and (re)Association requests. I think 802.11v should require ExtendedChannelSwitchEnabled to be true.
 

   When dot11RegulatoryClassesImplemented is true, the STA supports Country Information and Regulatory Classes, and when it is false, the STA does not know about Regulatory Classes, and may not know about Country Information. 
The commenter’s proposed resolution is to add the following text to the draft:

“If dot11WirelessManagementImplemented is true, then dot11ExtendedChannelSwitchEnabled shall also be true.”

 

This covers all bases, and P802.11y D5.0 sets ExtendedChannelSwitching in its own 11.9a subclause, independent of DFS and bands of operation.

Discussion: Seems like a reasonable concern. Are we sure that setting dot11ExtendedChannel SwitchEnabled is the right MIB variable to set to make sure that a STA comprehends Regulatory Classes? Need to investigate further.
Discussion: There are 5 comments remaining in the “Editor to do” category, all dealing with renumbering of figures and sections. This will be cleaned up in later versions of the draft, based on versions of other draft amendments.

Discussion: There are some comments that are currently in the “Virtual AP” category, that are miscategorised. CID 607 should be in diagnostics, and CIDs 1556, 1711 and 1882 (one unique comment) should be in Presence.

3. Comment resolutions 
Allan reviewed the comment resolutions that have been prepared to date on the FBMS comments, see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/public-file/07/11-07-2558-01-000v-lb-108-comment-resolutions-fbms.xls  

First, proposed “accept” comments. Comments for which a change to the proposed resolution was identified are listed below. There was agreement that all others were “accept” as indicated.

CID 485, 492, 499, 508: Deal with language in Clause 10, change to “may” since feature is optional. 

Emily – check with Terry on use of shall in clause 10.

CID 754:  Change the title of 11.20.8 to “FBMS Multicast Rate Processing”

CID 1589: Change text to “STA need not wake up”

CID346, 708, 1299: Change to Defer: Submission in November will propose to make the FBMS element always present. Emily will check with the editors to determine the correct language to use to indicate that a given element is always present or that a given element may optionally be present.
CID 826, 828 – Defer, sentence will change if element is present all of the time.
Secondly, proposed “counter” comments. Comments for which a change to the proposed resolution was identified are listed below. There was agreement that all others were “counter” with the resolution as indicated.

CID 194: Change from

Suggest "If there is one or more FBMS streams established, and the AP has buffered frames in one or more of those streams, then the AP shall set the bit for AID 0 to 1 and include an FBMS Descriptor element in the Beacon frame. "

To

Suggest "If one or more FBMS streams are established, and the AP has buffered frames in one or more of those streams, then the AP shall set the bit for AID 0 to 1 and include an FBMS Descriptor element in the Beacon frame. "

CID 83 – Resolution is currently:
Remove middle 2 sentences. Keep 1st and last sentences. Insert the following text in front Clause 11, L36. Change sentence starting on L36 "The APs shall send an FBMS Descriptor…" to "If an AP supports FBMS and dot11WirelessManagementImplemented is true, the AP shall send an...

Suggested change: The resolution needs to indicate the page that the inserted text is on, preferably wrt Draft 1.02.
CID 662:

Current resoluions: Rename sub-element to "stream descriptor" and sub-element status to "stream status"

Suggested change: The Renaming instructions need to be more specific, suggest removing “status”, change instructions to be “rename FBMS Status Sub-elements” to “FBMS Stream Descriptor”

Indicate that the change instructions will apply to text, title and figure names.

CID 859

Current resolution: “This is a declaration of all broadcast/multicast streams in which the STA is interested receiving at an alternate delivery interval to the default delivery interval.”
Suggested change from
This is a declaration of all broadcast/multicast streams in which the STA is interested receiving at an alternate delivery interval to the default delivery interval.”

To

This is a declaration of all broadcast/multicast streams which the STA is interested in receiving at an alternate delivery interval.”
CID 1525 – Need to describe which paragraph is to be removed and why.
Which unicast frames are not supported? Don’t understand the proposed resolution.
CID 580: Still need to review
4. Status updates for comment categories, refer to slide 5 in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/public-file/07/11-07-2424-08-000v-september-2007-agenda.ppt  

Dorothy and Subbu have been working on the Virtual AP comments, which will be uploaded shortly. 

No other updates.


5. Tentative Agenda for Oct 18th Con call 

Traffic Generation Comments are on the agenda for the next call. If we have additional time, we’ll continue with the FBMS comments.

6. Adjourn at 15:30 Eastern.
October 18, 2007 Teleconference

Agenda:

1. Call to Order, Patent Notification

2. Comment Resolution
- Traffic Generation proposed resolutions, see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/public-file/07/11-07-2576-01-000v-lb108-traffic-generation.xls.

3. FBMS comments

4. Tentative Agenda for Oct 25th Con call – FBMS, Virtual AP Comments 

5. Adjourn

Please review the documents at the following links prior to the call:

-  IEEE Patent Policy - http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/pat-slideset.ppt
-  Affiliation FAQ - http://standards.ieee.org/faqs/affiliationFAQ.html
-  Anti-Trust FAQ - http://standards.ieee.org/resources/antitrust-guidelines.pdf 
-  Ethics - http://www.ieee.org/portal/cms_docs/about/CoE_poster.pdf
Notes – Thursday, October 18th, 2007
Attendees: Moo Ryong Jeong, Emily Qi, Dorothy Stanley, Qi Wang

1. Chair called meeting to order: 14:05 Eastern
Chair called attention to the patent policy slides. Are there any questions on the slides?

None.
Chair asked: Are there any patent claim(s)/patent application claim(s) and/or the holder of patent claim(s)/patent application claim(s) that the participant believes may be essential for the use of that standard? 
None brought forward.
Any additions to the proposed agenda?

None suggested.

2. Comment resolutions 

Moo Ryong reviewed the comment resolutions that have been prepared to date on the Traffic Generation comments, see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/public-file/07/11-07-2576-03-000v-lb108-traffic-generation.xls . The latest version of the spreadsheet is -03; however the comment numbering in -03 is not correct. Moo Ryong will post an -04 with corrected comment numbering, and with changes as agreed on this call. For the purposes of the call, we used the -01 version of the spreadsheet, which has the correct numbering.
The corresponding word document is https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/public-file/07/11-07-2597-01-000v-proposed-text-change-for-traffic-generation.doc , which includes the text related to many of the proposed comment resolutions. Comment: suggest adding text into this document that states which comment(s) is being resolved by a proposed change, will make it easier to follow.
Discussion: Is this traffic generation feature optional or mandatory? It is optional.
CIDs 168, 453, 709, 710, 761 and 2003 are all proposed accept, and no changes were idenitified to the proposed resolutions. For CID 453, suggest changing the editing instructions to have the new section “immediately following 11.20.10, renumbering as needed”.
CID 20: Need to change the comment resolution to say “Accept in principle”, and add text to the proposed resolution for first part, “Change from "is present" to "may be present" in the Notes column, here and in Table 12 in 7.2.3.6, and in Table 15 in 7.2.3.9 for AC Station Count “.

CID 256: Agreed with resolution, suggest adding text before the changes to indicate that the text is related to this comment.

CID 257, 285, 695: The addition of the traffic generation update message is made in 07-2597 to address this comment. Emily will check with the commenters to make sure they are ok with the proposed resolution.

CID 349, 353: Agree to the poposed resolution. We discussed other comments on the last conference call that had similar changes, and Emily had taken an action item to investigate the correct language to use for indicating may/is/stating conditions. There was no uniform view from the editors. 

CID 921: Agree to the proposed resolution. 

CID 1322: Agree that the commenter is correct. Revised text is proposed in 07-2597r1. Qi will review and check with the commenter that the proposed text resolves the comment.

CID 1565, 1720, 1891: Proposed resolution address first half of the comment. Second part of comment (same as 1519, 1670 and 1845) is not yet addressed in the proposed resolution. Proposed resolution to CIDs 1519, 1670 and 1845 could be added to the proposed resolution for these comments. 
Discussion: should this comment be marked “counter” or “declined”? Believe counter, as part of the comment is agreed to, but an alternate resolution to that given by the commenter is proposed. 
[Post-meeting note: from the IEEE SA standards guide, see http://standards.ieee.org/guides/opman/sect5.html#5.9 , the guidance given is:
5.4.3.2 Resolution of comments, objections, and negative votes

The Sponsor shall make a reasonable attempt to resolve all comments, objections, and negative votes that are accompanied by comments. Comments that advocate changes in the document, whether technical or editorial, may be accepted, revised, or rejected. Comments addressing grammar, punctuation, and style, whether attached to an affirmative or a negative vote, may be referred to the publications editor for consideration during preparation for publication. It should be borne in mind that documents are professionally edited prior to publication.

The “accepted, counter, declined” usage that we have been using is consistent with the above, and is as follows:

Accepted: Comment is accepted and commenter’s proposed resolution is accepted

Counter: All or part of the comment is accepted and an alternate resolution is proposed

Declined: Comment is not accepted, and technical reason is provided in the proposed resolution]
Discussion: Why is the existing TSPEC not sufficient for the purposes that the traffic generation element is trying to achieve?  Traffic generation by a station is dynamic. A TSPEC provides more comprehensive information. Agree, traffic generation is dynamic, and if the expected traffic profile changes, the new traffic generation update mechanism can update the AP with this information. The TSPEC is used to indicate actual, real traffic to the AP. It does not indicate potential traffic. Consider a phone application. A phone will receive a call, and then generate traffic. The Traffic Generation mechanism is used for a device to indicate that the device will be generating a particular type(s) of traffic. Want to, for example be able to manage the traffic blocking probability. Can’t do this with a TSPEC.
The TSPEC is able to indicate an interval of not generating traffic. Yes, but the AP still reserves resources. If a STA has knowledge of expected traffic, it can send “reservation not required” in the TSPEC. Note that in the example of a voice call, the specific call parameters are not known until after the SIP invite is received.The “notification” capability does not exist in the TSPEC today. Had considered enhancing the TSPEC as a design alternative, but it complicates the TSPEC processing. The current design was viewed as a good design compromise between complexity and performance.
Qi (one of the commenters) and Moo Ryong will continue this discussion, and propose a comment resolution before the November Atlanta meeting.

CIDs 814, 815, 818, 847, 848, 873, 922, 1021, 1519, 1670, 1845 are all proposed “decline” and are expected to be resolved in the same way as the second part of CIDs 1565, 1720, 1891. 
3. FBMS comments – 


We ran out of time, so discuss next time. Qi has agreed with Allan on a proposed resolution to CID 1525.
4. Tentative Agenda for Oct 25th Con call – FBMS, Virtual AP Comments 


Please review the remaing FBMS comments: CID 580 (counter) and the declined comments in advance of the next call.

Please review the proposed resoutions in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/public-file/07/11-07-2625-00-000v-lb108-virtual-ap-comment-resolutions.xls in advance of the call.

5. Adjourn - Call adjourned at 15:25pm Eastern.
October 25, 2007 Teleconference

Agenda:

1. Call to Order, Patent Notification

2. Comment Resolution
- FBMS proposed resolutions (continued), see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/public-file/07/11-07-2558-01-000v-lb-108-comment-resolutions-fbms.xls 

3. Traffic Generation comments, Virtual AP comments

4. Tentative Agenda for Nov 1st Conference call – Event category comments 

5. Adjourn

Please review the documents at the following links prior to the call:

-  IEEE Patent Policy - http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/pat-slideset.ppt
-  Affiliation FAQ - http://standards.ieee.org/faqs/affiliationFAQ.html
-  Anti-Trust FAQ - http://standards.ieee.org/resources/antitrust-guidelines.pdf 
-  Ethics - http://www.ieee.org/portal/cms_docs/about/CoE_poster.pdf
Notes – Thursday, October 25th, 2007
Attendees: Alex Ashley, Michelle Gong, Moo Ryong Jeong, Emily Qi, Dorothy Stanley, Allan Thomson, Qi Wang

1. Chair called meeting to order: 14:05 Eastern
Chair called attention to the patent policy slides. Are there any questions on the slides?

None.

Chair asked: Are there any patent claim(s)/patent application claim(s) and/or the holder of patent claim(s)/patent application claim(s) that the participant believes may be essential for the use of that standard? 
None brought forward.

Are there any additions to the proposed agenda?

None suggested. Agreed to go through the remaining “counter” and proposed “declined” comments for FBMS. Allan will review the notes from the last conference call and update the spreadsheet with the previously agreed resolutions, identifying issues, if any.
2. Comment resolutions - FBMS
First, remaining proposed “counter” comments. 
CID 580: This is the only “counter” comment remaining. Agreed with resolution, that use of unsolicited FBMS response frame introduces more overhead, use the FBMS counters field in the FBMS Descriptor element instead. Explicit frame could be queued, and not reach the STA in time. 
Next, the proposed “declined” comments.

CID 793 – Agree to proposed declined resolution, current text is consistent with text in the standard.
CID 27 – Clause 9 is actually normative, not informative, agree that text is duplicated.  Commenter agreed to leave text, change proposed resolution to “Inclusion of duplicate text makes the standard more understandable.”
CID 885 – Accept proposed resolution, no additional specification needed when both FBMS and Sleep mode are used, allow processing to be implementation dependent, the features do coexist.
CID 1396 – Accept proposed resolution. Emily will prepare 1-2 slides summarizing the language to be used throughput the amendment for similar cases. Plan a presentation in Atlanta.
CIDs 832, 85, 86, 87, 1667, 1516, 1842, and 840: Current text is confusing, the stream ID refers to a collection of streams rather than a single stream. Need to make language consistent. The tentative proposed resolution of these comments is as follows. Emily and Allan to continue to discuss, revisit at ad-hoc: “Change “FBMS Stream ID” to “FBMSID” throughout the document, including 7.3.2.73 Figure v66, third field, line 24 and 7.3.2.72 Figure v64 third field and line 30. In figure v67, delete “FBMSID – the third field, and delete the corresponding description in line 51. In 7.3.2.71, “FBMS Descriptor element”, insert the following paragraph after the one beginning “The length field”: “The Number of FBMS Counters field contains the number of FBMS Counter sub-fields included in the FBMS Counters field. In the paragraph beginning “The FBMS Counter field”, change from “contains one or more FBMS Counters” to “contains one or more FBMS Counter sub-fields”, change from “The format of the FBMS Counter is” to “The format of the FBMS Counter sub-field is” and in the last sentence of the paragraph, change from “The FBMS Counters are used” to “The FBMS Counter sub-fields are used”. Note: references are to Draft 1.0.”
CIDs 1517, 1518, 1668, 1669, 1843, and 1844: Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 90: Commenter asks for the added ability to support conversion of multicast to unicast. Concern that one of the objectives of FBMS was to not require duplication of frames, the comment asks to violate this. Concern that detection of duplicate frames (the unicast and multicast frames) is not currently required. There was also objection to adding the feature as part of comment resolution. Note that AP can reject the request. Agreed to the current proposed resolution, and suggest that if the commenter wants to propose this feature addition that a separate submission is brought to TGv. Commenter agrees. 

CIDs 923, 1377, 584, 609, 1903 – Proposed “Declined” comments that we still need to discuss, ran out of time.

Deferred comments from FBMS & 7.3.2.73
CIDs 844, 842: Awaiting submission from Allan with text.

CIDs 845, 1101: Comments concern use of a single field to indicate data rates; impact more than just FBMS. Need a proposal and further discussion with the TG.

CID 585: Asks for a randomization interval. Not sure this is really needed. Consider proposed declined as resolution, additional flexibility does not provide value for multicast diagnostic case. Revisit this comment. 

3. Traffic Generation, Virtual AP comments – Discuss at the upcoming ad-hoc, since we ran out of time on the conference call.
4. Tentative Agenda for Nov 1st con call – Event category comments 


JiYoung Hu is working on the Event category comments, and will post the current proposed resolutions before the next call. Please review the proposed resolutions when they are posted.

Allan will be posting an initial set of proposed resolutions for the presence category comments shortly. Thanks for Allan and David Goodall for working on these comments, and please review the comments when they are posted.
Remember that the ad-hoc is Nov 5-7. If you have not already done so, please e-mail Allan to let him know that you are coming, so that the badges, etc. can be prepared in advance. So far the following folks have responded that they plan to attend: Joe Epstein (1-2 days), Moo Ryong Jeong, Emily Qi, Dorothy Stanley, Allan Thomson, and Qi Wang. David Goodall was planning to attend, but now is unable to. Dorothy will send out an e-mail reminding participants to let us know in advance if they are attending. 

5. Adjourn - Call adjourned at 15:35pm Eastern.
November 1, 2007 Teleconference

Agenda:

1. Call to Order, Patent Notification

2. Comment Resolution
- Event category proposed resolutions, see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/public-file/07/11-07-2498-01-000v-lb-108-event-comment-resolutions.xls 

3. Preparation for Nov 5-7 ad-hoc

4. Adjourn

Please review the documents at the following links prior to the call:

-  IEEE Patent Policy - http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/pat-slideset.ppt
-  Affiliation FAQ - http://standards.ieee.org/faqs/affiliationFAQ.html
-  Anti-Trust FAQ - http://standards.ieee.org/resources/antitrust-guidelines.pdf 
-  Ethics - http://www.ieee.org/portal/cms_docs/about/CoE_poster.pdf
Notes – Thursday, November 1st, 2007
Attendees: Michelle Gong, JiYoung Huh, Emily Qi, Dorothy Stanley, Qi Wang

1. Chair called meeting to order: 14:05 Eastern
Chair called attention to the patent policy slides. Are there any questions on the slides?

None.

Chair asked: Are there any patent claim(s)/patent application claim(s) and/or the holder of patent claim(s)/patent application claim(s) that the participant believes may be essential for the use of that standard? 
None brought forward.

Are there any additions to the proposed agenda?

None suggested. 

2. Comment resolutions - Event
First, proposed “accept” comments. We agreed to the proposed resolutions for the “accept” comments, with the following changes:
CID 1053: Add “and all pending Event Reports and event data shall be deleted.” to the modified sentence.
CID 1054: Use proposed solution 3.

CID 1085: Add the sentence “If the Event Request is unacceptable to the STA, a value of “refused” shall be returned.”

CID 1144: Add the sentence “A Transition Event Report may also be sent when a frequent transition occurs, that is, the number of AP transitions within a time period exceeds the defined threshold.”

CID 1235: Also change the number of octets from “8” to “6” in Figure V16.

3. Prepare for ad-hoc November 5-7 & Atlanta – The agenda for the ad-hoc is “comment resolution”.
Below is a tentative list of the categories to cover, we will finalize the list next week:


Monday AM – FBMS, Traffic Generation, (continued)
Monday PM – General (continued), Proxy ARP, Annex, Virtual AP
Tuesday AM – Roaming Management, Sleep Mode
Tuesday PM – Presence
Wednesday AM – TFS
Wednesday PM – Event
In Atlanta we will plan to consider a motion to adopt all of the comment resolutions agreed to on conference calls and at the ad-hoc, asking that members review the comments, and identify any that merit further discussion before adopting the resolutions. 
Remember that the ad-hoc is Nov 5-7. If you have not already done so, please e-mail Allan to let him know that you are coming, so that the badges, etc. can be prepared in advance. So far the following folks have responded that they plan to attend: Joe Epstein (1-2 days), Michelle Gong, Moo Ryong Jeong, Emily Qi, Dorothy Stanley, Allan Thomson, and Qi Wang. 

5. Adjourn - Call adjourned at 15:35pm Eastern.
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