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Monday, November 16, 2004

1:30 PM – 3:30 PM 
1. Chair calls the conference to order at 1:30 PM
2. Attendance

3. Review IEEE 802 & 802.11 Policies and Rules
a. Patent Policy

b. Inappropriate Topics

c. Documentation – 4 hour rule for changes that are normative
d. Voting

e. Roberts Rules
4. Objectives for Meeting 04-739r1
a. Validate Seattle Ad hoc work
b. LB71 
c. Prepare for Letter Ballot
5. Proposed Agenda
a. Comment Incorporation into new draft (D2.0)

b. Technical Comment Resolution

c. Next major milestone:  Pass Letter Ballot
6. Comments are in 04/0964r22 and documented in 04/1429r1 submitted on 11/15/04.
7. There are potential differences between 1219r1 and 964r22.
8. Assignments

a. Security – Paine 
b. Neighbor Report, Capability Bits, Channel Report, and PowerSave – O’Hara
c. Parallel Bit, Randomization Interval - Black
d. Periodic - Kwak

e. RCPI (11g) - Kwak

f. Noise Histogram – Amjad Soomro

g. TPC - Klein
h. STA – Myles and O’Hara
i. MIB - Gray
j. PICS - Black
k. Hidden Node – Black
l. Beacon - Emeott

m. ANA - Paine
n. Parallel (Black)
o. Request/Report - Emeott
p. Miscellaneous - Emeott
9. Presentations
a. 04/1439r0 Joe Kwak

b. 04/1440r0 Joe Kwak

c. 04/1390r0 Joe Kwak

d. 04/1213r0 Stephen Wang

e. 04/1409r0 Floyd Simpson

f. 04/1410r0 Floyd Simpson

g. 04/1403r0 Stephen Wang

h. 04/1379r0 Stephen Wang

i. 04/1425r0 Steve Emeott

j. 04/1204r2 Emily Qi

k. 04/1206r0 Simon Black

l. 04/1207r0 Simon Black

m. 04/1208r0 Simon Black

n. 04/120r2 Emily Qi

o. 04/1436r0 Mike Moreton

p. 04/1387r0 Dirk Kuijsten (Thursday Afternoon)
10. Motion to approve agenda passes unopposed
11. Motion to postpone our 7:30 to 8:00, because people want to attend WNM presentation – motion passes unopposed.
12. Technical Presentation – RCPI Comment Resolution – Kwak – 04/1440r0
a. Address comment 1831 and 1843
b. Comment – It needs to match the resolution to comment #935.
c. Joe will make corrections and present a 1440r1 tonight.

13. Technical Presentation – Periodic Comment Resolutions – 04/1390r0 - Kwak

a. Ignore auto figure numbering.
b. Question – Can I have only a single request? What happens if I have 3 serial requests and 2 parallel requests?  Answer - You’re supposed to handle 3 serials and then 2 parallels.
c. Comment – it seems like the scheduling is very complicated.  Answer – it is like a beacon schedule time.  Not really - with a beacon requests you are only dealing with a single beacon.

d. Comment – the STA can reject the request if it becomes overloaded.

e. Comment – the hard part is writing the code to handle all of these scenarios.

f. Question – What is a “set of measurements”?  Answer - All periodic measurements within an interval comprise the set of measurements.

g. Comment – “set” is confusing.  If you have a hundred messages you only have to worry about the previous message if it was parallel.  A periodic measurement may consist of 5 individual requests.  This is the “set” that the text is referring to.
h. The parallel bit only applies to the Start Time of the first measurement.

i. Change “set” to “series” in all places.

j. We used sequence for elements in a frame.
14. Meeting in recess until 4:00 PM

Monday, November 16, 2004

4:00 PM – 6:00 PM 
1. Chair calls meeting back into session at 4:00 PM

2. Request for a Straw Poll request by Simon Barber

Straw Poll

Should we remove periodic measurements from the draft?
Comments on Straw Poll

Make it voting members only

Joe requests to cancel the request for Straw Poll.

Periodic Group (Joe, Tim, John, Simon) will meet Wednesday in Rio Grande West at 10:30 to address this issue.

3. Technical Presentation – Adding Neighbor Report to Associate Response – Kwak – 04/1439r0
a. Addresses comments #167 and #743
b. Comment – The AP automatically sends this upon association without an option to override.   There needs to be a method to disable, a new element.  This might actually slow down association, because of influx of data.
c. Comment – Change the text to be Capability Bit and not dot11RadioMeasurementEnabled.

d. Comment – A station can obtain this information from other means.

4. Technical Presentation – A proposed Resolution to TGK LB71 comment on Neighbor Report in Association Response – Floyd Simpson - 04/1410r0 
a. Comment – are there security concerns putting this information in probe response.
b. Comment – TGi relies on channel maps without association.
c. Comment – Will bring a motion at 8:30 tonight.
d. Request for Straw Poll

Straw Poll

Do you support the proposal in document 04/1410r0 to enable Neighbor Report to be returned in Association Response?


Yes: 14
No: 0
5. Technical Presentation – A Proposed Resolution to TGk LB71 comment on Neighbor Report in Probe Response - Floyd Simpson - 1409r0

a. Comment – This could help you when you’re doing a site survey.  

b. Comment – You can get this information from existing mechanisms.

c. Comment – This is no longer a class 3 frame.

d. Request for Straw

Straw Poll

Do you support the proposal in document 04/1409r0 to enable Neighbor Report to be returned in Probe Response?

Yes: 6
No: 6
6. Technical Presentation - Proposed Simplifications to TBTT Offset Format & Calculation – Stephen Wang – 04/1213r0, normative text in 04/1403r0

a. Address LB71 comments 662, 664, 671, 672, 673, 698, 699, 701, 702, 704, 707, 708, 714, 722, 734, 742, 744, 749, 754, 799, 1025, 1026
b. Comment – you don’t answer when you don’t have accuracy
c. Question – Why do need such strict accuracy?  Answer – we picked this number for illustration.  The more accurate you get for the prediction, the more power you can save.

d. Comment – The Beacon might be late, but never early.

e. Comment – It looks like your assuming that Beacon intervals will all be the same.  Answer – no.
f. Comment – The offset is in TUs.
g. Comment - Proposed an amendment “to just provide the offset”

h. Request for Straw Poll

Straw Poll

Do you support the proposal in document 04/1403r0 for Simplifications to TBTT Offset Format & Calculation?
Yes: 14 






No: 0

i. Request for a Motion

Motion

Move to instruct the editor to incorporate text from 04/1403r0 into next version of the IEEE802.11k draft with the following amendment change “Neighbor Report Response Frame” to “Neighbor List Entry” in second paragraph of clause 11.8.2.

For: 15






Against: 0







Abstain: 2
Motion Passes @ 100%

7. Technical Presentation – Normative Text for the Proposed Beacon Report Simplification – Wang - 04/1379r0

a. Comment – Serves two purposes (1) cut data transmission and (2) reduce the load on the serving AP.

b. Comment – You might still need the Beacon information that is deleted from this text.
c. Request for Straw Poll

Straw Poll

Do you support the proposal in document 04/1379r0 for Beacon Report Simplification?

Yes: 4






No: 8

8. Meeting in recess until 8:30 PM tonight.
a

Monday, November 16, 2004

8:30 PM – 09:30 PM 
1. Chair calls the meeting to order at 8:00 PM.
2. Motion to accept Ad Hoc and Teleconference Minutes
Motion

Move to accept the minutes of  the Seattle Ad Hoc 2 in document 04/1200r4 and minutes of Berlin to San Antonio Teleconferences in document 04/1433r0.

Moved: Kwak

Seconded: O’Hara

Discussion on Motion

Question – What is the difference between 04/1200r3 and 04/1200r4?  Answer – 1200r3 had wrong date in header.
For: 8







Against: 0







Abstain: 1

Motion Passes @ 100%

3. Motion to approved comment resolution from Seattle Ad Hoc Meeting
Motion

Move to accept the “Accepted” and “Declined” Editorial Comments of  the Berlin-San Antonio teleconferences as documented in the approved minutes in 04/1187r0, 04/1188r0, 04/1189r0, 04/1398r0, 04/1399r0, and 04/1401r0.
Discussion on Motion

Question – are you leaving out defers?  Answer – no.

Comment – Comment #64 in 964r22 states “accepted” with clarity.  

Comment – We should update 04/964 with pointers to documents which addressed individual comments.
Motion is withdrawn

4. Work on comments discrepancies in 964r22.
a. Compile a list of all comments that have potential problems. 
21,64,84,86,120,121,122,167,168,171,180,183,197,203,207,215,216,231,243,254,375,376,400,441,442,447,448,450,451,452,453,467,470,474,475,477,479,492,555,563,627,636,670,682,743,773,783,812,820,830,848,922,935,945,994,997
5. Meeting in recess until 1:30 PM tomorrow.
Wednesday, November 17, 2004

1:30 PM – 3:30 PM 
1. Chair brings the meeting back into session at 1:30 PM
2. Review agenda
3. Motion to approved agenda passes unopposed
4. Technical Presentation – TGk PICS Category Resolution - Simon Black – 04/1207r0
a. Comments conditional on Radio Measurement IUT  configuration #834, #835, #838, #840, #851, #855
b. Comments relating to RCPI  11g (clause 19) in RRM

c. Comments relating to Beacon Item optional (Decline #837)
d. Comments relating to conditional reporting #841, #836, #841

e. Comments relating to power constraints

f. Comments relating to missing PICs items

5. Technical Presentation – TGk LB71 Hidden Category Comment Resolution - Simon Black – 04/1208r0

a. Comment #153 was deferred in Seattle
b. Simon would like to take a straw poll on comment #153 either now or a later time
c. Comment – Perhaps we should rename it to “No ACK Detection” putting in a disclaimer.

d. Discussion on Comment #604 from 04/964r25 as addressed in Seattle Ad Hoc.

6. Technical Presentation – TGk LB71 Parallel Category Comment Resolution - Simon Black – 04/1206r0

a. Move for a motion

Motion

Move to instruct the editor to incorporate text from 04/1206r0 into next version of the IEEE802.11k draft.

Moved: Black

Seconded: Qi

Discussion on Motion

Comment – we should create a spreadsheet and vote from it.
Question – will it be clear to the editor what to do.  Answer from Editor – as long as it is included in 964.
Simon Black will update 964 with 1206r0 information.

For: 13







Against: 0







Abstain: 10
Motion Passes @ 100%
7. Motion to amend agenda passes unopposed.
8. Technical Presentation – QoS Metrics for Traffic - Qi – 120r42 – Normative Text in 04/1395r0
a. Comment – What are you trying to accomplish with this report?  Based on the Frame/Loss count this does not tell you anything.  You can have a High Loss Rate when the AP is very minimally loaded. Answer - It is not relevant to load, but for a roaming trigger.

b. Comment – Power Saving Mode could delay report. 
c. Comment – your measurement does not take into account rate change which can introduce jitter.

d. Comment – Change frame to MSDU.

e. Comment – The delay measurement is a very useful measurement.

f. Comment – The fastest way to measure jitter – add Min/Max

g. Comment – This is useful to measure the MAC work embodied in 11e

h. Question – How do you determine quality without measuring other streams?

9. Technical Presentation – TGk LB71 comment on Neighbor Report – Simpson -1410r0

a. Address Comment #167 and #743

b. Move for a motion

Motion

Move to instruct the editor to incorporate text from 04/1410r0 into next version of the IEEE802.11k draft. 

Moved:  Simpson
Seconded: Emeott 

For:12
 






Against:1   





Abstain:8

Motion passes @ 92%
10. We must ensure that we update 964 with the two motion approved
11. Motion to amend agenda passes unopposed
12. Meeting is in recess until 3:55 PM.
Wednesday, November 17, 2004

3:55 PM – 6:00 PM 
1. Chairperson calls meeting back in session at 3:55
2. Motion to approve the Seattle Ad Hoc 2 comment resolutions.
Motion

Move to accept the Seattle Ad Hoc 2 “accept” and “decline” comments in document 04/0964r24 (with restating the note to be “Note in your submission that comments 167 and 743 are covered by Floyd Simpson in document 1410r0”). 

Moved: Emeott
Seconded: Simpson 

For:10      Against: 0 
Abstain: 5
Motion Passes @ 100%
3. Technical Presentation – 802.11k Measurement Frame Proposal – Emeott – 04/1425r0
a. Question – What do you mean by noise floor?  The white noise floor does not match what is in the atmosphere.  
b. Question – Do you expect the noise floor to be absolute in dBm?
c. Comment – It is probably the perceived noise at the antenna.  
d. Comments – These are mini beacons.
e. Question – Why are you defining another method of passive scanning?   Answer – devices coming from external networks (cell) where our existing services are not available.  This is a belt and suspender approach.
f. Question – Why can’t you use passive scanning? Answer – It requires staying on a channel much longer than a Beacon period.

g. Question – Is the mini beacon enough to accomplish fast roaming?  Answer – TGr proposal are proving that these mini beacons will provide the ability to accomplish fast roaming.
h. Comment – concerned with the frequency of these mini beacons.  How will this impact a loaded network?
i. Comment – This will solve a great deal of problems.
j. Comment – If you are sending these measurement frames out every 20 milliseconds, you increasing contention on the channel.  This could impact the number of voice calls.  802.11 voice calls is determine by contention on the medium instead of capacity.

k. Question – Is it enabled dynamically?  Yes, these are unsolicited.

l. Question – Do you always need to send them?  SNR alone is not all you need in the real world. What are the other fields used for?  Answer – to determine when probe request is coming. 
m. Comment – If you are sending in burst, then you would not be increasing contention for the channel.

n. Question – Is there other advantages over a “Cold Start” and “Blind Scan”.  Answer – the station does not have to wake up as often and stay awake.

o. Request for Straw Polls

Straw Poll 

Should 802.11k include a means to reduce the amount of time and effort required by a station to detect the presence of active AP, measure signal quality and estimate link margin. 


Yes: 16








No: 0
Straw Poll 

Should 802.11k include a means to permit AP to provide stations with passive measurement opportunities in addition to those afforded by beacon frames and probe responses since the length of the beacon interval may be too large to provide adequate measurement opportunities? 

Yes: 8 








No: 3
4. Move to amend agenda motion passes unopposed.

5. Technical Presentation – L2 Domain Indication - Moreton – 04/1436r0
a. Comment – If you are running multiple SSIDs there might be multiple “root” nodes or multi subnets.  Answer – multiple SSIDs are not supported in the 802.11 draft.
b. Comment – APs on the same subnet could be configured with multiple VLANs.

c. Question – Doesn’t the Neighbor Report contain information about “is this AP reachable”? Answer – this requires active scanning.  This proposal happens automatically.
d. Comment – We should incorporate this into the Neighbor Report. 
e. Comment – We have a number of comments regarding reach ability.

f. Comment – How is this applicable to Radio Resource Measurement?  

g. Comment – This solution suffers all of the same issues as the Neighbor Report.  Answer – most APs deployed today are not using VLANs.
h. Comment – This could provide the ability to talk with APs over the DS.

i. Comment – STP has problems.

j. Comment – There are other people trying to solve this problem with tunneling between switches or Mobile IP.

k. Straw Poll

Straw Poll

Are you interested in hearing more about L2 Domain Indicator? 

Yes: 11







No:2 



6. Technical Presentation – Periodic Comment Resolution - 04/1390r1 – Kwak

a. Remove comment #86, because it is very contentious.

b. Remove comment #466, because it does not belong in the Periodic category. 
c. Move for a motion

Motion

Move to instruct the editor to incorporate text from 04/1390r1 into next version of the IEEE802.11k draft.

Moved:  Kwak
Seconded: Durand

For:9       Against:1    Abstain:0
Motion passes @ 90% 
7. Technical Presentation – The Network Beacon Announcement Scanning Method – Dirk Kuijsten - 04/1387r0

a. Comment – Compare your presentation with Motorola and see if there are things missing from those proposals.
8. Meeting in recess until tomorrow at 1:30 PM
Thursday, November 18, 2004

1:30 PM – 3:30 PM 
1. Chair calls the meeting to order at 1:30 PM
2. Review Agenda

a. John Klein presentation 04/1508r0

b. Fix 1194r0 beacon report comments in 1422r0

c. Joe Kwak 

d. Deferred Seattle Ad Hoc 2 Tech Comment Resolution

e. Process comments (04/1422r0)
f. Motion on marking “Accepted” comments as Editor-to-do

g. Motions for Working Group

3. Most of the TGk group is attending TGn today for a vote.

4. Technical Presentation – TPC Comment Status – Klein – 04/1508r0
a. Update the deferred comments document with blue comments  (7)
· 951, 968, 969, 929, 740, 276, 93, 102

b. Update red comments in 964r25 as miscategorized (3)
· 185,  379, 985

c. New editorial comments in orange
· 274, 275, 636, 824, 828, 939
5. Deferred comment review 

Comment #35 – Clause 11.2 – Amann
Problem - The draft does not currently indicate that any updates are required in clause 11.2, however I would disagree.  The draft clearly indicates that a STA may be requested, by an AP or other STAs, to perform various measurements.  This would imply that these measurements could also be requested during power-saving operation of a station.  The question is, what should the station (and possibly AP), do in this situation?
Remedy - Provide appropriate updates to account for power-saving behaviors of a station.
Comment – time asleep

Comment – coordinate when it is sleeping and when it is making measurements

Comment – If you take it literally – STA must maintain data path with currently serving AP while taking measurements.  This would mean the STA would send a null data frame to the AP.
Comment – there are 2 choices (1) Clearly state the power-save clients will remain asleep and not answer request (2) buffer the 11k request frame until station returns from sleep-mode (management frame do not get buffered) – this would require converting the request to a data frame and flagging data waiting in TIM.
Resolution – defer – address when more people are in the room
Comment #38 – Clause 11.5 – Thrasher

Problem - First sentence in second paragraph (line 39,40).. Need to remove the reference of "future regulatory requirements in Europe" I'd assume the TPC procedures could be used to satisfy future regulatory requirements in other places besides Europe…:)

Remedy - should read ….This clause describes TPC procedures that may be used to satisfy this particular European regulatory requirement.  The procedures may also satisfy comparable needs ….

New Remedy- drop words “in Europe” in 

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described in New Remedy above.
Comment #39 – Clause 11.5 - Ecclesine

Problem - As only one sentence is being modified, only one sentence needs to be present.
Remedy - Remove the other sentences from what of 11.5 is present

Resolution – differed there are changing coming 04/1120

Comment #81 – Clause 11.7.6 – Lefkowitz

Problem – Be explicit about who is sending the request in infrastructure.  If STA's can not send requests to each other in infrastructure then stat that the AP sends a request to the STA in infrastructure and that STA's can send requests to each other in Ad-Hoc.  If there can not be two AP's in infrastructure mode then the wording in the beginning of the clause is not clear about a STA sending to other STA's since the table states that a STA can send a request to an AP.

Remedy – See Comment

New Remedy – remove the words “infrastructure BSS or”.

Resolution – accept – instruct the editor to make change as described in New Remedy above.
Comment #91 – 11.7.6 – Wright
Problem - pg 48, line 22 - Need to look up the definition of "solicited" and "autonomous" meas. Reports
Remedy – none

Comment – We should add a definition section.

Comment – Charles should have added definitions.

Resolution – decline – meaning is obvious and unique to 11k.
Comment #153 – Clause 11.7.8.5 – Adachi

Problem - The hidden node report is questionable whether it is really meaningful compared with the load of implementing it.
Remedy - Delete the hidden node report and those related.
Resolution – defer – Simon Black will present “No ACK Detection” Report/Counter
Comment #154 – Clause11.7.8.5 – Matta

Problem - In paragraph 2, it seems like the method to detect hidden nodes, as described here is highly inconvenient (yet practical) for most 802.11 stations and/or APs. Typically APs and Stations have filters that allow only frames destined for this station or multicast and broadcast packets. Now just for this statistic, these stations/APs, should listen in promiscuous mode. Which is not clean. So this begs the question, is this hidden node stuff really necessary and/or useful ? If so what purpose is this serving ? It will be helpful if there is even an informative description in this section as to how this hidden node info can be used.

Remedy - see comment.

Comment – If you have 2 stations connected to the same AP, but can’t hear each other what would you do?  Enable RTS/CTS and reduce the number of voice calls that can connect to the AP.

Comment – We need a one paragraph per measurement descriptive Annex.  This will describe why we need the measurement and who and how they would be used.
Resolution – accept – create an Informative Annex (Paine) for each measurement
6. Meeting in recess until 4:00 PM today.
 Thursday, November 18, 2004

4:00 PM – 6:00 PM 
1. Chairperson calls meeting to order at 4:00 PM
2. Review the Agenda
3. Technical Presentation – 04/1440r1 - Kwak

a. Address #831, #843
b. Move to motion
Motion
Instruct the editor to incorporate text from 11-04/1440r1 into the next version of the IEEE802.11k draft.

Moved: Kwak 
Seconded: Simpson 

For: 10   
Against:0
   








Abstain:0

Motion Passes @ 100%

4. Technical Presentation – 1409r0 – Simpson
a. Addresses comment #773

Motion
Move to instruct the editor to incorporate text from 04/1409r0 into next version of the IEEE802.11k draft.

Moved:  Simpson
Seconded: Emeott

Discussion on Comment

Comment Against - Probe Responses will never be protected.
Question – When would you use this?  When you initially power up or when come from an external network, it provides a method of reducing power consumption

Question – How is this better than AP Channel List?  Answer – You do not get TBTT in AP, so you don’t know when to listen. 
Comment – can we modify the AP Channel List and add TBTT.

Comment – it seems better to send a probe request and wait 15 milliseconds.


For: 6      














Against:3    









Abstain:1

Motion fails @ 67%
5. Technical Presentation – Beacon Comment Resolution from LB71– Emeott – 04/1511r0
Comment #124 - Clause 11.7.8.1 – Lefkowitz

Problem - The way I am reading this clause it appears that you can not send a beacon measurment request if the channel is the same as the serving channel.

Remedy - If this is the case change it such that you can measure beacons on the serving channel.  Be explicit about what to do if the request is on the serving channel, or do not be explicit about what to do if it is not on the serving channel.

New Remedy – Change the first paragraph to read “If a station accepts a Beacon Request it may respond with a Radio Measurement frame containing one Measurement (Beacon) Report element for each BSS matching the BSSID in the request.”

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described in New Remedy above.
Comment #127 – Clause 11.7.8.1 – Van Zelst

Problem – In line 9, it seems that "probe request" should be actually be "probe response"  

Remedy – Change probe request in probe response

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above.
Comment #131 – Clause 11.7.8.1 – Balachander
Problem – Line 9 - Reference to probe request is not correct
Remedy – Replace probe request with probe response

Resolution – accept – see comment #127

Comment #132 – Clause 11.7.8.1 – Johnson

Problem - This clause appear out of sync with clause 7.3.2.21.6. Clause 7.3.2.21.6 states "A Response to a Beacon Request is one or more Beacon Reports" whereas this clause states "may respond with a Radio Measurement Report frame". Also this clause states "When more than one Beacon, or Probe Response from a BSS is received in the measurement duration, the contents of the Beacon Report shall be based on the latest received." and Clause 7.3.2.21.6 talks about averaging the most recent 19 values.  Need to clarify whether this measurement request is for a periodic or single measurement in the text to make tings clearer.

Remedy - Clarify or explain.

Resolution – partially accepted – Since a beacon report is one type of measurement report (see table 20c), the text in clause 11 is correct and clear.  Clarified in another comment 470.
Comment #133 – Clause 11.7.8.1 – Emeott

Problem – Step e) of the Active measurement mode procedure is unnecessary.  There is no reason why a measuring station should return to the serving channel if the measurment channel is not the serving channel.

Remedy – Delete step e)

Resolution – accept – instruct editor to make change as described above.

Comment #135 – Clause 11.7.8.1 - Balachander
Problem - Line 9 - Reference to probe request is not correct

Remedy - Replace probe request with probe response

Resolution – accept – see comment #127

Comment #141 – Clause 11.7.8.1 - Durand

Problem - this paragraph is unclear relative to operation on the serving channel

Remedy – Please clarify operation on the serving channel

Resolution – accept – alternate resolution - see comment #124

Comment #432 – Clause 7.3.2.21.6 – Oakes

Problem - Table k4: Way too many combinations.  If we know how these are going to be used, surely we know which one to choose, don’t have them all!  If we don't know which one  will be used, then this is not the solution!
Remedy - Reduce the table to one row!
Comment – RSSI is not defined in the standard and is already used for thresholds today.  We can up with RCPI (which has actual value) – some MFG use RSSI in some other way than power.  They use it as a quality measurement.
Comment – RCPI is now a requirement in PHY measurement on the received frame.

Resolution – defer 

Comment #434 – Clause 7.3.2.21.6 - Oakes
Problem – Page 14, line 18: "are averaged over at least 20 measurements to reduce the sampling error to several dB." is meaningless.
Remedy – change to something like "should be averaged over at least 20 measurements to reduce the sampling error to less than 10 dB"
Resolution – defer
Comment #436 – Clause 7.3.2.21.6 - Edney
Problem – Paragraph under Fig k5. What does "iteratively" mean. It implies an algorithm for choosing sequential channels but that algorithm doesn't seem to be defined.
Remedy – It is sufficient to say "the receiving STA shall conduct measurements for all channels." Otherwise you need to define the "iterative" algorithm.
Resolution – accept – see comment #996

6. Motion to approve editorial comments
Motion
Move to accept the “Accepted” and “Declined” Editorial Comments of  the Berlin-San Antonio teleconferences as documented in the approved minutes in 04/1187r0, 04/1188r0, 04/1189r0, 04/1398r0, 04/1399r0, and 04/1401r0.

Moved: Kwak 
Seconded: Jalfon

For:11    







Against:0    








Abstain:0

Motion Passes @ 100%

7. Motion to hold weekly teleconferences

Motion
Move to request the Working Group to empower TGk to hold weekly teleconferences (Wednesdays at 11:30am Eastern time) through 2 weeks after the Atlanta plenary as required to conduct business necessary to progress the Letter Ballot process, including creating and issuing drafts for Letter Ballots and handling other business necessary to progress through the IEEE standards process. 

Moved: Black   
Seconded: Klein 

For:12    






Against:0   










Abstain:0

Motion Passes @ 100%

8. Meeting adjourned until Monterey.
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