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Meeting Minutes

Monday Ad Hoc Meeting (9:30 am – 11:00 am)

1.1. Chair called the meeting.

1.2. Meeting started at 9:30

1.3. Chair went through the inappropriate topics and mentioned that attendance is not required for the ad hoc. Went through attendance logging – require 75% of attendance in the red bordered part of the schedule. 
1.4. Chair reminded to “be aware” that the conference center is accessible to public and therefore not leave things unattended and to wear the name tag throughout the meeting. Reminded attendees on how to get to local document server and to use the new document template.

1.5. Went through meeting objectives – 

· Make TGT draft technically complete for LB submission after the March meeting. Current draft D0.13 provided on March 4. 

· Hear proposals for resolving deferred comments. 

· Decide if the draft is complete.

1.6. Progress since London meeting – had one conference call and heard 1 proposal (document 11-07/255r0) by Dennis Ward. Proposed resolutions to CIDs 21, 22, and 27.

1.7. Went through the agenda though the chair pointed out that the agenda will not be fully approved till the Tuesday meeting. 
1.8. Chair pointed out that this will be his last session and the new chair will start on Friday. Nominee will be selected in Tuesday meeting.

1.9. Call for Presentations:

· Proposal for resolving CIDs 238 and 242 – Neeraj Sharma

· Proposal to resolve ACI CIDs – Mark Kobayashi

· Proposed changes to address CIDs 147 and 280, Dalton Victor

· Proposal for resolution of comments P802.11.2 – CID 21, 22, and 27 – Mark Kobayashi (doc: 11-07/0255r1)

1.10. Chair mentioned that we could add to the call for presentations list on Tuesday morning. Chair asked if anyone wanted to give a presentation and if there were any ideas for discussions. 

1.11. Neeraj Sharma presented “Proposal for resolving CIDs 238 and 242” (doc: 11-07/0313r0) and asked for a Straw Poll to be taken.

1.12. Straw Poll #1: Are you in favor of the proposal in 11-07/0313r0 as a resolution to CIDs 238 and 242?
Yes/No – 5/0.

1.13. Had a discussion on the meeting schedule for the week - 10 regular hours in total. 
1.14. Chair mentioned that by Thursday the group should be able to decide whether the group is ready to go to LB. He also reminded that the PAR was expiring sometime late in 2008. 
1.15. Chair reviewed what was done in London meeting to address deferred comments. In London meeting, the group went through each of the deferred comments and asked if the draft was considered to be technically complete without resolving the comment under consideration. Chair clarified that “decline” meant we do not need to resolve the comment before going to LB. 
1.16. Reviewed the list of deferred comments to refresh the group’s memory.
1.17. Chair asked if there were any questions on the list of deferred comments or any other questions in general. There was no response.

1.18. The meeting adjourned at 10:30.
Tuesday Meeting (8:00 am – 10:00 am)

1.19. Chair called the meeting at 8:00am.

1.20. Reviewed the IEEE-SA standards Patents policy.

1.21. Chair asked if there were any IP issues that the WG chair should be aware of. Chair informed that the new patents policy will be implemented end of April.
1.22. Chair reviewed inappropriate topics for IEEE WG/TG/SG meetings.
1.23. Chair provided information on the attendance recording method and reminded the group to sign in. He also reminded that it was important to sign in for attendance as no credit will be given otherwise. 
1.24. Chair reminded to “be aware” that the conference center is accessible to public and therefore not leave things unattended and to wear the name tag throughout the meeting. Also reminded how to get to local document server and to use the new document template.

1.25. Reviewed Meeting objectives – 
· To get the draft technically complete for submission to LB. Current draft is D0.13.

· Hear proposals resolving remaining deferred comments

· Decide whether the draft is technically complete

1.26. Progress since London meeting – New draft was made available and 1 presentation resolving some deferred comments.

1.27. Approve the minutes from London meeting – minutes accepted with unanimous consent (Doc: 11-07/0102r1).
1.28. Approve the minutes from Telecon – minutes accepted with unanimous consent (Doc: 11-07/0289r0).
1.29. Chair asked for any suggestions/additions to the agenda. There were no additions to call for presentations list.

1.30. Chair asked if there were any objections to the agenda – no objections.

1.31. Call for new chair nominee – chair pointed out that he could not continue as TGT chair and that Neeraj Sharma had expressed interest. Chair asked if there were any other nominees for new chair. There was no new nominee for TGT chair.

1.32. Neeraj Sharma gave two minutes talk on his background. Neeraj Sharma thanked Charles Wright for doing a terrific job as a TGT chair.

1.33. Motion #1: Move to recommend to WG chair that Neeraj Sharma be appointed new chair of TGT. 

Moved – Shasha Tolpin; Seconded – Tom Alexander


Procedural Motion – no discussion

Y/N/A: 7/0/0.

Motion passes – Charles Wright to pass this info to Stuart Kerry. 
1.34. Chair went through the timeline – TGT process milestones.
1.35. It was decided to go through the presentations and then go over the remaining deferred comments and decide whether the group would like to go to LB.
1.36. Chair reviewed the process followed in the London meeting and reviewed the deferred comments.
1.37. Editor’s Report by Tom Alexander. - Draft 0.13 was posted on March 4th. About 174 pages. Only three editor’s notes left (three notes left in Annex B which all refer to .ma and will be removed).
1.38. Chair revised the preference on the order and length of the presentations to be heard during the week.
1.39. Neeraj Sharma went through the presentation on doc 11-07/0313r0 addressing CIDs 238 and 242 mainly reducing the repetitions of the table defining the test parameters.
1.40. Motion 2: Move to accept the comment resolutions in document 11-07/0313r0 and incorporate into the P802.11.2 draft



Moved – Neeraj Sharma; Seconded: Mark Emmelmann



Y/N/A: 6/0/1



Motion passes (editorial).
1.41. Chair asked if there were any objections recessing until 10:30 so presenters could have more time to complete their presentations. There were no objections.
1.42. Chair went through the LB process - Confirmation ballot and Letter ballot. 
1.43. Recess until 10:30.

Tuesday Meeting (10:30 am – 12:30 pm)
1.44. Chair called the meeting at 10:30 and reminded everyone to log in their attendance.
1.45. The group recessed until 11:00 am so that the authors of the proposals addressing deferred comments had more time to finalize their presentations.
1.46. Dalton Victor gave a presentation on doc: 11-07/0417r1 addressing CID 147.

1.47. The doc added a table of categorization of metrics and environments and defined “Absolute” (can be done any where) and “Relative” measurements (can be done in the same place repeatedly) and defined the environment and metrics as absolute and relative.
1.48. On Table 2 of the doc, there was a suggestion for Editor to re-format the table to remove empty spaces.

1.49. Straw Poll # 2: Are you in favor of the proposal in 11-07/417r1 as resolution to CID 147?



No questions on straw poll.



Yes/No: 7/0
1.50. Charles Wright gave a presentation on doc: 11-07/0414r0 addressing CID 159 partly.
1.51. The proposal mainly addresses the issues in clauses 6.7 and 6.8 – transition time and fast transition time. Added text to the permissible error subclause. Measurements should be within +/- 3dB. Added also text to the reporting requirements. The author planned to do the same to jitter and delay sub clauses.
1.52. Group went to recess at 11:25 as there was no new presentation ready.
Wednesday Meeting (8:00 am – 10:00 am)
1.53. Chair called the meeting.

1.54. Main goal for the day was to go through the remaining presentations.

1.55. Mark Kobayashi presented doc: 11-07/0255r1 - Proposal for resolution of comments P802.11.2-CIDs 21, 22, and 27.

1.56. The proposal basically discussed how to measure shielding effectiveness of the screening room which addressed CIDs 21 and 22. Three techniques were presented. Main difference between the three techniques was signal source. 

1.57. The proposal also addressed CID 27 – radiating far-field added. Main change from what was presented in telecon– added text in clause 5.2.4. 

1.58. There was a suggestion – in the Figure, remove the cross-hatch area and show a rectangle (no obstacles should be present) – editorial change. 

1.59. Straw Poll #3: Are you in favor of the proposal (in principle) in 11-07/0255r1 as resolution to CIDs 21, 22, and 27?

Discussion – Some would like to have more time to review the proposal in detail


      Yes/No - 7/0
1.60. Next presentation by Dalton Victor doc: 11-07/0442r1 (text 11-07/0444r1). Addressed all the comments referring to ACI 101, 102, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108, 109, 118, 170, 110. Main comments were regarding the block diagram for ACI and so the proposal recommended simplifying the diagram by breaking into two diagrams.
1.61. There was a suggestion on clause 1.3.2 Test environment “This test can be done in conductive environment” - “can” should be replaced by “should.” There was no motion put forward on this presentation.

1.62. Chair reminded what needs to be done on Thursday – get all the draft changes done in AM1 meeting.
1.63. Charles Wright went over the changes he made to Doc 11-07/414r0 resolving CID 159. Text was added requiring test system loss to be noted in addition to measurements called out. Added instructions calling out the measurement of test system loss and then recording this loss in the rest results.
1.64. In clause 6.7.3.5 – suggestion was to replace “loss” by “minimum loss between the connection to the endstation and connections of each of the APs.”
1.65. Charles Wright planned to bring a motion on this proposal on Thursday AM1.
1.66. The group reviewed the remaining deferred comments. Remaining deferred comments: 280, 240, 265 and 159 (partly), 82, 86, 87, 162, 160, 234. Comments addressed: 147, 21, 22, 27, 238, 242, 159 (partly), 169, 101, 102, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108, 109, 118, 170, 110.
1.67. Group decided to look at deferred CID 159 and see if that could be resolved completely. Setup path loss was not defined in the draft referring to throughput vs. attenuation.  Charles Wright planned to add the definition in his proposal document 414r0 – “Section 5.3.3.2 Calibration and monitoring” which will define this term. Looked into antenna diversity and BSS transition time to see if changes in the draft could be made easily to resolve CID 159.
1.68. Had a discussion on Figure 16 in draft D0.13 on path loss.
1.69. Order of the Day was called.

Thursday Meeting (10:30 am – 12:30 am)
1.70. The chair called the meeting.

1.71. Two new items were added to the agenda.

· 11-07/0414r1 Resolution of CID for some sub clause - Charles. Wright

· 11-07/0463r1 Resolution of CID for some sub clause – alternate proposal - Charles Wright (11-07/0477r0 presentation).

1.72. Chair asked if anyone would like to bring to motion any of the proposals that had already been presented.
1.73. Mark Kobaysahi reviewed the revised doc: 11-07/0255r2 presentation. Only changes made to this document compared to r1 was incorporating the wording suggested earlier.

1.74. Motion #3: Move to accept the comment resolutions in document 11-07/0255r2 and incorporate it not the P802.11.2 draft.
Moved: Mark Kobayashi. Seconded: Mark Emmelmann
Y/N/A: 5/0/1

Motion (technical) passes
1.75. Next presentation was given by Mark Kobayashi on document 11-07/0444r1.

1.76. Chair asked if the Editor could make the changes based on the instructions in the ACI CIDs proposal in doc 11-07/0444r1. After some clarifications, the editor felt he had the right information to make the changes.

1.77. Question on the proposal – how the signal level at DUT was determined. Suggestion was to remove section 1.4.2 in the proposal as it was redundant – there is a similar table in the draft.

1.78. Another suggestion was to add unidirectional and bidirectional capability (remove circulator) in the Figure 1 (ACI test setup with WLCP). This was considered to be another test mode and could be brought as a LB comment.
1.79. No further questions and the proposal was put to motion.
1.80. Motion # 4: Move to accept the comment resolutions in document 11-07/0444r1 and incorporate it into the P802.11.2 draft.


Moved/Seconded: Mark Kobayashi/Dalton Victor



There was some opposition to the proposal as it removed some important text but the 


contributor’s argument was that it made the text simpler and addressed the concerns of 


the CID.



Y/N/A: 4/1/3 



Motion (technical) passes.

1.81. Next presentation was on doc 11-07/0417r2 – quick review of the proposal as it was presented earlier. 

1.82. There was a Question on where the text would be placed in the draft – Editors suggestion was to place as clause 4.3. 
1.83. There was discussion on some “Y”s missing and did not reflect the metrics in the current draft e.g. OTA environment / OTA shielded should be “Y.”
1.84. Chair suggested someone to write a motion with the corrections. 
1.85. Second discussion was the “Absolute” and “Relative” metrics – these were seen to be new terms in the draft. 
1.86. Motion # 5: Move to accept the comment resolutions in document 11-07/0417r2 and incorporate it into the P802.11.2 draft, marking the following additional table entries in the first table: Y to table 1 in row labeled “OTA environment” at the “OTA shielded enclosure environment” column, “Y” to row labeled “power consumption” in all columns except for “COAT,” finally, deleting “Y” from the “COAT” column of the “”transmit rate adaptation” row.


Moved/Seconded: Mark Kobayashi /Dalton Victor



Y/N/A: 5/0/3



Motion (technical) passes

1.87. The next presentation was by Charles Wright - presentation 11-07/477r0 resolving CID 159 for Some Subclauses – alternate proposal. 

1.88. Charles Wright gave up the Chair to present his proposal. Tom Alexander took over the chair.
1.89. The proposal basically addressed CID 159 resolving this comment for subclauses 6.17, 6.18, and 6.19. The current draft has redundant text around these clauses on the subject of path loss accuracy. The objective of this proposal was to make all these clauses more consistent.
1.90. Motion # 6: Move to accept the comment resolutions in document 11-07/0463r0 and incorporate it into the P802.11.2 draft, correcting the cross references as appropriate.



Moved/Seconded: Charles Wright/Mark Emmelmann



Y/N/A: 8/0/1



Motion (technical): passes

1.91. Charles Wright took back the Chair.

1.92. The group went and updated the excel spreadsheet document 11-06/0872r25, all the CIDs that had been addressed during the meeting were updated.
1.93. Chair reviewed the scheme used in London on going through the CIDs.

1.94. Straw Poll #4: Is the draft considered to be technically complete without resolution of this comment?
· 240:  2/4 - Discussion around accepting the comment – there was objection to accepting the comment.

· 265: 4/0

1.95. Group went to recess.

Thursday Meeting (1:30 pm – 3:30 pm)
1.96. When meeting resumed, it went back to complete the straw poll #4.
· 159: 1/3

· 82: 2/1

· 86: 2/2

· 87: 2/0

1.97. Motion #7:  Move to decline CID 87 in 11-06/872r25.



Moved/Seconded:  Tom Alexander/Neeraj Sharma



Y/N/A: 4/0/2 



Motion (technical) passes.

1.98. After the motion, went back to complete the straw poll #4.

· 162: 3/2

· 160: 2/2

· 234: 2/2

1.99. 7 deferred comments left unresolved.

1.100. Motion #8: Motion for going to Letter Ballot - Believing that the P802.11.2 draft D0.13 and all motions and resolutions adopted during the Orlando plenary will satisfy all 802.11 WG rules for letter ballot, Moved, 
· Instruct the editor to create D0.14 incorporating all approved motions and resolutions,

· To request the 802.11 WG chair to conduct a 15-day confirmation ballot on D0.14,

· To request the 802.11 Working Group to renumber 802.11.2 Draft D0.14, if the confirmation ballot succeeds, as D1.0 and authorize a 30-day Letter Ballot asking the question “Should P802.11.2 draft D1.0 be forwarded to Sponsor Ballot?”



Moved/Seconded: Sasha. Tolpin/Mark Emmelmann


Y/N/A:

1.101. There was a discussion on the above motion. Suggestion was to go through each deferred CID and put forward a motion whether to accept or reject each of the CIDs individually before putting the above motion to vote.
1.102. Motion #9: Table Motion 8.




Moved/Seconded: Tushar Moorti/Mark Kobayashi




Y/N/A: 4/1/2




Motion tabled

1.103. Motion #9.1: Move to accept CID#  240.




Moved/Seconded: Mark Emmelmann/Neeraj Sharma




Motion Withdrawn.

1.104. Motion #9.2: Move to accept CID# 240.




Moved/Seconded: Dalton Victor/Mark Kobayashi




There was discussion on the motion. Mark Emmelmann called the question and 



Shasha Tolpin seconded. Voted on calling the question: 3/2/0 - Failed as there 



was no two third majority votes so discussion continued.




Chair asked if there was any objection in calling the question. There was no 



objection and votes were taken.





Y/N/A: 1/2/5





Motion (technical): fails

1.105. Motion #9.3: Move to decline CID# 240



Moved/Seconded: Mark Emmelmann/Tushar Moorti



Y/N/A: 3/1/4




Motion (technical): passes

1.106. Motion #9.4: Move to decline CID# 159



Moved/Seconded: Mark Emmelmann/Shasha Tolpin




Y/N/A: 4/1/3




Motion (technical): passes 
Concern was raised by members of the task group that minimum path loss was essential to guarantee repeatability of test results in the draft. By not finishing to address CID 159, it was felt by members of the task group that the draft was not technically complete to go to letter ballot.
1.107. Motion #9.5: Move to decline CID# 82


Moved/Seconded: Mark Emmelmann/Neeraj Sharma




Y/N/A: 4/1/3




Motion (technical): passes

Similar concerns to CID#159 above were expressed by members of the task group.

1.108. Motion #9.6: Move to decline CID# 86




Moved/Seconded: Mark Emmelmann/Sasha Tolpin




Y/N/A: 4/0/4



Motion (technical): passes

1.109. Motion #9.7: Move to decline CID# 162



Moved/Seconded: Mark Emmelmann/Sasha Tolpin




Y/N/A: 3/1/5




Motion (technical): passes
Members of the task group expressed concern that having different descriptions of measurement uncertainty throughout the draft would mis-lead users of the recommended practice to uncertain understanding of the accuracy and precision of test results.  It was felt that by not normalizing the discussion related to measurement uncertainty throughout the draft the document was technically incomplete.

1.110. Motion #9.8: Move to decline CID# 160




Moved/Seconded: Mark Emmelmann/Neeraj Sharma




Y/N/A: 3/1/5



Motion (technical): passes

Members expressed concern that having inconsistent definitions of measurement uncertainty used throughout the draft was problematic and in their view made the draft not technically complete.

1.111. Motion #9.9: Move to decline CID# 234



Moved/Seconded: Mark Emmelmann/Sasha Tolpin




Discussion – in favor – related to 160 and 162 which have been declined




Y/N/A: 3/0/6



Motion (technical): passes

1.112. A member asked that main discussion points be included in the minutes.  Chair stated that the secretary was not required to capture all discussion, only decisions; discussion is good if possible but not required.  Member stated that the point of going through each of the remaining CIDs was to make sure issues with each could be reported in the minutes for those interested in the discussion that took place that lead to letter ballot.   
1.113. Motion to take motion 8 from the table



Moved/Second: Mark Emmelmann/Sasha Tolpin



Y/N/A 6/0/3




Motion (procedural) passes

1.114. Back to Motion #8




TG: Moved/Seconded: Sasha Tolpin/Mark Emmelmann




Y/N/A: 4/1/4




Motion (Technical): passes

1.115. Teleconferences every two weeks starting March 29. Chair asked if there were any objections to the conference call schedule and there was no objection.
1.116. Chair moved to adjourn, it was seconded by Tom.
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