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November 29, 2007 Teleconference
Agenda, from e-mail notice:
1. Call to Order, Patent Notification

2. Editor Update

3. Comment Resolution
- Diagnostics proposed resolutions, see   https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/public-file/07/11-07-2729-02-000v-lb108-diagnostics-comment-resolutions.xls 

4.Tentative Agenda for Dec 6th Con call – Presence, 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, November 29th, 2007
Attendees: Alex Ashley, Emily Qi, Graham Smith, Dorothy Stanley
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 will start incorporating the resolved comments next week.
3. Comment resolutions 
Dorothy reviewed the comment resolutions that have been prepared to date on the Diagnostics comments, see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/public-file/07/11-07-2729-02-000v-lb108-diagnostics-comment-resolutions.xls. 
CID 9 & category 9 comments (14 comments total) – These comments are all related to “TX Power”; resolutions are still needed. 
CID 208 – Agree with proposed resolution, text is moved to a more appropriate location.

CIDs 212, 907, 908, 909, 1341, 1999 – Text to be modified is in a clause that is deleted by later comment 907. Change to “counter” with same resolution as CID 907, which removed the IEEE 802.11 Authentication diagnostic. Agree with resolution of CID 907 and similar/related comments.

CIDs 265, 703 – Agree with proposed resolution, was discussed in Atlanta.

CIDs 280, 650, 725, 939, 1487, 1492, 1494, 1496, 1638, 1643, 1645, 1647, 1813, 1818, 1820, 1822, 1946 – Agree with proposed resolution. Is detail lost, as radio channels supported may be different than those in the regulatory class? Regulatory class is sufficient for most cases.
CID 397 – Agree with proposed resolution.
CIDs 654, 1268, 1065, 1086, 1340, 1373, 1555, 1710, 1811 – Agree with proposed resolutions. Info is duplicated. 

CID 705 – Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 781 - Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 882 - Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 894 – Change counter resolution to the following, as duration of the event is separate from accuracy of TSF timer: 
Change from:

The Measurement Start Time field of a triggered diagnostic report shall contain the value of the STA TSFtimer at the time the trigger condition occurred to an accuracy of ±1TU.
To
The Measurement Start Time field of a triggered diagnostic report shall contain the value of the STA TSF
timer at the time the trigger condition started to occur.

CIDs 904, 905, 906, 1056, 1272, 1338 – Agree with proposed resolution.
CIDs 910, 1055, 1271 – Slight changes to the proposed resolution text change to clarify IBSS applicability. Agree to new resolution text.
CID 940 – Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 941 – Agree with proposed resolution.

CIDs 954, 956, 1009, 1011 – Agree with proposed resolution.

CIDs 1043, 1275 - Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 1087 - Agree with proposed resolution.
CID 1088, 1553, 1708, 1879 - Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 1090 - Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 1092 – Change to declined, as with the addition of the supported regulatory class element, there is a variable length field, and parsing of multiple “report” contents is no longer deterministic.

CID 1150 – Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 1198 - Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 1200 - Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 1211 - Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 1239 – Made change to definition of the timeout field, and corrected length field value. Agree with new proposed resolution.

CID 1241, 1771 - Agree with proposed resolution.
CID 1242 - Agree with proposed resolution.

CIDs 1244, 1245, 1246, 1247 - Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 1249 - Agree with proposed resolution.

CIDs 1252, 1253 - Agree with proposed resolution.

CIDs 1267, 1339, 1375, 1490, 1554, 1641, 1709, 1816, 1880 – Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 1269, 1374, 1566, 1721, 1892 - Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 1328 - Agree with proposed resolution.
The following comments (and duplicates, not listed here) have proposed resolutions, but we ran out of time on this call, 
CIDs 1240, 1334, 1337, 1342, 1343, 1379, 1424, 1425, 1489, 1513, 1514, 1543, 1996, 1997, 2000, 2005

4. Tentative Agenda for Dec 6th Con call 

Presence, Virtual AP, and remaining Diagnostic category comments

5. Adjourn at 16:00 Eastern.
December 6, 2007 Teleconference

Agenda, from e-mail notice:

1. Call to Order, Patent Notification

2. Editor Update

3. Comment Resolution - Presence, Virtual AP, remaining Diagnostics proposed resolutions

4.Tentative Agenda for Dec 13th Con call – FBMS, Collocated Interference, Multicast Diagnostics 

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, December 6th, 2007
Attendees: Alex Ashley, Emily Qi, Graham Smith, 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.

The current target is to have Draft 1.03 in about 10 days. 
3. Comment resolutions 

Allan reviewed the comment resolutions that have been prepared to date on the some of the remaining Presence category comments, see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/public-file/07/11-07-2559-03-000v-lb108-comment-resolutions-presence.xls.
CID 103 – Emily will review proposed resolution, defer for now.
CID 1344 – Agree with proposed resolution, covered by current text.

CIDs 573, 817 – Discussion on merits of removing the Presence Parameters IE from the Probe Request frame. Inclusion of the element was viewed as potentially useful in the past. Agreed to proposed resolution (remove). Mechanism exists to retrieve the location after association. We are removing the pre-association mechanism. If there is a need, revisit with a compelling application.

CID 914 – Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 1399 - Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 1177 – Long discussion on merits of keeping the location resolution descriptor bit field. These are not “location industry standard” terms. What is the point of providing this level of detail – once the location data is provided, how would the data be used differently? STA might ask for certain level of resolution, based on application needs. Introduces a new characteristic to be associated with location data info. STA may not be able to use lower level of resolution. But high level may not be available anyway. STA will always report what it has. Will STA have multiple levels? Do have a mechanism to say “level of resolution not known”. 
Agreed to: For now, add a third column in table v36 with grammatically corrected notes. Add first sentence to end of text at page 62. Qi to further investigate need/objection to including the resolution descriptor field.

CID 282 – Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 1498, 1649, 1824 – Qi to propose qualifying text within a week for the TG to discuss, if no agreement on qualifying text, then keep declined resolution.

CID 417 – Agree with direction of proposed resolution, Allan to add more descriptive text.

Comment to continue with next time – CID 574.

Dorothy reviewed some of the comment resolutions that have been prepared to date on the Virtual AP category comments, see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/public-file/07/11-07-2625-03-000v-lb108-virtual-ap-comment-resolutions.xls.

CID 659 – Add clarifying text to proposed resolution, agree with proposed resolution. Emily will check with commenter.

CID 660 – Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 751 - Agree with proposed resolution.

CIDs 752, 1162 - Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 774 - Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 775 - Agree with proposed resolution, include full title of the submission. 
CID 786 - Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 816 - Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 822 - Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 917 - Agree with proposed resolution, slight text changes to clarify reason.
CID 1156 - Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 1159 – Change to “declined”, remove proposed text change.

CID 1160 - Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 1163 - Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 1169 - Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 1170 - Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 1191 - Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 1204 - Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 1256 - Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 1258 - Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 1259 - Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 1289 - Agree with proposed resolution.

Comment to continue with next time - CID 1304 (approximately 12 unique comments remain)
4. Tentative Agenda for Dec 13th Con call 
Multicast Diagnostics, FBMS, Collocated Interference, and then comments remaining in the Presence, Virtual AP and Diagnostics categories. 

Plan is to discuss the Multicast Diagnosics category first, since Alex won’t be able to make subsequent (early AM in Europe) con calls, if we don’t get to it. 

5. Adjourn at 16:00 Eastern.
December 13th  Teleconference
Agenda, from e-mail notice:

1. Call to Order, Patent Notification

2. Editor Update

3. Comment Resolution - Multicast Diagnostics, FBMS, Collocated Interference.

4. Tentative Agenda for Dec 18th Con call (18:00 Eastern) – Event, Diagnostics (if time available)

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, December 13th, 2007
Attendees: Alex Ashley, Emily Qi, Dorothy Stanley, Allan Thomson, Qi Wang

1. Chair called meeting to order: 14:03 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 changes to the proposed agenda?

Request to defer discussion of Presence category resolutions, as proposed updates are not yet posted. Suggest deferring collocated interference too, as Jari is not on today’s call. Agreed to start with Multicast diagnostics, and then if time is available, consider remaining Diagnostics category comments.
2. Editor’s report.

Emily has begun incorporating comments; approximately 100 are applied so far, from the Annex, Event and Proxy ARP categories.
3. Comment resolutions 

Alex reviewed the comment resolutions that have been prepared to date on the some of the remaining Multicast Diagnostics category comments, see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/file/07/11-07-2509-06-000v-lb108-multicast-diagnostics-comment-resolutions.xls .
CIDs 67, 68, 1922 – Agree with proposed resolution.
CID 241 – Agree with proposed resolution.

CIDs 374, 1921 – Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 637, 778 – Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 1403 – Add text to the resolution stating exactly where to add the new sentence: Page 162, line 24 in Draft 1.0. Agree with text of change.

CID 1481, 1632, 1805, 1924 – Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 1923 – Add “no additional change to text needed”.

CID 1925 – Don’t see an issue, but check with Jari to see if there was a specific reason that different values were used. 

Question: Is this related to another comment about accuracy? No, that was in a different area.
CID 109, 903, 1110, 1929, and 1930 – All 5 comments suggest changes to the “can reliably receive multicast frames” text. In Atlanta, Alex proposed modifying the language slightly, but there was not agreement to define “reliably”. Suggest a different approach, that eliminates the need for a STA to determine “reliable receive rate” or for the standard to specify the term. Have the STA report the highest rate frame that it has received; the AP can potentially send frames at different rates, and STA will report the highest rate received. This capability is used when there is a lot of multicast traffic, so no real burden on the AP.
Are changes needed in additional sections? – None identified.

Agreed to change resolutions to all 5 comments to “counter” with the following resolution:

Change from 

"The Multicast Rate field specifies the highest data rate, in 500 kb/s units at which a STA can reliably receive multicast frames.”
To

"The Multicast Rate field specifies the highest data rate, in 500 kb/s units at which a STA has received a multicast frame.”
CID 88 – What is the reason for having the field as part of FBMS, rather than Multicast diagnostic request? Seems to provide 2 mechanisms when just one is needed. Commenter proposes to remove the field from FBMS frame and to add to multicast diagnostics request. Saves sending 2 frames – Multicast diagnostics request and FBMS response. Will typically use multicast diagnostics when there is multicast traffic present. 

FBMS is optional, concern about depending on FBMS. Multicast diagnostics is currently mandatory in the PICS, so it will be present.

Need to specify the value of the diagnostic token value if the FBMS-based mechanism is used, since the token value would not be set in the multicast diagnostic request. Also consider moving text on p. 174 to 11.20.1.  These are both easily fixed.

Could add the field to the Multicast Diagnostic Request in addition to having it in FBMS response frame

No conclusion. Think about it further.
CIDs 266, 704 – Agree with proposed resolution.
CIDs 558, 895, 902 – Think it should be declined, but commenter agreed to provide text. Suggest folks contact commenter with questions. Still open.

CID 920 – Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 1146, 1151 – Still open.
CID 1207 – Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 1288 – Can describe the benefits of the current feature, but need to contact commenter to see if there is a submission coming. Dorothy will contact the commenter to see if a submission is planned. Still open.

CID 1372 – Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 1871 – Same as 1545, which was accepted in November.

CID 1923 – Was already resolved in Draft 1.02. Suggest adding reference to the comment that made the change [post meeting update, CID 1186, as in 2368r3].

CID 1927, 1928 – Agree with proposed resolution.

Multicast Diagnostics comment resolutions approved to date:

September meeting (Motion 9): CIDs 32, 134, 549, 788, 819, 975, 1222, 1480, 1631, 1804
November meeting (Motion 15): CIDs 586, 610, 799, 1545
Comment resolutions agreed on today’s call:

CIDs 67, 68, 109, 241, 266, 704, 374, 637, 778, 903, 920, 1110,1207, 1372, 1871, 1403, 1481, 1632, 1805, 1921, 1922, 1923, 1924, 1927, 1928, 1929, 1930

Remaining comments after today’s work: 88, (558, 895, 902), (1146, 1151), 1288, 1366, 1633, 1925[check with Jari]
Alex will post an updated spreadsheet with the agreed proposed comment resolutions, and include an indication in the “Editor Notes” column for comments with already approved resolutions (Sept, Nov), so that we can more easily sort the rows and deal with the remaining comments.
4. Tentative Agenda for Dec 18th Con call (18:00 Eastern) – Event, Diagnostics (if time available), 


Note the time change for the next 3 conference calls. 

5. Adjourn at 16:00 Eastern.
December 18, 2007 Teleconference

Agenda, from e-mail notice:

1. Call to Order, Patent Notification

2. Editor Update

3. Continued Comment Resolution

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 – Tuesday, December 18th, 2007
Attendees:  Emily Qi, Dorothy Stanley, Qi Wang
1. Chair called meeting to order: 18:05 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

Discussion on the agenda: Editor’s report and comment resolution.
Jiyoung couldn’t make today’s meeting, but is planning to attend on Jan 10, so we will discuss remaining “Event” category comments on the 10th. Yongho is still planning to be on the Jan 3rd call, so we’ll discuss “STA Statistics” comments on the 3rd. Today, Dec 18th, continue with remaining comments from “Diagnostics” and “Annex”.
2. Editor’s report.

All comments approved in November except those in the FBMS and Presence categories have been incorporated into Draft 1.03. Emily is continuing to work on the remaining comments. There are a couple of items to discuss based on the incorporation of comment resolutions so far:
Item #1- Motion 12: Move to resolve CIDs 130, 172, 175, 362, 363, 1037, 1191, 1237, 1255 with the following resolution:

· “Declined”. The elements currently defined are either included in multiple frames, or could be included in additional frames in the future. When extension to the element ID space is needed, a mechanism such as that used for the Extended Capability element can be introduced, and will apply to all ongoing and future amendments. 

Implemention issue: CID #1191 should 1193 (typo).  Editor marked CID#1193 as “declined” with the reason indicated above and left #1191 unchanged. Going forward, when we make the motion to adopt the con call comments and the corresponding spreadsheet, next rev of 2368, we’ll officially adopt the right resolutions. 

Item #2: 07-2634-01 (Annex) - note that CID #224 wasn’t included in the motion 5. Discuss on the call today. CID 224 was held out, since there was a question about whether or not it really was appropriate to include the proposed new MIB variables in the TGk MIB.
3. Comment resolutions 

Annex category, see - https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/file/07/11-07-2634-01-000v-lb-108-comment-resolutions-annex.xls 

CID 224 – The comment asked that MIB entries be added for the extensions to the Neighbor Report Element.  The MIB entries though would be for the Neighbor Report itself that includes the Neighbor Report Element. The new entries added to the Neighbor Report element are only present in the element when the element is included in the BSS transition Request frame. Therefore the new fields in the element never appear in the Neighbor Report itself. Decline, with the above explanation.
CID 223 – Asks for MIB compliance entries. Yes, these should be added, as TGr, and TGy have done. Dorothy will draft a description of the proposed changes for the spreadsheet.

CID 222, 226, 227 – Asks for MIB entries for Presence, Event and Syslog – Dorothy is drafting a contribution for this, will review with commenter.
CID 1254 – Agreed to “counter” resolution, with explanation that additional MIB variables are being added to support new TGv capabilities.

Remaining comments: CIDs 222, 226, 227 (submission), 223 – description in next rev of spreadsheet
Dorothy reviewed the comment resolutions that have been prepared to date on the remaining Diagnostics comments, see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/file/07/11-07-2729-03-000v-lb108-diagnostics-comment-resolutions.xls 
CIDs 1240, 1770 – Additional changes agreed, change to have only one table listing the diagnostic types.
CID 1334 – Agree to proposed resolution, with clarification of the exact location of the change.

CID 1337 – Agree to proposed resolution.

CID 1342 – Agree to proposed resolution, add note “no additional text change needed”

CID 1343 –Related to a general concern about the usefulness of the diagnostics; could be addressed by making the diagnostics optional. There are cases though when the 802.1X diagnostic can be useful. Agree to decline comment 1343. Note that we have already deleted the 802.11 Authentication diagnostic and consolidated the capabilities/configuration diagnostics. 

CID 1379 - Raises the issue of what “incapable” means for diagnostics. Either support of a given diagnostic is optional – and “incapable” makes sense, or support of a given diagnostic is mandatory, and “incapable” does not make sense. Make consistent in the document. Suggest following TGk approach. Requires changes to resolution of CID 1269 (and similar), to make the exchange of diagnostics frames mandatory and support of the individual diagnostics optional. Agreed to changed resolution of CID 1269 et al. Have editor change naming of line items in Annex to be consistent with approved text changes. Allows the market to decide which diagnostic types are useful - decisions on which types are required likely moves to WFA. Qi to follow-up with Allan.
CID 1424 – Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 1425 – Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 1513 – Agree with proposed resolution (really a virtual AP comment, similar comment resolved)

CID 1514, 1515 – Change both to “counter” and add reference to the adopted CID that added text to describe the AP behaviour.
CID 1543 – Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 1996 – Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 1997 – Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 2000 – Agree with proposed resolution.

CID 2005 – Agree with proposed resolution, modify to remove “M” value, since value not relevant to proposed change.

The remaining diagnostics comments (CID 9 and similar) are all related to the “TX Power” definition. Qi is working on a proposal, and will send the proposal to the reflector before the January 10th meeting.

Are there any proposals planned for January – Qi, follow-up on Multiple BSSID extension. Will put this on the agenda for Monday in Taipei, so that comments can be received and changes made if needed.
The next releconference will be on January 3rd, same time (18:00 Eastern).

4. Adjourn at 18:00 Eastern.
January 3rd, 2008 Teleconference

January 10th, 2008 Teleconference
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