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December 3, 2010 Teleconference
Agenda:
1. Call to Order, Patent Notification

2. TG Status

3. Comment resolution – GEN category comments
4. Adjourn


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

-  IEEE Patent Policy - http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/pat-slideset.ppt
-  Affiliation FAQ - http://standards.ieee.org/faqs/affiliationFAQ.html
-  Anti-Trust FAQ - http://standards.ieee.org/resources/antitrust-guidelines.pdf 
-  Ethics - http://www.ieee.org/portal/cms_docs/about/CoE_poster.pdf
Notes – Friday, December 3, 2010
Attendees: Mark Hamilton (Polycom), Bill Marshall (AT&T), Mike Montemurro (RIM), Dorothy Stanley (Aruba Networks).
1. Chair called meeting to order: 10:05 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. TG Status
We are resolving comments from the initial Sponsor Ballot, see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/10/11-10-1284-00-000m-revmb-sponsor-ballot-comments.xls .
3.  Discussion of proposed comment resolutions to GEN category comments. We reviewed proposed resolutions that Bill Marshall had prepared in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/10/11-10-1329-01-000m-misc-resolutions.xls .
a. CID 10001 – Accept in Principle, “TGp is incorporated in D7.0.”
b. CID 10085 – Accept in Principle, “TGp and TGz are incorporated in D7.0.”
c. CID10015 – Accept in Principle, insert a new acronym in 3.3 P34 “URL” and “Universal Resource Locator”
d. CID 10182 – Accept in Principle, “Resolutions in the referenced comment file are present in 11-10-1284 (add link to most recent version) as individual entries.”
e. CID 10057 – Unresolvable, “The comment is not on P802.11mb D6.0.”

f. CID 10058 – Unresolvable, “The comment is not on P802.11mb D6.0.”
g. CID10005 – Accept in Principle, “Incorporate all changes indicated by the commenter except on P935L1 (comment on IR PHY, as that clause in no longer maintained).
h. CID 10029 – Accept, “See comments to resolutions in 11-10-1284 (add link to most recent version) in the “terminology-may” comment group.
i. CID 10200 – Accept in Principle, “At any given instant, a STA is associated with no more than one AP.”
j. CID 10181 – Disagree, “The proposed changes are not specified in sufficient detail to be implemented.”
k. CID 10036 – Disagree, “As stated in the comment, adoption of parameters that are not understood is harmless; regarding dissimilar beacons, parameters that are not understood are not transmitted and are ignored upon receipt, see 9.23.6 and P263L34.
l. CID 10237 – Accept
m. CID 10046 – Accept
n. CID 10053 – Accept in Principle, change “dot11QBSSLoadOptionImplemented” to “dot11QBSSLoadImplemented” throughout the draft
o. CID 10019 - Accept in Principle, Change from:

“2) when the BSS Load element is present and the

Available Capacity Bitmask equals 256 (Available Admission

Capacity List contains only the AC_VO entry).”
to

“2) when the BSS Load element is present and the

Available Admission Capacity Bitmask states that only AC_VO is present in the Available Admission Capacity List field.”
p. CID 10007 - Accept in Principle, change "Length (in octets)" in heading of Table 8-50 to "Length of Indicated Element (in octets)"
q. CID 10292 – Accept
r. CID 10300 – Accept
s. CID 10303 – Accept
t. CID 10141 -  Accept in Principle, change from 

“In an IBSS, a STA that transmitted a Beacon frame since the last TBTT shall respond to

probe requests.”

to

"In an IBSS, a STA that transmitted a Beacon frame since the last TBTT shall respond to group addressed Probe Request frames. A STA in an IBSS shall respond to Probe Request frames sent to the individual address of the STA.

Remaining GEN category comments in 1329 are 10080 and 10125.

4. Next calls
The next calls are Dec 17th and Jan 7th:
Bridge info: 1-719-457-6209
Code: 712-821-8641
2 hours
5.  Adjourned at 1200 Eastern. 
December 17, 2010 Teleconference

Agenda:

1. Call to Order, Patent Notification
2. Editor Report
3. Comment resolution
Dec 17 - review 11p integration, others as agreed
4. Adjourn

Attendees: Mike Montemurro (RIM) (Starting 11:30), Dorothy Stanley (Aruba Networks), Jon Rosdahl (CSR), Adrian Stephens (Intel), Peter Es (Cisco), John Kenney (Toyota Infotecnology Center).
1. Chair called meeting to order: 10:02 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. TG Status
      Report from Editor on 6.01 roll-up


Comments were posted in file: 


There are 16 that need more discussion


6.02 includes TGz roll-up and it is available on the server.

6.03 is expected prior to January F2F meeting with more editorial changes and terminology issues.

             6.04 will contain approved technical changes.

3. Comment Resolution:


11p roll-in and 

https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/10/11-10-1455-00-000m-revmb-sponsor-ballot-editor-comments.xls
look at 6.01 Roll-in tab

 There are 16 comments that need discussion, and the rest have some proposed resolution, and it is doubtful that there will be much debate on those.

a. CID 10528:  This is an open ended comment.  There is no specific issue identified.  Mark as unresolvable.  The specific comment suggests that TGp will provide comments, but as that Task Group is no longer viable, it is not reasonable to expect more feedback from them as a group.  The TGm and 802.11 reflector are the only reflectors for discussion left as the TGp reflector no longer exists.  It is expected that TGp experts would participate in TGm to help with the roll-in resolutions.

a. Proposed Resolution: UNRESOLVABLE, The commenter does not describe a specific problem or a specific change.
b.  CID  10501: There is an issue 
a. The PICS is not definitive as to mandatory/optional features.  So we have two separate issues here:
The accuracy of the edit - I accept I didn't make the edit, although .11p was at fault for not showing change marking.

1. 2.  The accuracy of the statement.
b. The last sentence is from the baseline text, and so there is really no change in TGp on this last sentence.  The sentence was removed in the recent past, but we do not need to reput it in to just remove it later.  

c. The PICs provides a single location for finding description of mandatory and optional is stated.

d. Discussion on what we should propose: CID 1415 removed this sentence originally. The WG members can make comments on the final draft proposals.  There is a concern that changes by TGmb, may effect roll-in for amendments being rolled-in.  
e. The concern is that the comment does not reflect a conflict with the roll-in and TGmb change before.

f. Proposed Resolution: DISAGREE - This sentence was not modified by .11p.  The cited sentence was removed by CID 1415.   The BRC believes this change is not inconsistent with the .11p roll-in.
c. CID 10534
a. Review the comment:
EDITOR notes: I think the second option makes more sense.  It is,  however,  the manufacturers obligation to meet regulation,  not 802.11's.  How about adding something like:

b.  "Std IEEE 802.11-<year> provides no support for meeting regulatory DFS requirements when dot11OCBEnabled is true."
c. There are not going to be radar (at least not defined today) in the 5.7 or above band.

d. We should not try to list “we don’t dos” in the general description clause.

e. This would be better to be a general comment in sponsor ballot process.

f. Propsosed Resolution: DISAGREE: This comment is not related to the accuracy of the roll-in and needs to be brought as a sponsor ballot comment.
d. CID 10503

a. Review the comment:

b. It is a clear and obvious mistake - i.e. the TA cannot be a group-address, and it is the TA that maps onto this parameter.
c. We are not obligated to have TGp members review the proposed changes.

d. The Chair will note separately to the former TGp folks to have them check on these changes that we are making in the roll-up.

e. Proposed Resolution: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE - remove "or group" and "or group of".  The TA cannot be a group address, and it is the TA that maps onto this parameter.  This change will be incorporated in the next draft and posted to the .11 website and all .11 working group members, including former .11p members can review this change and all other changes related to the incorporation of .11p.
e.  CID 10505
a. Review the comment.

b. Clause 8 is the new Frame Formats clause. The change from "shall" to "is" was done to provide compliance to the WG11 style guide.  There is a single "shall" in Clause 8 that makes any subsequent shalls unnecessary.
c. There are no more “shalls” in the clause 8 to allow structure vs behaviour be separated.  Previously it was mixed in this clause.

d. Proposed Resolution: AGREE - The change from "shall" to "is" was done to provide compliance to the WG11 style guide.  There is a single "shall" in Clause 8 that makes any subsequent shalls unnecessary.
f. CID 10540

a. Review the comment

b. This is not an inconsistency, but rather a real issue that would need to come up in ballot commenting.

c. There is a change in the revision that has caused the inconsistency with the roll-up, and so it should be in scope of the comment.
d. There was a comment on Draft 1 that caused this change to occur in July 2009 originally.  But we need to address the condition when dotOCBEnabled is false, then we should include this to fix the sentence.

e. Proposed Resolution: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: When dotOCBEnabled is false and the BSSID field contains the wildcard value, the Address 1 (DA) field is also set to all 1s to indicate the broadcast address.

g. CID 10536

a. Review comment

b. CID 2220 change the types of frames that can use wildcard can be used.

c. So there is a conflict on what TGp and REVmb has done.  By removing the note, we would be using the TGp version of the conflict.

d. Proposed Resolution: Agree

h. CID 10513
a. Review comment

b. We should refer to resolution in 10547.

c. Propsoed Resolution: Agree in Principle – See resolution in 10547.

i. CID 10514

a. Review Comment

b. The labels have changed, so to keep the same requirments, the way that they are stated is different that removes the need for the “or not”.

c. Propossed Resolution: DISAGREE - CF2.1 implies "not CF2.3",  so the change (after remapping CF2.1 (11p) to CF2.3 (D6.01)) is not needed.
j. CID 10538

a. Review comment

b. Confusion of how to represent when something was “activated”, “enabled” or some other set of terms.  This was a way to choose a common term that was hopefully less confusing.

c. Proposed Resolution: AGREE (EDITOR: 2010-12-17 10:30:04Z) - Globally change dot11OCBEnabled to dot11OCBActivated.
k. CID 10585

a. Review Comment

b. The variables listed have a cross-reference become like the IEEE-stlye guide rules.  We need to change the enumeration to allow for better naming.
c. Proposed Resolution: Agree.

l. CID 10525

a. Review Comment

Editor Notes: There's another comment resolution (CID 10585) that proposes a change.

b. Additional information:   the enumeration variable "Table 17-13" creates an ASN.1 syntax error when compiling the MIB:  1) embedded space;  2) hyphen in name.   So if we attempt to continue making this look like a reference,  we have to convert it into something that is a valid enumeration name.    A better alternative would be to put the references into the description.
c. The chair will add CID 10525 as a special comment that will be sent to the emeritus TGp members.

d. Proposed Resolution: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE (EDITOR: 2010-12-17 16:25:42Z) – See comment resolution (CID 10585) that proposes a change. Additional information:   the enumeration variable "Table 17-13" creates an ASN.1 syntax error when compiling the MIB:  1) embedded space;  2) hyphen in name.   So if we attempt to continue making this look like a reference, we have to convert it into something that is a valid enumeration name.    A better alternative would be to put the references into the description.
m. CID 10527

a. Review comment

b. The removal of the table I.1, is now in table D.1 and it was redundant, and where the behaviour that is controlled by regulation is done, we suggest that the law is read rather than restating it here.

c. In Annex D, there is a table that has these regulations listed.

d. Proposed Resolution: UNRESOLVABLE - The commenter does not identify a specific problem or provide a specific change.
n. CID 10529

a. Review comment

b. Can we remove the table or not? We need to either determine that the table is redundant (i.e., determined by regulation) or make the changes Lee wants.
c. This table is redundant with regulations. Peter and Carl were to check to see if we were specifiying something different from regulation, and as it was in the Law, it did not need to be included in the standard.

d. We should be able to remove table D3

e. Proposed Resoltuion: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE - Remove Table D-3.     This is a restatement of the cited regulations.
o. CID 10553

a. Review the comment

b. Where there is a law, this restates it, where there is no law, then this gives the mask values. Doc 11-10/1327r0 clearifies the changes here.

c. Proposed Resolution: DISAGREE - These changes were made in to make the mask description non-country specific.   They were discussed with former.11p members as noted in document 11-10/1327r0.
p. CID 10552

a. Review the comment

b. EDITOR Notes: REVmb has removed statements of power output.   This resulted in the removal of the old Table I-4.   REVmb was attempting to determine whether the additions made by .11p were already determined by regulation,  or where new in .11p.  It determined this of the USA, EIRP entry (which it then removed), but not of the other two.
c. We have now also removed Table D3 in its entirety.

d. Proposed Resolution: DISAGREE - REVmb has removed statements of regulatory-defined power outputs and has removed Table D-3 in its entirety.
q. There are 70 odd other comments, and these should be reviewed and we should make a motion during the January Conference call to accept them as well as the 16 that we just did.

4. Next Call will be in January 7th.

a. Status on 11z roll-in and comment status

i. This was less formal, and have had some input to the roll-in,but none that were significant to this point.  We can discuss them in January if needed.  There is a comment on Buffered Power-saving frames, but it is covered by Sponsor Ballot comment that will be discussed separately.

b. Will 6.03 be available prior to Jan 7th?

i. These would not be included by the concall time

ii. The resolutions are in 1455, not in a draft when we vote on the resolutions.

c. Proposed Agenda

i. Final 11p comments

ii. Finalize 11z comments

iii. Work on leftover on GEN comments.

5. Adjourn – 11:55am
References:
Minutes for Dec 3, 2010:
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/10/11-10-1416-00-000m-con-call-notes-dec-2010-jan-2011.doc
General Comments discussed on Dec 3:

https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/10/11-10-1329-01-000m-misc-resolutions.xls
Minutes  and document for Dec 17:

Full Comments from Sponsor Ballot:

https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/10/11-10-1284-01-000m-revmb-sponsor-ballot-comments.xls
Editor Comment resolutions:

https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/10/11-10-1455-00-000m-revmb-sponsor-ballot-editor-comments.xls
Document referenced in comment resolutions:

https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/10/11-10-1327-00-000m-11p-mask-m-specification.doc
GEN Adhoc Comments from Sponsor Ballot:

https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/10/11-10-1434-00-000m-gen-adhoc-sponsor-ballot-comment-resolutions.xls
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