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Th meeting was called to order at 6:04 PM EDT
1. Attendance
Greg Buchwald

Soo-Young Chang

Bill Rose

Monique Brown

Steve Kuffner

Ed Calloway

Yuchun Wu
Jin-nan

2. Approve Agenda: The agenda was approved with the addition of “Readiness of Text for inclusion into the document for review in May meetings” under item 6/b/1: Other Open Issues.  
3. Review and approve the minutes of the 5/01/07 conference call. 
The minutes were approved without change. 
4. Review new TG1 simulation results – Steve Kuffner 
Discussion: The document is ready for posting but has not been approved by Motorola for release. Steve discussed the results. With the Grey coding, Rayleigh fading, up-fading on the microphone channels, etc., the improvement was approximately 16dB for Channel B. This item will be added to the agenda for the May F2F meetings for further discussion. 
5. Finalize RTS/ANP issue. 
Soo-Young: I believe this issue may have been solved by the Huawei proposal that guarantees at least one PPD beacon will follow an SPD beacon. David Mazzarese was not on the call to see if his issues have now been addressed. Monique: Does this mean that through the use of the NACK following an SPD, a PPD frame is guaranteed? Soo-Young: Yes (further explanation given). Monique: There is some “green” text in the document as a place holder for further discussion. Soo-Young: We will review and respond to the “green” text areas. 

Action Item: Contact David Mazzarese to review Huawei proposal and comment as to it responding to issues he has raised. Also if he will be available to attend any of the 22.1 sessions. 
6. Review open issues identified by the Editor (from email on 4/27):

Monique noted that she has not received any comments on v03. She wondered if people have trouble understanding the “primitives” and if perhaps there needs to be an explanation of primitives. Ed thinks that this is a good idea. Monique will provide some text describing how the primitives work. 

Action Item: Add a brief discussion on the use of the primitives to the May meetings agenda. 

There were no objections to having Monique update the PLME primitive below. 
a. Need to make a decision on conflict between the description of the PLME-INITIATE-RTS-BURST.confirm primitive (6.2.2.4) and how it is used (see figure 25 in 7.6). Figure 25 shows the primitive being issued following the reception of an ACK. Then the reception of this primitive triggers the generation of the MLME-START_BEACON.request primitive. The MLME-START-BEACON.request primitive can return either SUCCESS or NACK, but PLME-INITIATE-RTS-BURST.confirm can only return COMPLETE. So the MAC doesn't know whether a NACK or ACK was received, and there is no way for the MAC or higher layer to know whether the beacon was sent out or not.

Editor Recommendation: Change the PLME-INITIATE-RTS-BURST.confirm text to indicate what the response was to the RTS (either ACK or NACK). Below are suggested changes to the text in 6.2.2.4: 

"The PLME-INITIATE-RTS-BURST.confirm primitive is generated by the PLME of a secondary protecting device and issued to its MLME in response to a PLME-INITIATE-RTS-BURST.request primitive. , and it This primitive confirms that an RTS burst packet was sent by the PHY entity and indicates whether the protecting device has permission to send a beacon frame. Table 10 specifies the parameters for the PLME-INITIATE-RTS-BURST.confirm primitive. 

[Change table 10 Status parameter valid range to ACK, NACK.]

On receipt of the PLME-INITIATE-RTS-BURST.confirm primitive, the MLME is notified whether that its request to send an RTS burst packet a beacon frame was accepted or rejected by setting the . A Status parameter equal to ACK or NACK, respectively COMPLETE indicates that the packet was sent. "
b. Other Open Issues
1. Readiness of Text for inclusion into the document for review in May meetings. 
Monique and Soo-Young have been exchanging emails on revising the text to make it clearer and answer several questions she raised. Soo-Young is sending new text. They are having some trouble working with the document. 
2. Table 1: Greg suggested we use the same offsets (309.4406 kHz) for all regions. Steve Kuffner stated that receiver sensitivity may be reduced if we get closer than approx 200kHz, so leaving it the same should be OK. Same for the Chip rates and Symbol rates. 
Decision: Use same offsets, chip and symbol rates for all regions. Leave the table as is except for the changes noted above. There was no objection to this. 
3. Monique: Pg 46, Table 30 – delete last 2 rows. No objection. 

4. Monique: Page 59, Table 41 – Need a number to specify macMaxMissedBeacons: There was a discussion as to what would be a reasonable amount of time an SPD should wait before assuming the PPD is no longer available. The number is specified in terms of the number of superframes. It was agreed to set this default to 20 (2 seconds). No objection to the default of 20. 
5. Still waiting for Chris Clanton’s text for the Annex on Recommended Practices. 
Monique will ask Chris for the text. 
7. Develop Agenda for Interim Meetings:
The following were agreed to on the call. Bill Rose will add these to the agenda along with any other issues that need to be addressed. 

a. Review Process of going to letter ballot
b. Review Primitives concept: Monique Brown

c. Review Steve Kuffner’s simulation contributions.

d. Brief Overview of Huawei proposals, vote to include in draft

e. Review RTS/ANP, vote to include in draft

f. Brief review of FEC on security sections (no FEC on signature and certificate), and CRC being 2 bytes, vote to include in draft. 

g. Review Recommended Practice (Chris Clanton text), vote to include in draft
8. Other Business 
There was no other business. 
9. Next Meeting: May 13-18, 2007
Montreal, Quebec 802 Interim Meetings
Monday 5/14: Evening Session (extra credit)
Tuesday 5/15: AM2, PM1, PM2, Evening Session (extra credit)
Wednesday 5/16: AM2
10. Adjourn: 
The meeting was adjourned at 7:06 PM EDT
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