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April 1, 2008 Teleconference
Agenda, from e-mail notice:
1. Call to Order, Patent Notification

2. Editor Update

3. Comment Resolution
- Co-located Interference proposed resolutions, see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/file/08/11-08-0233-02-000v-co-located-interference-reporting.doc 
- General category comments, see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/file/08/11-08-0445-00-000v-lb-123-comment-resolutions-general.xls 

4.Tentative Agenda for April 8th Con call – TCLAS, STA Statistics, FBMS, General 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 – Tuesday, April 1st, 2008
Attendees: Jari Jokela, Emily Qi, Dorothy Stanley, Allan Thomson, Qi Wang
1. Chair called meeting to order: 12:05 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?

Allan has worked on the FBMS comments, agreed to go through those comments, see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/file/08/11-08-0439-00-000v-lb123-comments-fbms.xls .
2. Editor’s report.

Emily is working on incorporating the editorial comments, and Draft 2.01 will incorporate the editorial comment resolutions.
3. Comment resolutions 
We discussed the proposed addition of transmit interference indication from https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/file/08/11-08-0233-02-000v-co-located-interference-reporting.doc .


-  The current TGv Draft 2.0 text relates to receive operation, making the assumption that a station can schedule the transmit operation independently of a peer. 

- Transmit operation was discussed in the past, but not included, due the belief that the the peer would
schedule its own transmit operation, and that it was unlikely that a station would be able to
receive, but not transmit, making the receive indication sufficient.
- Agreed to ask the commenter to describe a use case or application for the proposed addition, e.g. a real-life use case showing how the indication of receive interference is not sufficient, and transmit interference is used/required.
Jari will propose resolutions for the co-located interference category comments, target for discussion on the April 22 or May 6th conference call.

[Post meeting update: e-mail sent to the commenter 4/1/2008. This comment appears to be related to Co-located Interference category CID, 361, 362 or 368.]
Allan reviewed the FBMS “accepted” comments, see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/file/08/11-08-0439-00-000v-lb123-comments-fbms.xls. 

· CID 506 – Agreed, with minor wording edits: change “belong to” to “correspond to” and delete duplicated first words of definition
· CID 622 – Agreed with proposed resolution.
· CID 915 – Agreed, add note to indicate change in multiple places

· CID 917 – Agreed with proposed resolution

· CID 521 – Agreed with proposed resolution

· CID 213, 792, 985 – Change to “counter”, slight wording change

· CID 522 – Agreed with proposed resolution

· CID 523 – Agreed with proposed resolution

· CID 524 – Agreed, with change of “Counter” to “Counters”

· CID 988 – Agreed, with wording change to “is shared by all FBMS streams that use the same delivery interval”

· CID 527– Agreed with proposed resolution

· CID 529 – Agreed with proposed resolution

· CID 568, 986 – Agreed with proposed resolution

· CID 569 – Agreed with proposed resolution

· CID 531 – Agreed with proposed “accept”, add “As in comment” as proposed resolution.

· CID 534 – Agreed with proposed resolution

· CID 538 – Agreed with proposed resolution

· CID 1006 – Agreed with proposed resolution

· Line item 534, (is CID 1035, 08-0265r2 will include CID number) - Change to “counter”

· CID 539 – Agree that change needs to be made, same as CID 1009 in “General” category. Proposed resolution to CID 1009 includes needed text.

· CID 248 – Agreed with proposed resolution

· CID 1011 – Agreed, add “as in comment”

· CID 912 – Agreed with proposed resolution

· Continue next time with CID 45
Allan has uploaded a revised spreadsheet, see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/file/08/11-08-0439-01-000v-lb123-comments-fbms.xls .
Dorothy reviewed the comment resolutions that have been prepared to date on the General category, see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/file/08/11-08-0445-00-000v-lb-123-comment-resolutions-general.xls .
· CID 37 (also 423, 464, 602, 684) – leave as deferred, presentation planned in May

· CID 46 (also 833)– Agreed to “accepted”, change resolution to delete the Extended Capabilities rows from the indicated tables, as text is now duplicated from that in TGn.

· CID 47 – Agreed with proposed resolution

· CID 48 – Change to “deferred”, need text submission with new column contents.

· CID 58 – Agreed with proposed resolution

· CID 59 – Change to “accepted”, since TGn, TGy now use table format, as does TGv. Editorial note also needs to be updated.
· CID 60 – Agreed with proposed resolution, also editorial note needs to be updated.
· CID 105 – Change to “counter” with changes to include “TRANSMISSION FAILURE” in the result, and description.
· CID 106 – Change to “deferred”, need to investigate if MLME changes are required or not. If changes are required, a submission will be needed.
· CID 123 – Change to “deferred”, Emily to contact commenter to understand why all class 1 frames now being changed to “public action”.
· CID 125 – Agreed with proposed “counter” resolution, same as CID 108, already resolved.
· CID 126 – Agreed with leaving “deferred” for now. Mail sent to commenter for additional clarification. Unclear why “supplicant STA and “Authenticator” terms should be used. Also Emily to follow-up with the commenter. 
· CID 295 – Agree with proposed resolution.
· CID 302 – Agree with “decline” disposition, change reason to indicate that the commenter’s approach was previously tried, and it introduced confusion, which seems to have been removed with the current approach.

· CID 307 – Agree with “counter” disposition, vendor specific extensions were added in Draft 2.0, and are continuing to be added if missing, add reference to discussed LB123 CID 529.
· CID 429 – Agree to leave as “deferred” for now. E-mail was sent to the commenter to identify specific instances to be corrected, want to document the changes made for this comment. Qi to ping the commenter again.

· CIDs 458, 459 – Qi to ping the commenter for specifics. 

· Continue next time with CID 461.

Dorothy will upload a revised spreadsheet, incorporating the agreed changes.

4. Agenda for April 8th teleconference, same time, bridge info 
Continued comment resolutions: Ganesh is planning to have the TCLAS resolutions ready. Also continue with FBMS and General categories, STA Statistics if time allows.
5. Adjourn at 14:05 Eastern.
April 8, 2008 Teleconference

Agenda, from e-mail notice:

1. Call to Order, Patent Notification

2. Editor Update

3. Comment Resolution

4.Tentative Agenda for April 15th Con call – Continued comment resolution 

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 – Tuesday, April 8th , 2008
Attendees:  Dean Armstrong, Mark Rison, Dorothy Stanley, Allan Thomson, Ganesh Venkatesan, Qi Wang

1. Chair called meeting to order: 12:05 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?

Agreed to discuss the collocated interference comment in 233r2, since Mark and Dean are on the call, then finish the 5 proposed “accept” FBMS comments in 439r1, then TCLAS comments, since Mark is on the call and many of the comments are his.
2. Editor’s report.

Emily was not on the call.
3. Comment resolutions 

We discussed the proposed addition of transmit interference indication from https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/file/08/11-08-0233-02-000v-co-located-interference-reporting.doc. 
On the prior call, members present asked for more info from the commenter, showing use cases where transmit indication would be needed. Dean and Mark provided the following explanation:
· Most commonly, periodic transmit inhibition interference occurs for IEEE 802.11 in the case of a co-located Bluetooth transceiver, where the 802.11 transmitter is inhibited (using hardware coexistence signalling) to protect Bluetooth voice data in slots that are reserved for Synchronous Connection Oriented (SCO) or Extended SCO (eSCO) reception. In these periods it may be possible to address the co-located STA with frames not requiring a control response, and the minor change we propose provides a mechanism which allows this.
· Another example is the case of a co-located IEEE 802.16e (Mobile WiMAX) transceiver where the 802.11 transmitter is periodically inhibited (again, using coexistence signalling) to protect IEEE 802.16e reception of downlink sub-frames.
· Note that in both cases above it is assumed that front-end overload interference prevents simultaneous 802.11 transmission and reception on the co-located transceiver despite any frequency separation which may be achieved through non-overlapping bands of operation or through a mechanism such as Bluetooth Adaptive Frequency Hopping (AFH). This assumption is in line with common experiences of co-locating such technologies.
· Though the performance gains given by the mechanism proposed are not likely to be of great magnitude, coexistence is an area where small gains all add up to make a difference. Therefore it seems sensible to ensure that the Co-located Interference Reporting mechanisms being created in 802.11v allow the functionality we propose - particularly when it comes at the cost of only a single bit field which may be treated as reserved (set to zero on transmission, ignored on reception) by STAs not wishing to use this functionality. As noted in 08-233r2, if it is felt that the range of the Interference Index field cannot be reduced then there are other fields in which this new bit could be incorporated.
Discussion: 

· Still not clear that there is value in say the AP knowing that the STA cannot transmit. AP will re-transmit a frame if the ACK is not received, even if AP has knowledge. 

· What will the AP do differently? Have avoided requiring any scheduling behavior.

· No difference between this additional bit and the receive indication already included in this regard. 

· Last week – asked the question: Are there cases when a STA can receive but not transmit? Have our answer: Cases are collocation with BT and 802.16. Document this info for Jari as input to a proposed resolution; plan to review proposed resolution on April 22 or May 6 along with the other co-located interference comments.

Allan reviewed the remaining FBMS Comments that are proposed “accepted”, see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/file/08/11-08-0439-01-000v-lb123-comments-fbms.xls .
· CID 45 – Agreed with proposed resolution.

· CID 103 – Agreed with proposed resolution, add a note in the resolution indicating the page and line number (page 105, line 7)

· CID 107 – Agreed with the proposed resolution, add a note in the resolution indicating page 165, line 35.

· CID 115 – Agreed with proposed resolution, Add a note to indicate page 166, line 21.
· CID 116 – Agreed with proposed resolution. Comment calls for incorporation of TGn changes to the baseline text. Emily will be doing this as part of the editorial update. It looks like the changes TGv made are fairly straightforward additions to the new base. Dorothy will follow-up with Emily to confirm.
Ganesh reviewed comments in the TCLAS category see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/file/08/11-08-0455-00-000v-lb123-tclas-resolutions.xls .
· CID 340 – Agreed with proposed resolution, grammar fix: “are be set” to “are set”

· CID 341 – Agreed with proposed resolution.
· CID 342 – Agreed with proposed resolution.

· CID 343 – Similar to CID 345, asks for clarification of support for non-TCP/UDP streams. Defer, discuss at ad-hoc.

· CID 64 – Comments about the ordering within an octet, versus ordering of multiple octets. Text under discussion is from the base spec. Disagree that we should fix the base text in TGv.  Agreed resolution: Declined, forward to TGmb.

· CID 63 – Change to Counter, Delete page 32, lines 37-38, as the text duplicates text on Page 33, lines 21-22.

· CID 344 – Agreed with proposed “counter” resolution. Remove bit references in dashed list items. Re-word to describe a condition, and to remove the double negative, along the lines of “The TCLAS element is rejected if one of the following conditions occur”, or similar. 
· CID 345 – Change resolution to “deferred” for now. Don’t quote RFC 790, as it is out of date. Do need references to UDP and TCP documents, Mark checked RFC 768, which has the number on page 3. RFC 793 does not have a reference. Mark to find a valid reference. Likely resolution is to “counter”, adding in the text proposed by the commenter. However have a concern with TGv changing this text, since previously, only TCP and UDP were discussed.  Have declined and counter text ready, discuss at ad-hoc.

· CID 346 – Agree with counter resolution. If using extension headers, the classifier will fail. Add a note on page 32 that “Frame classification when extension headers are used is not supported”
· CID 347 – Agree to “declined” resolution, with “CID will be forwarded to TGmb”

· CID 348 – Agree with proposed resolution and change, Ganesh to check off-line with Dave Stephenson. If Dave agrees, move forward, otherwise bring back for discussion.

· CID 349 – Agree to decline resolution with “CID will be forwarded to TGmb”

· CID 350 – Agree to decline resolution with “CID will be forwarded to TGmb”
· CID 351 – Comment deals with encoding of a 20 bit value, suggesting a better way to encode the value. Preference of the attendees is to adopt the commenter’s alternate suggestion. Check offline with implementers to see if there is any objection to adopting the commenter’s alternate suggestion. No change to functionality, only in the way 20 bits are encoded in 3 octets.
4. Agenda for April 8th teleconference, same time, bridge info 
Continue on the next conference call with FBMS (counter, declined), remaining TCLAS and General category comments.

5. Adjourn at 14:05 Eastern.
April 15, 2008 Teleconference

Agenda, from e-mail notice:

1. Call to Order, Patent Notification

2. Editor Update

3. Comment Resolution

4.Tentative Agenda for April 22nd Con call – Continued comment resolution 

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 – Tuesday, April 15th, 2008
Attendees:  Alex Ashley, Emily Qi, Dorothy Stanley, Allan Thomson, Ganesh Venkatesan, Qi Wang, Jing Zhu.
1. Chair called meeting to order: 12:05 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?

Agreed to discuss selected Diagnostics category comments, then the “counter” FBMS comments in 439r2, and then the remaining TCLAS comments in 455r1.
The ad-hoc is coming up in 2 weeks, we need to get a final list of attendees to Allan by the 21st. Current known attendees are: Allan, Dorothy, Emily and Qi, and Necati (Wednesday).  Dorothy will send out a reminder notice.
2. Editor’s report.

Emily is working on the editorial comments, and should have Draft 2.01 available for the next call.

3. Comment resolutions 

Dorothy has posted initial resolutions for the “Diagnostics” comment category, see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/file/08/11-08-0458-00-000v-lb123-comment-resolutions-diagnostics.xls .
Requested input on CIDs 823, 824. Discussion:

· Comment asks that 802.1X and Association diagnostic be deleted due to security concerns.

· Already have the restriction that the request is only valid when received from the associated AP. 

· However, a diagnostics frame can be forged by an attacker if is not protected, and this is true for all management frames added in TGv and other amendments. Mangement Frame Protection (TGw) provides the mechanism that closes this security hole. 

· Agreed to decline the comments, with explanation that TGw can be used.

Request input on CID 12 and similar comments. Discussion (from beginning and end of the call):

· Comments ask for changes in the TX Power sub-element description. Proposing to accept CIDs 286 and 287, moving to dBm from dB, and eliminating the reference to Annex J. 

· Thought there were issues last time that not all juristictions use dBm – need to check prior meeting notes on this.
· Fine to change, but don’t want to ping-pong back and forth on the solution.

· Ask folks to review the current proposed resolution.

Allan reviewed the remaining FBMS Comments that are proposed “counter”, see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/file/08/11-08-0439-02-000v-lb123-comments-fbms.xls  .
· CID 412 – Agreed with proposed resolution, add reference to exact location of the changes, Table 7-26 (becomes 2-256), Figure v59, becomes “0 or more”
· CID 413 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CID 213, 792, 985 – Done on a prior call.

· CIDs 169, 259 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CID 260 – Agree with proposed resolution, slight wording change, to “wakes” from “is expected to wake”, matching grammar changes.
· CID 536 – Agree with proposed resolution, wording change from “overridden delivery interval” to “alternate delivery interval”.
· CID 537 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CID 1007 – Agree with proposed resolution, move text to page 105, line 36

· CID 1035 – Done on a prior call.

· CID 447 – Agree with proposed resolution.
· CID 549 – Change to “see CID 1007” and delete “or delivery interval” from line 35, 39.

· CID 913 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CID 147 – Agree with proposed resolution, minor wording edits.
Have 18 deferred and 15 declined FBMS comments remaining – plan to discuss these, and the Location category at the ad-hoc.
Ganesh reviewed comments in the TCLAS category see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/file/08/11-08-0455-01-000v-lb123-tclas-resolutions.xls and https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/file/08/11-08-0370-01-000v-lb123-tclas-comment-resolutions.doc .
· CID 344 – Was discussed on the last conference call, updated text is in 370r1, still needs some wordsmithing, but content agreed
· CID 345 – Text updates as agreed in last call, in last bullet item. Still waiting on reference. Agreed to “counter” resolution, keep spec only for UDP, TCP, defer any extension to TGmb.

· CID 346 – Extension header text added, as discussed last week, see note at end of page 2, agreed.

· CID 348 – Dave has agreed with change, so changes all agreed to.

· CID 351 – Agreement on text that is added. Ganesh to check with editor(s) on use of acronym versus complete words.

· CID 352 – Agree, need to add “no additional text change needed”. 

· CID 353 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CID 356, 359 – Agree with proposed resolution.
· CID 360 – Change to “declined”, forward to TGmb, remove sentence that was added.
· CID 766 – No proposed resolution yet. We are not changing the interpretation called out in RFC 2474, nor limiting interpretation to that defined in RFc 2474. Discussed options for changing the text to convey this – remove the reference, extend the reference, etc. 

· Overall – Ganesh to make sure references in the spreadsheet are updated to the latest version of 08-370, and make comment resolutions clear when no additional text change is needed.

· The text changes that we made as part of TCLAS comment resolution will also resolve some of the editorial comments. Emily will coordinate with Ganesh to identify these, and also to see if his text changes should address any other editorial comments, so there is one set of text changes.
· Have one TCLAS comment remaining that does not have an agreed resolution (766).

4. Agenda for April 22nd teleconference, same time, bridge info 
Menzo is almost done generating proposed resolutions for the TIM Broadcast category, and should have them ready for one of the upcoming teleconferences. Also, he has withdrawn CID 551 (General), as the submission is more appropriate for the new 802.1aa group (efficient multicast).  Alex will not be in Florida in May, have 11 multicast diagnostic comments to finish.

April 22 con call: 

· Editorial comments that need group discussion
· Start Co-located interference and TIM Broadcast categories, depending on Jari, Jing and Menzo 

· General 

· Diagnostics 

5. Adjourn at 14:05 Eastern.
April 22, 2008 Teleconference

Agenda, from e-mail notice:

1. Call to Order, Patent Notification

2. Editor Update

3. Comment Resolution

4.Tentative Agenda for Ad-hoc and May 6th con call – Continued comment resolution 

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 – Tuesday, April 22nd, 2008
Attendees:  Emily Qi, Jon Rosdahl, Dorothy Stanley, Jing Zhu.

1. Chair called meeting to order: 12:05 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?

Agreed to discuss the Co-located interferece category comments, then the ad-hoc agenda.

2. Editor’s report.

Emily is working on the editorial comments, and has posted an updated version of the spreadsheet, 08-265r2. Draft 2.01 will be posted shortly.
3. Comment resolutions 

Jing has posted initial resolutions for the “Co-located interference” comment category, see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/file/08/11-08-0469-00-000v-co-located-interference-reporting-lb-123-comment-resolution.xls .
· CID 98 – Agree with proposed resolution, check off-line with Allan to confirm.

· CID 99 – Agree that a new IE will be added, follows the formatting of the other action frames. (Note that BSS Transition frame will also need to be changed.) Will need a submission – Jing to work on this wilth Emily. Also add a vendor specific element to Figure v89, and corresponding text. 

· CID 102 – Stays as deferred, requires a presentation in May, or decline.

· CID 239 – Becomes “counter”, change to “IEEE 802.11 receiver”. Also note to editor – page 174, line 21 “WLAN” may also need to change.

· CID 240 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CID 247 – Agree with proposed resolution, also need a MIB variable definition, as an example, see page 199, line 47.

· CID 264, (also 466) – Becomes “counter”, change from “detection and characterization” to “detection or characterization”

· CID 806 (also 375) – Becomes “declined”. This sentence was the subject of extensive discussion in going from draft 1 to draft 2. The intent is to indicate that the 802.11 station does not detect or characterize the interference. Add “also see CID 264”.

· CID 266, (also 467) – Change to “Counter”, change “from” to “due to”. This will over-ride a change made in 5.2.11.2, due to editorial CID 178. Agree that the 266 change is an improvement.
· CID 312 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CID 362, 363, 364, 365, 366, 367, 369, 370 – Agreed resolution is “Accepted” with reason “Commenter agrees that the change is implemented or resolved in TGv Draft 2.0”

· CID 361 (also 368) – Stays deferred for now. Applicable submission is 08-233r2. On the surface, the change requested in 08-233r3 seems a very simple extension. However, it introduces information on the impact of the interference, and the decision was made in the past to not include this level of info. In the “impact” sense, this is related to the request made by CID 102. Discuss and make decision in May.

· CID 373 – Change to “declined”, agree with proposed text of comment resolution.

· CID 493 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CID 494 – Change to “counter”, use commenter’s suggestion 1, also requires changes to Figure 92 and corresponding text.
· CID 495 – Use solution 1.
· CID 496 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CID 497 – Accepted, change the calculation only from 65535 to 232 – 1.

· CIDs 498, 499 – Stay deferred for now, require submission planned for May. 

· CID 543 – Agree with “counter” resolution, resolution moves the “measurement process” box in figure v109 from the MLME to the SME, and deletes the “clint” primitives.

· CID 646 – Counter, see CID 543.

· CID 805 – Accepted, see CID 98.

· CID 807 – Accepted, add a sentence describing behaviour when the value is “0”.

· CID 809 – Change to “declined”, no change to reason given.

· CID 810 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CID 811 – Change to “declined”, no change to reason given.

· CID 812 – Accepted, on page 186, line 3, change from the mib variable to “Co-located Interference Reporting bit”

On the May 6th conference call, finish the rest of the comments: 813, 814, 815, 816, 817, 1002, also 221, 371, and 372.

4. Agenda for April 28-30 ad-hoc, May 6th  teleconference

Draft agenda for the ad-hoc: Comment resolution, short status on presentations being prepared. Current thoughts for ordering, will be adjusted based on time needed, etc.
Monday AM – Traffic Generation
Monday PM – Location

Tuesday AM – BSS Transition, Sleep Mode

Tuesday PM  - TFS, Channel Allocation (30 min) and Directed multicast (30 min)

Weds AM – Virtual AP

Weds PM and any other time possible – FBMS, General, Diagnostics

May 6th con call: 

· Remaining Co-located interference category comments

· Multicast diagnostics
· TIM Broadcast categories

5. Adjourn at 14:05 Eastern.
April 28-30, 2008 Ad-hoc

Agenda, from e-mail notice:

1. Call to Order, Patent Notification

2. Editor Update

3. Comment Resolution

4.Tentative Agenda for May 6th con call – Continued comment resolution 

5. Adjourn


Please review the documents at the following links prior to the meeting

-  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 – Monday, April 28th, 2008
Attendees:  Henry Ptasinski (Broadcom), Emily Qi (Intel), Dorothy Stanley (Aruba), Allan Thomson (Cisco), Qi Wang (Broadcom), Fujio Watanabe (NTT Docomo)
1. Chair called meeting to order: 10:05am Pacific Time
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?

Agreed to the following order, noting that we will adjust as needed and agreed:

Monday AM – Traffic Generation

Monday PM – Location

Tuesday AM – BSS Transition, Sleep Mode

Tuesday PM  - TFS, Channel Allocation (30 min) and Directed multicast (30 min)

Weds AM – Joint Ad-hoc with TGu (Virtual AP)
Weds PM and any other time possible – FBMS, General, Diagnostics

2. Editor’s report.

Emily is working on the editorial comments, and has posted an updated version of the spreadsheet, 08-265r3. Draft 2.01 is posted on the members’ area of the 802.11 website.

3. Comment resolutions 

Initial resolutions for the “Traffic Generation” comment category are posted, see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/file/08/11-08-0478-00-000v-lb-123-comment-resolutions-trafic-generation.xls. 
· CID 43 – Agree with proposed resolution, additional edits to the text, to add more exlanation of usage

· CID 92 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CID 93 – Agree with proposed resolution. 

· CID 94 – Agree with proposed resolution, additional text changes

· CID 173 – Agree with proposed resolution

· CID 174 – Change to “declined”, with additional reasons

· CID 223 – Agree with proposed resolution, additional text edits.

· CID 225 – Agreed, analagous change to CID 223.

· CID 226 – Agreed, analagous change to CID 223.

· CID 227 – Agreed, analagous change to CID 223.

· CID 428, 827 – Agree to decline and reason.

· CID 664 – Change to “accepted” with text changes.

· CID 665 – Agree with “counter”, add reference to CID 43.

· CID 768 – Same as CID 43.

· CID 785 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CID 901 – Agree with proposed resolution, additional text changes.

· CID 902 – Agree with proposed resolution, additional text changes.
· CID 916, 919 – Agreed to “accept”, will be resolved for all categories by “general” CID 921.

· CID 991 – Same as CID 664

· CID 992 – Change to “counter”, and add reference to CID 43.

· CID 1030, 1031 – Change to “counter” and add reference to CID 43.
A revision of the 08-478 spreadsheet will be posted. As we have done for other comment resolutions agreed to at the ad-hoc and conference calls, we’ll have  a blanket motion in May to adopt the resolutions and corresponding text changes, and will hold out any comments that members want to discuss further.

Recess at 12:15 for Lunch Break

Call meeting to order at 1:20pm Pacific

Discussion: Location comments. Allan has proposed comment resolutions for all of the comments (see 08-440) and text changes (see 08-441). The text changes are extensive, reviewed summary of the changes, and reviewed the text. Intent was to keep all of the features, simplify the descriptions, and segment the different functions into separate frames, so that the capability was clearer.

· Location Determination and location data exchange (extended for new types).
· Separate Location Track notification frame.
· Clearer definition of terms.
· Re-use format of location data from TGk.
· Discussion on why location data is applicable at the MAC level, and why it should be kept, since mechanisms also exist at layer 3. There are circumstances when the device doesn’t have an IP address, when the MAC may use location info for example, for association decisions. The market for location services is emerging, market will decide eventually, no one nirvana for where all location data will be exchanged.  Currently have proposals for Radius based location exchange, HELD in IETF, Wimax exchange. Market emerging.
· Essential to re-use the data formats, and the proposed text changes do this. Only difference is in the frame exchanges used to carry the data.

· Knowledge of location enables decisions by the MAC.

· Clarify applicability of location frame use in IBSS – why would this be restricted? Probably won’t be used, but don’t prevent ahead of time. Less of an issue now that separate frames are used for the functions that were previously combined.

· New text also adds a lot of PHY specifications that were missing in Draft 2.0.

· Discussion: Review of issues with Draft 2.0 location text – Qi Wang. Qi has also prepared proposed draft text changes, not yet posted. Agree to use Allan’s text as a base.

· Need to clear definition of terms

· Exchange of data not required at layer 2

· Units needed for reporting of timing measurements.

· Discussion on units for interval reporting – milliseconds, or hundreds of milliseconds. Concern about the anount of frames that could be requested, and then not sent. Flexibility is needed in the protocol for other applications – e.g. tags, where that is their only purpose.
· Text should explain the behaviour of inter-frame reporting, that this is delay based. The shared medium can’t guarantee when it is sent. 
· Does QoS take into account this timing? AP behaviour is tightly defined, TBTT. Need to clarify which timings are tight, and which are not, that these are delay based, not absolute.

· How is the reporting tied to association? 

· Can location data be reported prior to association? Used to have this option, now don’t with re-use of TGk frames.
· Management Action pending capability has also been removed. Need to check with tag application that this is ok. 

· Will we go through all of the comments in Jacksonville? Usual practice is to revisit comments addressed in an ad-hoc only if there are issues. We have done this in the past. Difference with these location comments is that we didn’t go one by one through the spreadsheet in the session, however we did review the changes in the proposed document. 

· Ask folks to review the new text, and give any comments to Allan.

Discussion: Diagnostics CID 77, 78, 963 –Definition of diagnostic timeout field. Input from the group – use definition proposed by the commenter in CID 78.

Meeting recessed at 5:10 Pacific.

Notes – Tuesday, April 29th, 2008
Attendees:  Raja Banerjea (Marvell), Michelle Gong( Intel), Brian Hart (Cisco), Henry Ptasinski, Emily Qi, Dorothy Stanley, Allan Thomson, Qi Wang
1. Chair called meeting to order: 9:30am Pacific Time
Discussion: TFS Category Comments, Emily has posted document 08-485 with proposed resolutions.

· CID 18 – Agree to the decline reason, ask commenter to provide normative text.

· CID 19 – Agree with proposed resolution

· CID 44 – Change to “Counter”, see CID 388

· CID 65 – Agree with proposed resolution, double check with Ganesh’s TCLAS resolution, for no overlap – confirmed, no overlap.

· CID 66 – Agree with proposed resolution, additional edits to the text.

· CID 67 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CID 149 – Change to “counter”, additional edits to the text.

· CID 150 – Accept comment, additional edits to the text.

· CID 151 – Add a box called “TFS operation” in the MLME (AP)

· CID 386 – Change to “counter”, see CID 388.

· CID 387 – Counter, see CID 388.

· CID 388 – Change to Counter, move text.

· CID 393 – Counter, same as CID 66, 151.

· CID 414 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CID 420 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CID 590 – Agree with resolution, additional edits to the text.

· CID 699 – Counter, see CID 388.

· CID 758 – Agree with proposed resolution

· CID 759 – Agree with proposed resolution

· CID 781 – Agree with the decline; additions to the reason.

· CID 995 – Agree with proposed resolution

· CID 996 – Agree with the decline.

· CID 1004 – Counter

· CID 1032 – Change to “declined”. Notification even for unicast is desirable for some applications.
Emily will update the spreadsheet with the agreed changes. Have agreed resolutions to all of the comments in the TFS category.

Discussion: Sleep Mode Category Comments, Emily has posted document 08-486 with proposed resolutions. Discussion on current deferred comments – CIDs 6, 163, 165, 168.
· Sleep mode frames are protected. Bad guy doesn’t know when a station goes in and out of sleep mode. 

· The STA can request an update when it comes out of sleep mode, requesting a GTK update. 

· If AP wants to make sure that the GTK is current, it can mandate that the STA accepts GTK updates.
· Leaning towards keeping the current capability, will need to include text for CID 6. Dorothy to e-mail Jouni on text changes for his comment.

· CIDs 6, 163, 165, 168 - Leave deferred for now

· CID 10 – Declined, association is only defined for an infrastructure BSS, clear in the definition.

· CIDs 11, 85, 385, 733 – Counter, change name of the feature to “WNM-Sleep Mode”

· CID 164 – Agree, change reason code.
Recess for lunch: 12:15-1:15pm.

Chair called meeting to order 1:15pm, continue with Sleep Mode comments

· CID 30 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CID 152 – Accept the comment.

· CID 153 – Accept the comment.

· CID 164 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CID 166 – Declined, same as CID 10.

· CID 167 – Declined, same as CID 10.

· CID 241 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CID 242 – Counter, add a new reason code, “Denied. The requested action cannot be granted due to other WNM services in use by the requesting STA.” Discussion: If STA deauthenticates, what happens to the TIM Broadcast request? AP stops sending the frame. With Sleep Mode, station will come back. Desired that the STA terminates use of unneeded services prior to going into sleep mode. AP can adjust the delivery mode. “sleep” is a “longer sleep function” – doesn’t change the behaviour on either side. Service should be active again when station comes out of sleep. Behaviour of AP while STA is in sleep mode is implementation dependent. 

· CID 244 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CID 255 – Same as CID 152.

· CID 256 – Agree with decline, see page 190, line 11.

· CID 257 – Agree with decline, add “and explicit signalling is required”. Not re-using the power save mechanism.
· CID 410 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CID 411 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CID 419 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CID 446 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CID 455 – Same as CID 258, Add reason

· CID 456 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CIDs 552, 574 – Same as CID 446

· CID 591 – Agree with “counter”, changes to the reason given.

· CID 733 – Same as CID 11.

· CID 757 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CID 994 – Agree with proposed resolution.

Emily will update the spreadsheet with the agreed Sleep Mode changes. The only remaining comments in the Sleep Mode Category are CIDs 6, 163, 165, and168, pertaining to GTK update procedure definition.

Discussion: Directed Multicast Proposal, Emily Qi

· Have incorporated feedback from Orlando, addition of one sentence to use MSDU format, which carries the source and destination addresses.

· New .11aa TG PAR includes reliable multicast, is there overlap?

· .11aa focused on video and audio applications.  If done by access categories, may not be able to know what is actually in the stream.
· Might have a better overall solution if do all the work in one place. 

· Data multicast not expected to be handled in .11aa.

· Video – have long frames, audio – have short frames, conversion from multicast to unicast for voice and video diesn’t scale.

· Already have TGv multicast performance enhancements, view this conversion feature as one more enhancement.

· Solution for video will be different that for data only, won’t be conversion.

· Can look at IP tag to determine TSPEC.

· Still don’t know for sure.

· Worried that we will have 2 solutions, duplicate effort.

· Hard to have a unified solution for all. Reliable multicast is a hard problem. If it was easy, would have a solution already. We don’t. Current approach is a set of incremental improvements, “toolkit” to use.

· Have multicast diagnostics, rate info, doesn’t mean we have to add more. Conversion is a quick fix solution, potentially added in TGv. 

· Believe use cases on .11aa and TGv are different. TGv is enterprise.

· Why are we burdening TGv with additional solutions now?

· Could define the application to be unicast to start with.

· Leader-based solutions were discussed in TGv, issues with chosing the leader, those solutions not adopted, likely to be proposed in TGaa.
· Having the conversation in an isolated environment, ask .11aa: Is this type of solution is likely to be included in the .11aa solution space. Agreed to schedule a joint session with 802.11aa, to get feedback from that group on whether or not there is overlap between their work and the directed multicast proposal. Discussion will include:
· Is the 802.11aa focus for video/audio only?
· Will the .11aa solution be applicable to data multicast?

· What are the .11aa use cases?

· Is providing reliable multicast in scope for TGaa?

· Describe current reqs on the TGv solution – appears to be “provide reliable delivery for a small number of station with “relatively low” throughput.

· Describe current and proposed multicast related enhancements in TGv.

Discussion: Channel Usage Proposal, Emily Qi, see 08-483-00.

· Proposal provides recommendations for 802.11 channel usage. Changes incorporated based on Orlando feedback.

· How shall STAs treat the recommendation? Added text to say that STA can ignore the recommendation. 

· Regulatory class info can be added.

· Current text does NOT say “shall”, STA choses to follow the recommendation or not.
· See 08-483-00, 11.20.16 – discussion on the text. Can’t send regulatory domain. Country not well defined. Implicitly assumed that the right country is known. Country element is in the Beacon. Could add Country element to the new mechanism.

· If have 2 ESSs, and start an ad-hoc network, ask both ESSs, get conflicting recommendations back. Then what?

· Have to deal with inconsistent results, can add a hint for this in the text. 

· AP can give a large or small list of channels, could get a list of “none”.
· Low-end implementations could have a simple bias –“don’t use my channel.”

· In a managed network, would a STA get the same info back from all of the BSSs in an ESS? Maybe, maybe not. Need additional semantics, for example, go with recommendation of the “loudest” AP.

Discussion: Roaming Management Category Comments, Emily has posted document 08-487 with proposed resolutions.

· CID 97 – Accepted, remove “optional” from Figure v84, change to “is reserved”

· CID 140 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CID 141 – Change to declined.

· CIDs 142, 143, 144, 145 – All deal with SME usage. Defer for now, require text changes to refer to MLME primitives.

· CID 216 – Same as CID 97.

· CID 217 – Counter, add a reference to 11.20.8.3.

· CID 218 – Caounter, add a reference to 11.20.8.3.

· CID 219 – Counter, change to “value of 0 is reserved”

· CID 384 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CID 425, 426, 427 – Agree, additional text added.

· CID 624 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CID 625 – Agree with proposed resolution.
· CID 769 – Accpeted.
· CID 770 – Accepted.
· CID 772 – Agree with proposed resolution, slight re-wording.
· CID 773 – Agree with proposed resolution.
· CID 774 – Agree with proposed resolution.
· CID 775 – Agree with proposed resolution.
· CID 821 – Same as CID 97.
· CID 826 – Same as CID 425.
· CID 838 – Same as CID 425.
· CID 1000 – Counter, same as 1001, refer to CID 97.
· CID 1001 – Counter, refer to CID 97.
Notes – Wednesday, April 30th, 2008
Attendees:  Necati Canpolat (Intel), Subbu Ponnuswamy (Aruba), Emily Qi, Dorothy Stanley, Dave Stephenson (Cisco), Allan Thomson, Qi Wang
1. Chair called meeting to order: 9:30am Pacific Time – Joint TGu, TGv session
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: See 08-491-00, summary of current view of the “mSSID” overlap definition, based on off-line discussion between Dave Stephenson (Cisco), Mike Montemurro (RIM), Dorothy Stanley (Aruba) and Darwin Engwer (Nortel Networks).
· Agree that a single mechanisn should be agreed for instantiation of “Virtual APs”

· Dave – recommend that TGu delete its’ Multiple SSID and discovery mechanism. Have TGv continue with multiple BSSID work. Decouple Beacon optimization work and potentially have a separate WG effort (perhaps a new SG) for this. 
· Efficient Discovery is a WG issue, need to sccomodate passive scanning, DFS channel requirements. Believe that a comprehensive solution is more work that TGu/TGv can take on and finish in a timely way.
· GAS protocol is active mechanism.
· What in TGu remains? STA in state 1 to access 802.21 info services, GAS protocol and related elements. Multiple SSID set would be deleted, SSID container element and mSSID security mechanisms would be deleted.
· Agreed that we need to have a straw poll or motion in Jacksonville to document support for the proposed way forward. 
· Discussion on other items of interest to TGu and TGv. E-911 Civic/Geo advertisement needed for E-911 services. 
· Believe the 802.11 MAC device has to understand a lot of info, having a .11 specific location is just a small part of what the MAC must know. Important the the location object is in standard IETF format.
· Availability of location data in TGk and TGv is assumed by TGu. Knew that work was done in .11k, and extensions in .11v, so agreed to split of location in TGv, and E-911 services in TGu.
· E-911 services has regulatory level of requirements. Have to have the location data available in MAC frames, having availability at the data level may be too late. TGu takes the responsibility to provide the info quickly very seriously.
· .11u gives enough info in state 1 to enable a STA to join a network that meets its E911 needs. Dependant on .11v to add these mechanisms.
· Dorothy and Dave to prepare updated slides for the joint meeting in Jacksonville.
Any other business for joint TGu/TGv session? None. 
Joint session adjourned 11:30am Pacific.
Call TGv session to order, continue comment resolution discussion.

Emily – Discuss CID 874 (also FBMS CIDs 987, 146) – Deferred comment from Orlando, action item taken by Emily, Qi, Subbu to prepare a proposal.

· Comment related to delivery interval information included in the FBMS request element

· Seems related to diagnostics, but diagnostics mechanism used as a convenience, so that additional frames would not be needed.
· One option – Rename “Multicast Diagnostic Interval” to “Multicast Reporting Interval”, used for rate adaptation.
· Could name FBMS as flexible broadcast multicast delivery interval service – more specific and accurate description of what it does, and then add the multicast rate service as part of FBMS.
· What are the services? STAs can use a higher rate, get feedback from the stations when they use FBMS, STAs send reports for rate adaptation purposes.
· Potential benefit – higher rate for multicast. What about legacy stations that don’t report? AP has to take this into account.
· Either specify the language correctly, or split the functions.
Recess for lunch at 12:15pm Pacific.

Call meeting to order 1:30pm Pacific

Continue comment resolution, FBMS declined and deferred comments. 08-439-03 is currently posted. Reminder to all to include the date resolved in column “s” of the spreadsheets.
· CID 528 – Agree with proposed resolution. One FBMS token indicates multiple TCLAS elements. Have one delivery interval per stream. Stream =subelement=delivery interval. Stream set=subelements. 
· CID 530 – Change to counter, add text indicating that only one FBMS element is included in the frame.
· CID 313 – Change to “counter”, changes to text.

· CID 535 – Change to “counter”, changes to text.

· CID 881 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CID 519 – Change to “counter”, text added to 9.2.7.

· CID 520 – See CID 519.

· P. Gupta comment – 1033 – Agree with declined resolution.
· CID 396 – Agree with proposed resolution, forward to TGmb.
· CID 502 – Change to “counter”, implement commenter’s suggestion (a and b)

· P Gupta comment – 1034 – Agree with declined resolution, frames are not duplicated. 

· CID 392 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CID 9 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CID 104 – Agree with decline reason.

· CID 111 – Agree with decline reason.

· CID 507 – Stays deferred, Allan to suggest text.

· CID 508 – Accept the comment.

· CID 922 – Counter, see CID 508.

· CID 532 – Counter, FBMS removed from association frame.

· CID 932 – Counter, same as CID 922.
· CID 503 – Deferred, depends on result of Directed Multicast presentation. Advantages of directed multicast are that it does not impact legacy station performance, provides low latency, believe it complements FBMS, which delays multicast traffic destined to legacy STAs.

· CID 533 – Accepted, same as CID 506

· CID 776 – Counter, refer to CID 519.

· CID 778 – Counter, text change.

· CID 777 – Counter, see CID 776.

· CIDs 443, 110, 112, 113, 114 – Deferred, more work needed.

· CID 117 – Deferred – interaction with 802.11n feature, need to investigate.
· CID 146 – Deferred – MLME description.
Allan will post an updated version of the FBMS comment spreadsheet, see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/file/08/11-08-0439-04-000v-lb123-comments-fbms.xls . 10 comments remain.

Discussion: Agenda for upcoming conference call May 6th.
TIM Broadcast comments – Menzo, 
Last few Co-located Interference Comments, 
Multicast Diagnostics comments, 
Agenda for Jacksonville. 
General and Diagnostics category comments available if we have additional time.
Meeting Adjourned, 4:40 pm Pacific 

May 6th, 2008 Teleconference
Agenda, from e-mail notice:

1. Call to Order, Patent Notification

2. Editor Update

3. Comment Resolution
- TIM Broadcast (Menzo)
- Multicast diagnostics, remaining comments
- Collocated interference, remaining comments

4. Review of Jacksonville Agenda

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 – Tuesday, May 6th, 2008
Attendees: Dean Armstrong (CSR), Alex Ashley, Emily Qi, Jon Rosdahl (CSR), Dorothy Stanley, Allan Thomson (briefly), Menzo Wentink (Qualcomm), Jing Zhu (Intel)
1. Chair called meeting to order: 12:05 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? No additions.
2. Editor’s report.

No new items.
3. Comment resolutions 

Menzo walked through the TIM Broadcast category comment resolutions, see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/file/08/11-08-0512-00-000v-tim-broadcast-proposed-comment-resolutions.xls . 

· CIDs 32, 33, 231 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CIDs 40, 118, 119 – Change to counter, same resolution

· CID 100 – Change to counter, Additional change to Figure 101, “TIM element”, add (see 7.3.2.6) to text of sentence.

· CID 121 – Accepted, agree with proposed resolution.

· CID 249 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CID 377 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CID 378 – Agree with proposed resolution. 
· CID 379 – Agree with proposed resolution. 
· CID 380 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CID 389 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CID 390 – Agree with proposed resolution.
· CID 391 – Agree with proposed resolution.
· CID 422 – Agree with proposed resolution.
· CID 550 – Agree to “decline” resolution, with reason that synchronization can be achieved via reception of 2-3 Beacon frames, after which info isn’t needed. Also trade-off with additional field in the frame, and inclusion would mean that the frame must be processed at a very low level in the MAC.
· CID 782 – Transfer to FBMS
· CID 882 – Still Deferred, proposal needed.
· CID 918 – Agree with proposed resolution
· CID 924 – Agree with proposed resolution.
· CID 998 – Change to “counter”, add reference to 7.4.11.23.
· CID 999 – Change to “counter”, on page 85, line 1 and line 5, also change to “data rate”
Menzo will post an updated version of the spreadsheet that incorporates the agreed changes. A reminder that we will consider adopting accepted, counter and decline comment resolutions via a blanket motion in Jacksonville. If more discussion needed on a comment, that comments will be pulled out.
Discussion: Jacksonville Agenda. The draft agenda for the May meeting is posted in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/file/08/11-08-0500-00-000v-may-2008-agenda.ppt . Currently a fair amount of time is allocated to the “location” category. In the ad-hoc, we reviewed a summary of the location changes, the text changes, and major concerns with Draft 2.0 text. Do we need to go line by line through the comment resolutions in addition? Recommendation is no, just discuss comments that TG members request to be pulled out.

Jing presented the proposed resolutions to the remaining co-located interference comments, see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/file/08/11-08-0469-01-000v-co-located-interference-reporting-lb-123-comment-resolution.xls . 

· CID 221 – Agree with proposed resolution, confirm with Allan off-line. Agree that added text improves the clarity. If you have suggestions for improving the text, let Jing know.

· CID 371 – Change to “counter”

· CID 1002 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CID 372 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CID 813 – Change to declined.

· CID 814 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CID 815 – Change to “declined”, with existing reason.

· CID 816 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CID 817 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CID 1002 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CIDs 102, 498, 499 – require presentations. If no presentations in May, decline and invite commenter to prepare presentation.

· CIDs 361, 368 – Have 08-233r3 presentation, discuss in May, Dorothy and Jon to agree on a time. Agreed to remove “likely related to CID 102” from the resolution description.

Jing will post an updated spreadsheet incorporating the agreed changes, and also indicate the date in column “s”, leaving the declined comment dates blank. As before, we will consider adopting accepted, counter and decline comment resolutions via a blanket motion. If more discussion needed on a comment, that comments will be pulled out.

Alex reviewed proposed resolutions for remaining multicast diagnostics category comments, see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/file/08/11-08-0366-03-000v-lb123-multicast-diagnostics-comments.xls and https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/file/08/11-08-0472-00-000v-proposed-resolutions-to-lb123-multicast-diagnostic-comments.doc .

· CIDs 16, 450 – Agree with proposed resolutions.

· CID 252 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CIDs 648, 649, 934 – Agree with proposed resolutions.

· CID 932 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CID 935 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CID  944 – Agree with resolution, slight text change to “group addressed”

· CID 990 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CIDs 298 – Could use a special value to indicate that all multicast streams are to be measured. Using some type of mask of the group addresses doesn’t seem feasible. Alex to propose text to commenter, and include text in the spreadsheet. 

· CID 666 - Lack of randomization that the commenter is looking for can be achieved using the existing mechanism – delay of 0, with first and last sequence munbers, allows the AP to coordinate. Alex to discuss this proposed reject reason with the commenter.

· CID 874 – Multicast rate question, Emily, Subbu, Qi working on a proposal.

· CIDs 435, 904 – Triggered multicast diagnostics optional or mandatory. Will most likely be decided by a TG vote in May.

Alex will post an updated spreadsheet incorporating the agreed changes, and also indicate the date in column “s” of the agreement. As before, we will consider adopting accepted, counter and decline comment resolutions via a blanket motion. If more discussion needed on a comment, that comments will be pulled out.

Meeting Adjourned, 2:15 pm Eastern.
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