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1. Monday Morning Session, November, 2007 (Ad-Hoc)
1.2. Opening

1.2.1. Call to Order

1.2.1.1. Dorothy Stanley (DorothyS): I call this ad-hoc meeting to order.

1.2.1.2. Meeting convened at 0930 hours.

1.3. Process

1.3.1. Request to Sign In
1.3.1.1. Dorothy:  Since this is an ad-hoc session, we need to sign in.  A sheet is being circulated so that you can log your attendance. Attendees logged were:
1.3.1.2. Alex Ashley – NDS, Mark Hamilton – Polycom, Emily Qi – Intel, Nakjung Choi – LNU, Chongho Lee – SNU, Lei Du – DoCoMo, Lucian Suciu – France Telecom, Bob Miller – AT&T, Leo Razoumov – AT&T, Allan Thomson – Cisco, Qi Wang – Broadcom, Menzo Wentink – Conexant, Graham Smith – DSP Group, Zing Zhu – Intel, Yongho Seok – LG Electronics.

1.3.2. Review of Patent Policy

1.3.2.1. DorothyS: I wish to read the IEEE patent policy [reads Slides 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 of Patent Policy dated 1 May 2007].  Let it be noted that the body was questioned regarding patent procedures that no one spoke to indicate lack of understanding or to notify the chair of relevant patents or patent claims.  
1.3.3. Agenda Review

1.3.3.1. DorothyS:  I show the agenda in 07/2728r1 [reviews].
1.3.3.2. DorothyS:  Menzo, would you care to present?
1.3.3.3. Yes.

1.3.4. Presentation of Document 07/2789r0
1.3.4.1. Menzo Wentink presented document 2789r0, TIM Broadcast comments, on the server.  Menzo reviews comments.  CID #100 suggests correction on the number of primitives.
1.3.4.2. Emily:  In draft 1.0, you have request and result.  It seems all that needs to be changed is the flow chart in v113.

1.3.4.3. Dorothy: Defer for now, will allow you to work with Emily.

1.3.4.4. Menzo:  #171 – Need to state how offset field is expressed in octets.  Declined: Suggested reference is not required, because there is another clause that requires only exceptions.  #196  Station can know whether received or not – Declined.  Discuss with W. Marshall.  #197 – rate field doesn’t exist.  Accept: change to High Rate TIM Rate field.  #261 Accepted: Language added.  #262 Usage of TIM rates not defined.  Accept: Language added.  #271 – Increase size of Check Beacon field, as is currently confusing.  Declined: The field is…
1.3.4.5. QiWang:  There is already a deferred comment on this.

1.3.4.6. Menzo:  This is about the TIM Broadcast frame.  The field is not present in the beacon.
1.3.4.7. QiWang:  So if we add information to beacon later?

1.3.4.8. Menzo:  We do not propose to add information to the beacon.  #288 – TIM broadcast should require implementation dot11WirelessManagementImplemented to be true.  Accept: Change language.  #487 – Same as #271.  #494 – Dialog token is unique, so only 255 TIM broadcast frames can ever be sent.  Accepted: Change language.  #503, #511, #557, #561 Accepted with language change.  #562 – Action frame should be changed to management frame.  Deferred.  
1.3.4.9. AlanThomson:  What is the advantage?

1.3.4.10. Menzo:  It’s smaller.

1.3.4.11. Alan:  By how much?

1.3.4.12. Menzo:  Probably several octets.

1.3.4.13. Alan:  What is the downside?

1.3.4.14. Menzo:  It removes one management frame from the gamut.

1.3.4.15. Emily:  The TIM Broadcast is an action frame currently.

1.3.4.16. Menzo:  It is a management action frame.

1.3.4.17. Emily:  Will this be protected by 11w?

1.3.4.18. Menzo:  No

1.3.4.19. Emily:  Another option is to make it a public action frame (class 1).

1.3.4.20. Discussion:  Not enough reason.

1.3.4.21. Menzo:  We need a valid technical reason to decline.

1.3.4.22. Dorothy:  Defer.

1.3.4.23. Menzo:  I can withdraw it.

1.3.4.24. #563 – AP doesn’t transmit TIM frame after the TBTT.  No proposed resolution. Yongho is here…
1.3.4.25. YonghoSeok: Editorial comment:  Clarification of when sent.

1.3.4.26. Dorothy:  You could summarize when the new TIM frame is sent?

1.3.4.27. Menzo:  Still don’t understand the comment.
1.3.4.28. Yongho:  TIM frame can be included in the beacon.

1.3.4.29. Menzo:  The TIM is not part of the beacon, as it is a separate frame.

1.3.4.30. Yongho:  The offset time requirement cannot be met if you have to receive the beacon.

1.3.4.31. Menzo:  If receiving the TIM frame you need not receive the beacon.

1.3.4.32. Dorothy:  Suggest you update the “decline reason”.

1.3.4.33. Menzo:  Reason updated to clarify that beacon need not be received.  #564 – Yongho - If traffic is buffered, the TIM may be transmitted after TBTT, using PIFs to reduce collision probability.  Declined:  There is no need to receive the beacon if the TIM frame indicates that traffic is buffered.  A PS-Poll could be used in this case.  #565 – Yongho - high rate and low rate TIM have different offsets.  Declined:  If the high rate frame is received, you do not need the low rate frame.  The consensus of the group is that two separate offsets were not needed.  #683 – Yongho The information is redundant.  Declined:  Simplifies implementation.

1.3.4.34. Yongho, is that OK?

1.3.4.35. Yongho:  Yes

1.3.4.36. Menzo: #684 – Yongho -TIM broadcast interval should be longer than listen interval.  Declined:  The STA can determine what it wants to do, and can request a longer interval if it wants to.  OK? Yes.  #699 – Yongho - AP should support unsolicited TIM broadcast response if it overrides incongruent requests.   Declined:  STAs may be in power save and may not be able to receive the update.  Also difficult to implement.  #791 – Adrian.  High rate TIM frame shall be transmitted at a higher rate which is not DSSS.   Need to say that Clause 19 compliance is required.  Declined:  The clause does not mandate the use of a particular PHY.  Clause 19 is more restrictive.
1.3.4.37. Emily:  I think the commenter has a point.

1.3.4.38. Menzo:  Maybe we should say, “if clause 19 is used…”?  If clause 19 isn’t used there are no rules.

1.3.4.39. BobMiller:  Seems like Clause 19 provides additional restriction for certain cases, and may apply over many cases.  I agree with Menzo.

1.3.4.40. Menzo:  Let’s decline. #797. Accepted.  Will add definition for “incongruent”. 

1.3.4.41. AlanThomson:  I’m not comfortable with the definition.  [Menzo and Alan collaborate on improvement]

1.3.4.42. Menzo:  OK?  Yes.  #798.  Adrian Matthews - Suggest change to “circular modulo 255”.   Accepted:  #888 – Usage of high and low TIM rate is not explained.  #262 covered this comment.  #889.  Similar to #271.  #890 Accepted.  #891 Accepted.  #1013 – Declined:  Attempting to receive implies that STA wakes up.  #1030 Accept:  Modify language.  #1041 – The objective can be achieved by beacon transmission on a fixed interval.  Suggest remove.  Decline:  The TIM request response sequence was valued by the group.  #1057 – Negative and positive offsets are not useful.  Declined.  This way the AP can schedule before and after TBTT.  #1187 – Some applications can’t tolerate delay…  Declined TIM Broadcast is not application-oriented.  #1213 Declined:  The name is appropriate.  #1214 – Accepted:  This is already the case. 
1.3.4.43. Dorothy:  This seems like a decline as no change to the draft will result.

1.3.4.44. Alan:  This seems OK.

1.3.4.45. Menzo: #1228 – Accepted: Language accepted.  #1229 Declined:  TIM Broadcast already supports multiple BSSIDs.  Change to Modulo 256.  Countered. See “circular modulo”.
1.3.4.46. Alex:  Should be Modulo 256 if 255 is not a prohibited value.

1.3.4.47. Dorothy:  We shall say #1274 remains like #798.  We shall change resolution of #798 to counter: Change to Modulo 256.

1.3.4.48. Emily #1228 – If we remove anything, the whole paragraph should be removed, because is this the only change to that paragraph. 

1.3.4.49. Dorothy:  We should add “delete lines 9-19”?
1.3.4.50. Menzo:  Wouldn’t that be editorial?  The editor should be able to handle this.
1.3.4.51. Dorothy:  Yes, but since we’re here,  let’s add “delete lines 9-19 from 11v draft”.  #1294 – Accept:  Add a reference. 

1.3.4.52. Menzo:  I shall upload the results thus far, and we shall begin on rev2.

1.4. Closing

1.4.1. Recess

1.4.1.1. Is there any objection closing this ad-hoc meeting?  No.  Very well, we shall reconvene in this room at 1600 hours.  We’ll review the agenda, the patent policy, approve minutes, etc.  and then continue with comment resolution.
1.4.1.2. Recessed at 1100. 
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