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September 23, 2008 Teleconference
Agenda, from e-mail notice:
1. Call to Order, Patent Notification
2. Editor Update
3. Comment Resolution – LB133 and Draft 3.02
4. Agenda for Oct 7th con call
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, September 23rd, 2008
Attendees: Emily Qi (Intel), Dorothy Stanley (Aruba Networks), Allan Thomson (Cisco Systems), Qi Wang (Intel), Joshua Zhao (Atheros), 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

Are there any additions to the proposed agenda? No changes proposed.
2. Editor’s report.

Draft 3.02 is posted; it incorporates all of the resolutions adopted to date. The comment resolution spreadsheet is 08-801-02.
3. Comment resolutions 
Discussion on LB133 CID 302-308 (proposed additional bit in collocated interference field):

· Jari Jokela (Nokia) was one of the original proponents of the collocated interference capability. While he is not attending the IEEE meetings any longer, he is reviewing proposed comment resolutions, and has agreed to all of the resolutions to date.

· Several solutions have been proposed to CID 302 et al:
· Decline the comments and make no change.
· Adopt proposed change in 08-233-02 – Issues with new terms/concepts being introduced.
· Adopt proposed change in 08-1010-00 – Issues raised with definition of the bit values. Agree that this language can be cleaned up.

· Is there a need for the additional bit? What are the use cases, and are they of sufficient importance to include the new bit.

· See the explanation in 08-233-02 for the rationale. Use cases include group addressed and unicast frames, where either no ACK is provided, or a noACK policy/Block ACK is in place.

· How the AP will react to this information is not specified. Is a modification of the AP’s transmission of for example Beacon frames expected? Believe not, since Beacon transmission specified by the base spec.

· Skeptical that this feature will be useful. Interference is time varying, questionable that the AP can react in time. 

· Is this new bit redundant with existing info? No, it is intended to convey additional info on whether or not the receive path is inhibited or not. Commenter has a point that the interference can impact transmit or receive path.
· Intent of the collocated interference feature overall is to provide a hint to the AP. No requirements on AP behaviour. Not sure one more bit is useful in practice; introduces one more bit that we are not requiring any behaviour for.

· Next steps: Jing to modify the text in 08-1010-00, for an improved specification of the meaning of the bit, when set to 0/1.

· Qi to talk with Jon Rosdahl to get more info on the use cases/background.

Discussion on https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/file/08/11-08-1197-00-000v-d3-02-edits.doc; this document contains suggested edits to Draft 3.02. No functionality changes are suggested, changes are for text consistency, improved readability, and similar. Dorothy will post an -01, incorporating agreed changes.
- Comment 3-02-DS-1 – Proxy ARP text consistency – Agreement that the proposed changes make the text consistent; Allan has an action item from Waikoloa to investigate the behaviour of the AP when the IP address of the station changes, to confirm that the qualifying phrase is needed.

- Comment 3-02-DS-2: “range” in mentioned in 12.3.5.5.4, but deleted from 17.2.4.1. Make consistent? – Agree with deletion, looks like an editing oversight. Also “time-of-flight” should be deleted.

- Comment 3-02-DS-3: AP Power down capability uses “AP” as a physical entity, not a virtual entity. “device containing the AP” may not be accurate in a multiple BSSID situation, when one BSS is left active, or for multiradio device, with one radio active. Allan, Dorothy to search for a better term. 
In 11.20.6.4 changes, add the field name back in, add the “out of scope” sentence back in. Use primitive references, rather than the frame name.

- Comment 3-02-DS-4: Text clean-up needed: “a sta that has not requested use of channel usage” – Agree with the changes.
- Comment 3-02-DS-5: Minor editorial comments – Agree with the changes.

4. Agenda for next con calls: October 7th, 21st, Nov 4th 
October 7th con call – Timing Synchronization, D3.02 comments – Ganesh Venkatesan

October 21st con call - General 1239, 1257 – Annex A, text clean-up – Qi Wang

Additional topics (Oct 7, Oct 21, Nov 4):

Management Frame Priority – Category 251 – Mike Montemurro

Diagnostics 163, 227 – Collocated device, device type – Allan Thomson; Qi to summarize her issues with this and work offline.
Event CID 1227, 1328 – UTC format, delivery – Joe Kwak

Traffic Generation – 73 – Alex Ashley, Fujio Watanabe

AP Collaboration – comment group 1274 – Bill Marshall

5. Adjourn at 13:10 Eastern.
October 7, 2008 Teleconference

October 21, 2008 Teleconference
November 4, 2008 Teleconference
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