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Executive Summary (also see Chairs’ meeting doc 11-08-0275r4 and closing report doc. 11-08-0r0):
1. Resolved all remaining comments (190) in LB115 in 19 motions

2. Approved requesting a recirculation LB on D4.0 which now stands at 547 pages

3. The timeline changed to show sponsor ballot pool formation beginning in July ‘08
4. There will be no ad hoc meetings prior to the May interim meeting

5. There will be ad hoc teleconferences starting April 16 at 11:00 AM EDT with additional teleconferences TBD

6. The .11n leadership elections will be held at the May interim meeting; all of the incumbents stated they would be willing to carry on for another year 
Note 1: Relative to presentations, these minutes are intended to offer a brief summary (including document number) of each of the presentations to facilitate review and recall without having to read each of the presentations. Most of the ‘presentation related’ minutes are built directly from selected slides and therefore are not subjective. An effort was made to note obscure acronyms. As always Q&A is somewhat subjective on my part and therefore open to question.
Note 2: Only motions resulting in changes to the draft are specially numbered. This is done so that there is a cross reference between specific resolutions and session votes.
******************************************************************************
Detailed cumulative Session minutes follow:

Monday; Mar 17, 2008; 4:00 PM – 6:00 PM EDT [~ 85 attendees, ~6 new]
1. Meeting was called to order by TGn chair at 4:02 PM
2. Chair’s (Bruce Kraemer) affiliation is Marvell
3. Vice-chair, Sheung Li is absent this week
4. Secretary (Garth Hillman) affiliation – AMD 
5. Technical Editor (Adrian Stephens) affiliation - Intel
6. Editor’s report is in 11-08-0275r0
7. Chairs’ Meeting Doc 11-07-0310r1
8. Meeting room is Sierra E for all 5 sessions this week
9. Note to use new .doc template
10. Voting status on badges
11. Affiliation rules noted
12. Patent notification read by the Chair
13. No questions on Patent policy were raised from the floor
14. Chair asked body for any LOAs or patent claims that IEEE needs to be aware of and none were offered
15. Meeting guidelines reviewed – unacceptable discussion topics noted
16. Chair reviewed executive summary of the Jan 2008, Taipei .11n meeting and asked for the body to approve the Jan minutes
17. No comments on the minutes were made
18. Motion by TK Tan  and seconded by Marc de Courville to approve the November Taipei TG.11n session minutes as in 11-08-090r0 passed without objection
19. Slide 21 documented a history of .11n
20. Draft 3.06 now at 500+ pages
21. Goal of this meeting –  approve remaining comments and produce D4.0 for LB recirc after this session
22. All remaining (190) comments have been approved in the ad hocs between Jan and this Mar meeting
23. The motions are currently distributed as follows: MAC (7), COEX(4), with only 1 in Beam, 1 in General, 1 in Phy and 2 editorial
24. The chairs of Beam did not attend this meeting and Beam ad hoc will be represented by Eldad Perahia

25. Draft amendment history was shown in slide 30
26. Timeline was discussed noting the goal for completing LB115 CR and issuing a Draft 4.0 for a recirc LB by end of March 2008 session
27. Chair estimated that the next LB recirc should only elicit 120+ comments and take only 97 days to resolve so that we could be finished with CR after the July 2008 Plenary
28. Looking ahead to Draft 5 the goal is to complete CR after the Sept Interim
29. Mar TGn Proposed Agenda is shown in the following table:
	 
	Time
	Monday
	Tuesday
	Wednesday
	Thursday

	am 1
	8:00-10:00
	 
	X
	X
	Full TGn

8

	am 2
	10:30-12:30
	 
	Full TGn

4
	X
	X

	lunch
	12:30-13:30
	 
	 
	 
	 

	pm 1
	13:30-15:30
	X
	 X
	Full TGn

6
	X

	pm 2
	16:00-18:00
	Full TGn

2
	X
	X
	Full TGn

10

	eve
	19:30-21:30
	X
	X
	X
	X


30. The plan is to be in TGn FULL for all 5 sessions this week since some of the comments may require input from the entire body

31. Are there any other items to be included in the agenda this week? None were offered
32. Motion to accept the agenda on Slides (36-38) by Jim Petranovich and seconded by Don Schultz passed without objection
33. Editor’s report was presented by Adrian Stephens
34. Editor’s goal is to have Draft 4.0 at Thursday’s AM session

35. Motion #296: Moved by Adrian Stephens and seconded by Matthew Fischer to accept the comment resolutions in document 11-07-2783-06-000n-tgn-lb115-editor-comments.xls on the “Transferred” tab.

- This is a comment transferred to the editor in the Jan meeting

- Tab contains 1 comment:  Reject (CID 5052)

36. Motion #297: Moved by Adrian Stephens and seconded by Eldad Perahia to approve IEEE P802.11n_D3.03 as the TGn draft passed without objection
37. Chair noted that it would be wise to not form a sponsor ballot pool after this meeting and wait one more meeting instead due to the 6 month expiry limit; we will revisit this topic later in the week
38. Similarly we will address ad hocs later in the week

39. Eldad Perahia gave a status of the Beam ad hoc in 11-08-269r0

39.1. Only 2 comments out of 73 original comments remain and they have been completed and will be motioned tomorrow

40. Matthew Fischer gave a status of the Mac ad hoc as in 11-07-2705r21

40.1. 17 comments remained and 16 were completed last week

40.2. 7 motions will be made tomorrow from 11-07-2706r21

41. Venko Erceg gave a status update of the PHY ad hoc as in 11-07-2703r8

41.1. two CIDs need to be motioned tomorrow – CID5757 and CID5489

42. Joe Levy gave a status update of General ad hoc in 11-07-2824r8

42.1. only CID5400 remains to be motioned tomorrow

43. Eldad Perahia gave a status update of the Coex ad hoc as in 11-08-0276r3

44. Chair asked if there was discussion time needed for addressing CID5123 and duplicates

45. There was and the chair allocated 40 minutes leaving 10 minutes for discussion of  MAC CID5558 by Matthew Fischer
45.1. Matthew handed off discussion of CID5558 to Adrian Stephens because he was the one who discovered the inconsistency in 11-08-0258r3

45.2. Proposed new resolution is to disallow fragmentation of A-MSDUs

45.3. Adrian went through all the changes needed to affect such a change

45.4. Adrian asked for questions and there were none

45.5. Matthew will add this motion to the MAC motions tomorrow. This will meet the four hour rule because Adrian has had his proposed solution on the web site since last Friday
46. Douglas Chan affiliated with Cisco presented doc 11-08-0351r1 entitled New Evidence that 11n Greenfield Causes False RADAR Detection on DFS Channels
46.1. Originally false detects were sensed on .11a receivers using Matlab generated GF packets transmitting short VOIP traffic

46.2. Recently performed the same tests with real 11n hardware in an 11n test bed

46.3. This past weekend performed the experiment in an open space with many Voice codecs including:

46.3.1. G.711U
46.3.2. G.723.1 (MPMLQ)

46.3.3. G.723.1 (ACELP)

46.3.4. G.726

46.4. In all cases there were false detects in the DFS channels

46.5. Issue – 11a devices will be disrupted by false detects and forced to change channels
46.6. There is no way to inform .11a receivers to ignore the DFS false detects

46.7. Two solutions were proposed:
46.7.1. #1 Prohibit GF operations in DFS bands
46.7.2. #2 Mechanism to prevent GF operation  in DFS bands in the presence of legacy 11a devices – not a hardware change but only software

46.8. Chair asked for questions:

46.8.1. Is #1 really the right solution? A - Yes but too late to implement

46.8.2. Were any chip sets found that did not demonstrate the problem? A – No but our search was not exhaustive
46.8.3. Trivial DOS attack? A – could be viewed that way
46.8.4. If 11n cannot ‘hear’ the 11a then solution is a band aid? A – agreed
46.8.5. Really this is not a DOS attack since the .11a station can move to another channel

46.8.6. Should change the backhaul (11a network) and not the .11n device to reduce its sensitivity to GF modulation of short packets
46.8.7. Body seemed to agree that #2 is a reasonable compromise

46.9. Doug presented document 11-08-0302r0 showing the text needed in a new clause, 11.9.8.5, to specify the compromise solution #2. A new timeout MIB variable will need to be defined to define the delay between retries to use GF modulation on DFS channels; the suggestion was to set this MIB value at 30 min.

46.10. There will be two motions coming from this presentation made at tomorrow’s 11n AM2 session

47. Chair recessed the meeting at 6:03 PM until 10:30 AM EDT tomorrow
Tuesday; March 18, 2008; 10:30 AM – 12:30 PM [~78 attendees]
1. Chair called the session to order at 10:30 AM

2. Chair offered Doug Chan 30 minutes to complete his discussion from yesterday

3. Doug Chan discussed the changes he made in 11-08-0302r2 
a. The changes in r2 were editorial in proposed clause 11.9.8.5

b. Discussion:

i. In Definition of GF station, second phrase is redundant; Doug agreed and will change in r3
ii. In para “whenever there is a detection …” there was a grammatical error; Doug agreed and made the change real time
iii. How does this relate to the MIB variables? A – Doug thinks the MIB variables DOT11GreenfieldOptionImplemented should be kept static and DOT11GreenfieldOptionEnabled should be dynamic

iv. No references to these are made outside the MIB; the use of the Optional MIB element needs to be specified for this case? A – Doug agreed and will do that in r3
v. No further discussion

c. Chair asked “How many need extra time to consider?” Only a few hands were raised

d. Straw Poll - How many think Doug’s text is in the right direction”? (y=27, n=24, don’t know=9)
e. What are the concerns? None were volunteered.
f. Straw poll – Who would be in favor of 11-08-0358r0 which bans GF in DFS? (y=15, n=31, don’t know=11)

4. Motion #298: Beam Motion by Eldad Perahia and seconded by Venko Erceg to approve the 2 comment resolutions contained in the tab labeled “Beam Pending Motion #1 Orlando” in 11-07-2701-13-000n-TGn-LB115-Beam-Comments.xls resolving CIDs 5390 and 5393 passed without objection

5. Motion #299: Coex Motion by Eldad Perahia and seconded by Matt Fischer to approve resolution of comments found on the tab labelled “coex pending motion set 1” in document 11-07/2693r13.

- Based on resolutions in the following submission:

- 08/0035r2 (Coex CCA sub-group)

- Resolves 12 comments with Rs

Passed without objection

6. Motion #300: Coex Motion by Eldad Perahia and seconded by Venko Erceg to approve resolution of comments found on the tab labelled “coex pending motion set 2” in document 11-07/2693r13.
- Based on resolutions in the following submission:

- 08/0239r1 (Coex protection mechanisms sub-group)

- Recycled CID 5099

- Resolves 2 comments with Cs
Passed without objection
7. Motion #301: Coex Motion by Eldad Perahia and seconded by Matt Fischer to approve resolution of comments found on the tab labelled “coex pending motion set 3” in document 11-07/2693r13.

- Based on resolutions in the following submission:

- 07/2742r14 (Coex 20-40 & re-org sub-group)

- CIDs 5827 and 5077 (Coex 20-40 sub-group)

- Resolves 110 comments with As, Cs, and Rs
Passed without objection
8. Motion #302: Coex Motion by Eldad and seconded by Matt Fischer to approve resolution of comments found on the tab labelled “coex pending motion set 4” in document 11-07/2693r13.

- Resolves CIDs 5123, 5124, 5363 with Rs (Coex greenfield sub-group)

- CIDs 5123 and 5363 passed in the Coex Ad Hoc with a vote of Y:7; N:1; Abs:3

- CIDs 5124 passed in the Coex Ad Hoc with a vote of Y:7; N:1; Abs:2
was discussed:
a. Procedural Motion to Amend by Doug Chan and seconded by Brian Hart to exclude CIDs 5123 and 5363 from the main motion failed (17, 22,11)

b. Further discussion on the main motion:
i. Premature to cut-off discussion on this topic

ii. Let’s not delay; discussion has been adequate over many meetings now
iii. Against this motion because there seems to be considerable support that this corner case exists
iv. Really a problem with some .11a DFS implementations

v. Not really a DOS attack since the worst that can happen is that the .11a device will simply change channels

vi. Real answer is to not put mesh networks on DFS channels

vii. Should not hold up draft for this issue

viii. This is a shared band and this is not being a good sharing citizen
ix. Need more data on this issue

x. High powers/gains are only available on DFS channels hence they are the channels of choice for backhaul
xi. .11n devices are much more numerous than a real radar and represents a real problem
xii. We will be penalizing an existing standard, namely .11a
xiii. This could obsolete .11a quickly

xiv. Move to call the question

Main technical motion failed (28,23,9) since 75% approval is required

9. Motion #303: PHY Motion to accept proposed resolutions to CID 5489 and 5757 as presented in 11-08-0355r0 by Venko Erceg and seconded by Eldad Perahia passed without objection 

10. Motion #304: Gen Motion to accept proposed resolutions to CID 5400 in 11-07-2824r8 under the recycle tab as presented by Joe Levy and seconded by John Rosdahl passed without objection 

11. Motion #305: MAC Motion to accept proposed resolutions in 11-07-2706r15 under MAC motion 115g tab as presented by Matt Fischer and seconded by Adrian Stephens passed without objection 

12. Motion #306: MAC Motion to accept proposed resolutions in 11-07-2706r17 under MAC motion 115h tab as presented by Matt Fischer and seconded by Adrian Stephens passed without objection 

13. Motion #307: MAC Motion to accept proposed resolutions in 11-07-2706r18 under MAC motion 115i tab by Matt Fischer and seconded by Naveen Kakani passed without objection 

14. Motion #308: MAC Motion to accept proposed resolutions in 11-07-2706r19 under MAC motion 115j tab by Matt Fischer and seconded by Adrian Stephens passed without objection 

15. Motion #309: MAC Motion to accept proposed resolutions in 11-07-2706r20 under MAC motion 115k tab by Matt Fischer and seconded by Adrian Stephens passed without objection 

16. Motion #310: MAC Motion to accept proposed resolutions in 11-07-2706r22 under MAC motion 115m tab by Matt Fischer and seconded by Don Schultz passed without objection 

17. Motion #311: MAC Motion to accept proposed resolutions in 11-07-2706r21 under MAC motion 115n tab by Matt Fischer and seconded by Don Schultz passed without objection 

18. Chair noted there are only the 3 COEX CIDs related to GF in DFS remaining and asked Doug to present the changes he made in 11-08-0302 r3
a. Dot11GreenfieldDisabledTransitionDelayInterval now (30…..2880)

b. Added the usage paragraph suggested by Adrian namely - When the HT-greenfield subfield in HT Capability element of a STA is set to 1, the STA shall set the MIB variable dot11HTgreenfieldOptionEnabled to 1.  When the HT-greenfield subfield in HT Capability element of a STA is set to 0, the STA shall set the MIB variable dot11HTgreenfieldOptionEnabled to 0. 
c. Added the following phrase to the paragraph starting with “Whenever…..” - and it may set the HT-greenfield subfield of its HT Capability element to 1 and the OBSS Non-HT STAs Present field of the HT Information element to 0.

d. Doug noted that implementation of this topic would only be a firmware change
19. Chair suggested we revisit this topic in tomorrow afternoon’s PM1 session

20. Comment from the floor - Should have better algorithms to detect radar; that would also be ‘only a software change’

21. Chair recessed the session at 12:10 until Wednesday at 1:30PM EDT
Wednesday; March 19, 2008; 1:30-3:30 [~60 attendees]
1. Chair reconvened at 1:38 PM EDT

2. Chair’s report slide 60 showed 187 comments of 190 have been resolved

3. Chair asked Adrian to summarize the contents of his new draft D3.07 which he did
4. Motion #312: Motion by Adrian and seconded by Jim Petranovich to approve P802.11n D3.07 as the TGN draft 

5. Chair asked Adrian if he found any additional editorial issues? Adrian had found none

6. Adrian reviewed the real time comment data base which indeed showed only 3 CIDs needing resolution
7. Chair asked if there were any presentations to address the outstanding CIDs?

8. Doug Chan, Cisco, said he had a new, simpler version of the proposed clause 11.9.8.5 in 11-08-0302r4 which he presented. The proposed clause with the changes in green is as follows:
11.9.8.5 HT-greenfield transmissions in DFS bands

The requirements described in this sub clause apply only when an HT STA is operating in a regulatory class for which its behavior limits set listed in Annex J includes or, due to current regulations, should include the value 4; that is, the regulatory class is subject to DFS.

In this sub clause the following terms are used:

– GF STA: an HT STA with the HT-greenfield subfield of the HT Capabilities element equal to 1.

– GF AP: a GF STA that is an AP or the DFS Owner of an IBSS where there is one or more GF STAs.

– GF non-AP STA: a GF STA in an infrastructure BSS that is not an AP or a GF STA in an IBSS that is not the DFS Owner. 
– Ex-GF AP: an AP that was a GF AP and maintains a GF Countdown Timer that is non-zero.

A Non-HT OBSS scan operation is a passive or active scan of the primary channel, and secondary channel if it is within a 20/40 MHz BSS, which a STA currently uses or intends to use.  During a Non-HT OBSS scan operation, the channel scan duration is a minimum of dot11OBSSScanPassiveTotalPerChannel TU when scanning passively and a minimum of dot11OBSSScanActiveTotalPerChannel TU when scanning actively. 
Before a GF STA starts a BSS, the GF STA shall perform a Non-HT OBSS Scan to search for any existing non-HT OBSSs.  
Before an HT AP changes OBSS Non-HT STAs Present field of the HT Information element from 1 to 0, that is to become a GF AP, the HT AP shall perform a Non-HT OBSS Scan to search for any existing non-HT BSSs.  
An HT AP while it is a GF AP or an Ex-GF AP shall maintain a GF Countdown Timer that stops counting when it reaches zero.  

When a GF AP detects there is one or more non-HT OBSS, the GF AP shall load the GF Countdown Timer with the value dot11GreenfieldDisabledTransitionDelayInterval and start the countdown. The AP is now an Ex-GF AP. The Ex-GF AP shall set the OBSS Non-HT STAs Present field of the HT Information element to 1.  

Whenever a detection of a non-HT OBSS occurs, the Ex-GF AP shall reload the countdown timer with the value dot11GreenfieldDisabledTransitionDelayInterval.  When the Ex-GF AP’s countdown timer reaches zero, the AP is no longer an Ex-GF AP and it may set the OBSS Non-HT STAs Present field of the HT Information element to 0.
Note—Detection of a non-HT OBSS can be achieved by the reception of a Beacon or Probe Response that does not contain an HT Capabilities element or HT Information element.
An HT AP shall not transmit a PPDU with the FORMAT parameter of the TXVECTOR set to HT_GF while it is an Ex-GF AP.  An HT AP may transmit a PPDU with the FORMAT parameter of the TXVECTOR set to HT_GF if it is a GF AP.
A GF non-AP STA shall not transmit a PPDU with the FORMAT parameter of the TXVECTOR set to HT_GF after the GF non-AP STA decodes a frame received from its associated AP containing an HT Information element with the OBSS Non-HT STAs Present field set to 1.  

Note—This requirement applies to Direct Link Setup as well. 

A GF non-AP STA may transmit a PPDU with the FORMAT parameter of the TXVECTOR set to HT_GF after GF non-AP STA decodes a frame received from its associated AP containing an HT Information element with the OBSS Non-HT STAs Present field set to 0.  

9. Doug acknowledged that the change is making the use of GF more restricted but noted that the changes are simple and can be implemented in firmware
10. Discussion:
a. The content referencing IBSS is flawed and needs more work

b. Should remove references to IBSS altogether
c. Editorial – don’t have an xGF AP now so remove references to xGF AP

d. Technical – does this make .11n Draft 2 devices non-compliant to this new standard? A-yes

e. Should we make this optional?

f. What version of Chariot was used to generate the traffic? A – 4.2 
g. Commenter thought 4.2 had a problem that was fixed in 4.3

h. We should focus on solutions? Most of the solutions to date have been point solutions and we should offer a compromise that gets obsoleted as .11a is phased out. Such a solution is essentially what Doug is asking for namely “if you detect legacy turn off GF”.

i. Moral imperative is that we should not disadvantage the companies that lobbied the FCC to get the 5 GHz band in the first place; if this turns out to be a real issue the FCC may regret giving us the 5 GHz band

j. Is this the right solution? We will have compatibility issues and upgrade issues. We need to further investigate the issue
k. Where are the alternative solutions?

l. Does it really matter which way we go as any decision will result in comments in the next LB

11. Chair called for a Straw poll asking “Are you in favor of accepting the text in 11-08-0302r4?”

a. The results of the straw poll were (for=30, against=20, abstain=12) so we do not have 75%

12. Is a carry forward of CIDs possible? Chair responded that it may be possible but unacceptable.

13. Chair asked for a ‘way forward’ discussion:

a. Let’s make a decision

b. Need to do it now to get a Draft out in time for Friday’s closing plenary
c. Time not required for editing but rather for uploading to server since TGn must approve the draft first

d. Let’s delay overnight and have an individual offer a motion during Friday’s plenary
e. Since we have time let’s do it now

14. Eldad offered a motion to resolve the remaining uncontentious CID, CID 5124 which is not DFS related

15. Motion #313: Motion by Eldad Perahia and seconded by Brian Hart to approve resolution of comment found on the tab labelled “coex pending motion set 4” in document 11-07/2693r13.

- Resolves CIDs 5124 with R (Coex greenfield sub-group)
- CIDs 5124 passed in the Coex Ad Hoc with a vote of Y:7; N:1; Abs:2
16. More discussion:
a. Let’s just recess for today until tomorrow’s session at 8:00 AM to give time for ‘hallway’ discussion
b. If we do that then the rest of .11 may not have time to read the Draft before Friday’s plenary

c. That would be more risky as a ripple effect due to not getting a new draft out this meeting could result in more than a 1 session delay in publishing the standard

d. Let’s have another straw poll asking “Who favors rejecting CID 5123 and 5363?” (reject=30, against rejecting=19, abstains=13)  so again we do  not have a 75% sentiment

e. Is draft 4.0 essentially ready? Editor replied ‘Yes’
17. Motion by Dave Bagby and seconded by Eldad Perahia to amend the agenda to add a special order item to consider resolution as proposed by COEX ad hoc of CIDs 5123&5363 at 9:00 AM EDT on March 20

18. Discussion:

a. Motion to amend the agenda requires 2/3 majority

19. Main motion passes (51,1,3)
20. Floor noted that .11n should take measures to post the draft and not rely on the WG posting
21. Chair recessed the meeting until 8:00 AM tomorrow morning
Thursday, March 20, 2008; 8:00 – 10:00 AM EDT [83 attendees]
1. Chair 8:04
2. Chair asked Doug Chan if he had an update and he did

3. Doug Chan presented 11-08-0302r5

a. Major change was to remove references to IBSS

b. References to xGF were also removed as suggested yesterday

c. Adrian Stephens helped clean up the text

d. Doug reviewed the entire text for the body
e. Discussion:
i. Where would this radar occur? A - The radar is present in the US and UK and maybe other geos
ii. Are country specific radar detectors being implemented? A – yes

iii. Conditions on sharing the band with radar systems will get tighter especially in the next four years so we may not be wise to introduce limits

iv. The issue is false detection not regulatory domain

v. Agree it is possible to build a detector which will not exhibit false detect characteristic

vi. Recall this references old .11a equipment which will be phased out over the next 4 years so the issue will be mute ultimately

vii. Note that if we adopt this clause then the characteristic will be tested and the severity of the problem will unfold

viii. We need to understand the cost-benefit much more clearly

ix. How will this change fix the 11n draft 2 devices in the field today? A – it won’t
x. GF is a short preamble modulation and therefore should be kept

xi. Agree this compromise is not foolproof but will cause new .11a devices to address the problem and therefore between the two solutions the issue will be almost completely mitigated
xii. This is an enterprise and mesh problem

xiii. The history of .11a, .11n and FCC regulatory evolution was recounted with the point being that it seems to be a minute corner case

xiv. Remember - IT department can simply turn off GF if they want

xv. First paragraph is ambiguous and will elicit comments

xvi. DFS is a European regulation

f. Straw Poll – “Who is willing to accept the text in 11-08-0302r5 into the draft?” (Y=26, N=27, A=14) so it would not pass
g. Agree that there is an issue with making .11n Draft 2.0 incompatible so let’s change Shall to Should

h. Note that there have been no reports of problems in the field up to now!

i. DFS channels are actually not the most powerful but better than most 

j. Problem is purely hypothetical; not a denial of service

k. Test results were not contrived

l. Show of hands “Accept r5 but with ‘Shalls’ changed to ‘Shoulds’ ” – Accept= 28 ; Reject if ‘shalls’ changed to ‘shoulds’ = 25; Abstains =18; we remain deadlocked
4. 9 AM: Orders of the day

5. Motion #314: Motion by Doug Chan and seconded by Brian Hart to reject CIDs 5123 and 5363 with resolution text:

“Reject: The problem of false detections in legacy devices is not limited to GF receptions”

Passed without objection!!!!!
6. Recessed for 10 minutes at 9:05 AM EDT to recheck the data base to make sure all CIDs from LB115 have been resolved
7. Chair reconvened the meeting at 9:15 AM EDT

8. COEX and Adrian confirmed there are no remaining comments to be resolved from LB115

9. Motion - Having approved Comment Resolutions for all the comments received from LB115 on Draft 3.0 and the technical editor having incorporated those into the draft D3.07, move to rename D3.07 to Draft 4.0 and begin as soon as possible, a 15 day Working Group Recirculation Ballot asking the technical question “Should 802.11n Draft 4.0 be forwarded to Sponsor Ballot?” by Eldad Perahia and seconded by Jon Rosdahl to be put forward at tomorrow’s WG closing plenary passed (60,0,2)
10. We are ready for new LB!!!!!!

11. Now let’s address

a. Ad hocs

b. Teleconferences

c. Timeline

12. Timeline (slides 70 and 71)
a. Expect Mar 28 thru April 12 for 15 day procedural LB
b. Expect April 16 thru May 12 for technical LB

c. Therefore Propose 2 day ad hoc on May 9&10 to get a good head start on comment resolution
d. If we take 97 days to resolve comments then we could generate a new draft at the end of July

e. Hopefully close that LB by the end of September

f. Therefore we should ask for approval of a sponsor ballot pool formation in the July meeting?
g. Discussion?

i. Would this change the current timeline? Chair said ‘no’

h. No objection to changing the “form sponsor ballot pool” until July on the timeline chart
i. Opportunities for Teleconferences

i. Suggested no teleconferences between now and May meeting

ii. Any objection to retaining the teleconference standing schedule of Wednesdays from 11 AM to 1 PM EDT? A - no
j. Discussion on Ad Hoc preceding the May meeting (Slide 75 in 11-08-0310r5)

i. The hours are needed but will there be enough people

ii. Need enough submissions for ad hoc AND the meeting
iii. Chair requested a minimum of 10 slots in May

iv. So that we would need ~ 32 hours of material

v. Let’s do Saturday, Sunday instead of Friday, Saturday if we even have an ad hoc
vi. Request .18 to bring .11n a report on radars worldwide before the ad hoc meeting in May; chair will take that as an action item

vii. Do we have 5 people to resolve ~40 comments each at the May ad hoc and interim meeting? 

viii. Let’s skip this ad hoc in May and use the teleconference prior to the meeting 

ix. Show of hands in favor of an ad hoc in May, days TBD(2), Opposed (10) Abstainers (29)

x. OK let’s discontinue the discussion of a pre-Interim ad hoc

xi. Returning to Teleconferences – April 16 will be the first useful date for a teleconference; the remaining possible dates are April 23, April 30 and May 07 which will be decided ad hoc starting April 16

xii. Coex volunteered for May 7 (
13. Any other items of business?

a. Will we request publication of D4.0? A – yes at tomorrows closing plenary 

b. Chair noted that elections for all of the TG leadership will be held in the May session

c. Bruce confirmed he would be willing to chair TGn until its completion and noted 
d. Adrian also confirmed he would be willing to continue as Editor until its completion

e. Similarly Garth is willing to continue as secretary contingent on the support of his company 

f. Note - At least one session in May will be devoted to elections
14. No objection to adjourning the session at 10:00 AM EDT 
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