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06/08 Minutes 08:30 AM PST
1. Attendance – Paine, Gray, Klein, Kwak

2. Comment Resolution

Comment #101 – Clause all – Quinn
Problem - It is very difficult to understand the general protocol and sequences of operations in the protocol.
Remedy - The specification would benefit from a "synopsis" section that provides an overview of the purpose and general operation of the protocol.

To that end, use-oriented descriptions of an implementation of the protocol would serve well. Also, protocol timing diagrams (or some such visual aid) would serve to capture the protocol sequence without the clouding (or choking) detail. These changes would help orient a new reader of the document and provide a guiding context for the detailed technical material that would follow.

Resolution – deferred – awaiting some to write a paper

Comment #102 – Clause all – Quinn
Problem - It is very difficult to understand the purpose and use of the various measurements.
Remedy - The specification would benefit from a description of why the measurement is being defined, and what problem the measurement are intended to solve.  

Resolution – deferred - same as #101

Comment #585 – Clause all – Kloze

Problem - The entire amendment seems to be unjustified overkill
Remedy - trim to a justified minimum

Resolution – deferred - same #689

Comment #914 - Clause General – O’Hara

Problem - reorganize the functional requirements for radio resource measurement into their own clause, the interlocking requirements of 11h and the base standard make reading and understanding this new material very difficult.

Remedy - create a new clause with the RRM stuff in it, removing it (as much as possible) from existing clauses.

Resolution – decline – no suggested remedy

Comment #1012 – Clause All – Klein

Problem - There are no provisions for supporting systems with multiple SSIDs, or multiple BSSIDs, or multiple radios within the same AP embodiment

Remedy – Need to add capability to detect these type of devices and configurations.

Comment – Need a co-location report

Resolution – deferred – assigned to John Klein

06/15 Minutes 08:30 AM PST
3. Attendance – Paine, Gray, Kwak, Simpson

4. Comment Resolution – non-controversial Misc. comments

Comment #25 – Clause General – Jose
Problem - There are several resource management use cases which need real time measurements that can be used for immediate action, consider operation modes of piggy back measurement information that be used for dynamic network adaptation. Example of such use include, Distributed  Scheduling ( For eg, for11e  HCCA  to work properly in a multi BSS environment there may be need to synchronize TXOP schedules among neighbor BSS. ), Dynamic Rate Adaptation (using TPC request for link quality measurements may have too much overhead).  New or unused fields in existing frames may be used for this purpose. If there are existing mechanisms please point the commenter to these mechanisms.
Remedy - Commenter requests TG to respond with clarification, perhaps the TG considers these type of measurements part of the upcoming wireless network management task group.

Resolution - decline 

Comment #26 – Clause General – Jose

Problem - Many of the measurements required by this draft require new hardware and some of the measurements are significantly complicated to implement. The performance issues faced by 802.11 and 802.11e are because of drawbacks of channel access, the nature of wireless medium and the impact of asymmetric channel conditions, it is not obvious that each measurement provided by the current draft will improve the performance enough to warrant the complexity, even with the definition of better management techniques in the future.  Did the TG put in sufficient due diligence  to each of the required measurement? Are there simulation results showing improvement  in network performance?  The commenter is interested in especially knowing the benefit accorded by measurements that require new hardware, vs. with simpler measurements using existing hardware . ( Of course implementations are out of scope of the standard, however most if not all  of the TG should be aware of the measurement features supported by current chipset vendors). Simulations results are important, and there will definitely be sponsor ballot comments to that nature, so the TG should quantify the improvement provided by each 802.11k feature to a variety of operational scenarios.
Remedy – Please point the commenter to  simulation results that show that each of these measurements contribute to actually enhance network performance.

Resolution – deferred 
Comment # 27 – Clause General – Jose

Problem - Many of the measurements required by this draft require new hardware and some of the measurements are significantly complicated to implement. The performance issues faced by 802.11 and 802.11e are because of drawbacks of channel access, the nature of wireless medium and the impact of asymmetric  channel conditions, it is not obvious that each measurement provided by the current draft will improve the performance enough to warrant  the complexity, even with the definition of better management techniques in the future.  Did the TG put in sufficient due diligence  to each of the required measurement? Are there simulation results showing improvement  in network performance?  The commenter is interested in especially knowing the benefit accorded by measurements that require new hardware, vs. with simpler measurements using existing hardware. ( Of course implementations are out of scope of the standard, however most if not all  of the TG should be aware of the measurement features supported by current chipset vendors). Simulations results are important, and there will definitely be sponsor ballot comments to that nature, so the TG should quantify the improvement  provided by each 802.11k feature to a variety of operational scenarios
Remedy - Please point the commenter to  simulation results that show that each of these measurements contribute to actually enhance network performance.

Resolution – deferred – same #26

Comment #49 – Clause 7.3.2.22.7 - Kim, Joonsuk
Problem - Shouldn't we avoid repeating the channel number, regulatory class, actual measurement start time and measurement duration values for every different TA value for that channel? That's a total of 12 bytes repeated dozens of times - what a waste!
Remedy - Allow a measurement report element of type frame report to include multiple frame report entry values for each set of channel, reg class, actual measurement and measurement duration. The element length will allow a receiver to determine how many copies of frame report entry exist in the element. A new element is already needed for each new channel, so that part won't be a problem.
Comment – you need start-time, but the other information is retained in token.  It is only two bytes, so it does not matter instead of tailoring individual reports.


Resolution – decline - Multiple frame report entries may have the same set of channels and regulatory class, however, the measurement report as currently defined are complete and standalone and do not require the recipient to map the report the request in order to determine the requested channel number and regulatory class.  The reported actual measurement start time and measurement duration may be different from request value and must be reported.

Same as - 210, 529, 702 (duplicate comments)

Comment #53 – Clause 7.3.2.1 - Kim, Joonsuk
Problem - I note that there are at least three variants of phrasing with respect to the inclusion of elements in frames as follows: 1. element shall be present if 2. element may be present if 3. element shall be present only if -- Does the first phrasing imply that even if the condition is not true, then the element might be present? Is that what is intended for the elements employing this phrasing? And does the third phrasing explicitly disallow the presence of the element when the condition is not true? Is that what is intended?
Remedy - Clarify the intent of the element inclusion language by at least, adding a qualifier to indicate what is allowed for the inverse of the stated condition. E.g. element X shall be present if condition A, and may be present if condition A-BAR. Each element should also have an allowance to be present optionally for any reason. E.g. Each element should also include language following all of the explicit conditions as such: "otherwise, may optionally be present"

Resolution – accepted – There is only an issue with the 1st phrasing and phrasing #2 and #3 are clear.  For the 1st phrasing the question the commenter ask is valid.  A simple fix is to change all phrasing #1 in the draft to be phrasing #3.

Same as - 54, 55, 57, 58, 219, 538, 711, 177, 220, 539, 712, 180, 223, 542, 715, 181, 224,
Comment #62 – Clause 7.3.2.18 - Kim, Joonsuk
Problem - There is a list of frames which may include a TCP report element at the end of this clause. While the list does seem to be informative, it would still be good to update this text to include the new frames which may now also include this element.
Remedy - Add Radio measurement action frame link measurement report frame to the list of frames which may include a TCP report element.

Comment - The commenter means “TPC report”, not “TCP report”.  

Resolution – accept

Comment #73 – Clause 7.3.2.12 – Winget

Problem - Why is the request Information element only allowed in the association request but not in a reassociation request?
Remedy - Enable the Request IE to be used in an Reassociation Request/Response as well.

Resolution – Decline 

Comment #76 – Clause 7.3.2.21.7 – Winget

Problem - What is a Frame Request?  Is this to look for a specific frame?  The section implies the request to measure for a particular frame but the element doesn't seem to specify a frame type?
Remedy - Please clarify text.

Resolution – Decline – invalid reference

Comment #79 – Clause 7.3.2.22.7 – Winget
Problem - The Frame Report needs to be clarified.  By "individual frames" are these received unicast frames?  Data, control, management frames or all frame types?
Remedy - Please clarify text.

Suggested Remedy – Defer – TG discussion needed

Comment #139 – Clause 11.8.3 - Jokela

Problem – Is it possible to Broadcast SSID

Remedy – none

Resolution – counter – refer to #136

Comment #140 – Clause 11.8.3 - Jokela

Problem - Error budget break down does not add any value.

Remedy - Remove error budget break down.

Resolution – decline – The error budget is informative text and does add value to the draft.

5. Call ends 10:30 AM PST

06/25 Minutes 08:30 AM PST
6. Attendance – Paine, Gray,  Kwak

7. Comment Resolution

Comment #176 – Hansen - Clause 7.3.2.1
Problem - I note that there are at least three variants of phrasing with respect to the inclusion of elements in frames as follows: 1. element shall be present if 2. element may be present if 3. element shall be present only if -- Does the first phrasing imply that even if the condition is not true, then the element might be present? Is that what is intended for the elements employing this phrasing? And does the third phrasing explicitly disallow the presence of the element when the condition is not true? Is that what is intended?
Remedy - Clarify the intent of the element inclusion language by at least, adding a qualifier to indicate what is allowed for the inverse of the stated condition. E.g. element X shall be present if condition A, and may be present if condition A-BAR. Each element should also have an allowance to be present optionally for any reason. E.g. Each element should also include language following all of the explicit conditions as such: "otherwise, may optionally be present"

Resolution – deferred – same #53

Comment #62 – Clause 7.3.2.18 - Kim, Joonsuk
Problem - There is a list of frames which may include a TCP report element at the end of this clause. While the list does seem to be informative, it would still be good to update this text to include the new frames which may now also include this element.
Remedy - Add Radio measurement action frame link measurement report frame to the list of frames which may include a TCP report element.

Resolution – deferred – Floyd will address in 11-05-0488r1

Same #197, #240,  #559,  #732

Comment #147 – Clause 7.3.2.22.7, 7.3.2.22.8 – Lou

Problem - "Number of Frames" is defined as a 1 octet value and allows counts up to 255. With "Measurement Duration" up to 65535 TU, or ~65 seconds, this count field is too small and might overflow. How is overflow handled?
Remedy - Increase the width of the "Number of Frames" field to 4 octets as typical for frame counts.

New Remedy – Add sentence at the end of P25:L8 - “The value 255 shall indicate a count of 255 or more.” 

Resolution – accept – New remedy

Comment #162 – Clause 11.8.3 – Kakani

Problem – The TSF Information error budget explanation is informative only and should appear as a note. 

Remedy - Make the error budget an informative note.

New Remedy – P56:L41 change “The error budget” to “Note: the error budge”

Resolution – accept – editor apply new remedy described above.

Comment #166 – Clause 7.3.2.22.7 – Stolpman
Problem - Does the Frame Report report all frame types, including control frames?
Remedy - Make clear what frames are to be counted.
Comment – this looks just like comment #79 (make it same as)

Resolution – defer – same #79

Comment #287 – Clause 

Problem - 5.2.5  was substantially changed for draft 2.0 While on the whole better, it is very misleading to state that "Wireless LAN Radio Measurements enable the stations of the BSS and the ESS to automatically adjust..." as there are no adjustment mechanisms defined by 11k.
Remedy - The simple fix would be to delete the first sentence since the final sentence properly states that the information is available for RRManagement applications.
Resolution – same as #147, 

Comment #421 – Clause 7.3.2.22.7
Problem - Is one octet for the "Number of Frames" field sufficient to represent the maximum number of frames that could be received for the maximum measurement duration period specified?  Is a report still generated if zero frames are received?
Remedy - Perhaps add a sentence similar to the "Hidden Station Report" stating: "A count of 255 is used to indicate frame counts of 255 or greater. A count of 0 shall not be reported."

Resolution – same as #147

Comment #900 - Clause - 7.3.2.22.7 – Ptasinski
Problem - For large Measurement Duration values, the number of frames seen from a BSSID may be higher than 255 and thus can't be accurately represented by the Number of Frames field.
Remedy - Decrease the maximum Measurement Duration that can be specified in a request, increase the size of the Number of Frames field, or define a limiting value for the field (e.g. NF = 255 means "255 or more frames were received").

Resolution – same as #147

Comment #1131 – Clause 7.3.2.22.7 – Black

Problem - P25, L8: What happens if the number of frames exceeds 255? I suggest that the value is capped at 255.
Remedy - Borrow the text from Hidden STA report and say: 'A count of 255 shall be used to indicate frame counts of 255 or greater. A count of 0 shall not be reported.'

Resolution – same as #147

Comment #1246 – Clause 7.3.2.22.7 – Olson

Problem - Description of "Number of Frames" should indicate what to do if the total number of frames received exceeds 255.
Remedy - Add additional sentence in the description saying, "If the total number of frames received exceeds 255 the measuring STA shall return a value of 255."

Resolution – same as #147

Comment #287 – Clause 5.2.5 – Kraemer

Problem – 5.2.5  was substantially changed for draft 2.0 While on the whole better, it is very misleading to state that "Wireless LAN Radio Measurements enable the stations of the BSS and the ESS to automatically adjust..." as there are no adjustment mechanisms defined by 11k.

Remedy - The simple fix would be to delete the first sentence since the final sentence properly states that the information is available for RRManagement applications.

New Remedy – Change “enable” to “enable applications in”

Resolution – Counter – Apply new remedy

Comment #288 – Clause 3.5.2 – Kraemer

Problem - 3.5.2 is too vague and does not suggest the purpose of the definition. It makes no distinction between any number of conditions such as: 1.a channel that may be available within the country of operation, 2. a channel that the AP is capable of operating on , 3. a channel that the STA is capable of operating on , or 4. a channel that both the AP & STA are capable of operating on in the geographic location where they are operating at that instant in time.
Remedy - Clarify this definition.
Resolution – decline – no proposed resolution, not sure what to clarify.  Any channels listed that are not the BSS operating channel.

Comment #299 – Clause General - Stephens

Problem - I am concerned that when 802.11 TGn will need to re-work the .11k signaling to support the MIMO features of its PHY.
Remedy - Ideally provide a framework that can tolerate any number of spatial streams and antennas in reports.  That's probably a stretch goal. Alternatively,  provide explicit support for extension of the reports for later PHYs,  with informative text about what should be defined in those groups,  to help them fit in with the .11k way of thinking.
Resolution – deferred – reclassify as Antenna

Comment #328 – Clause 11.7.8.6 – Chung

Problem - The note in this clause is for information purposes only, and should be moved
Remedy - either move the note to a footnote, or into its own clause clearly marked as informational
Resolution – deferred – assigned to the editor to verify that if it is label as a note it is informative.

Comment #331 – Clause 11.8.1 – Chung

Problem - The note in this clause is for information purposes only, and should be moved
Remedy - either move the note to a footnote, or into its own clause clearly marked as informational

Resolution – deferred – same #328

Comment #348 – Clause 7.3.2.12 – Malinen

Problem - Request Information Element was added for AssocReq. Should it also be added for ReAssocReq?
Remedy - Add Request Information element to ReAssocReq (7.2.3.6), ReAssocResp (7.2.3.7) and description (7.3.2.12)
Resolution – deferred – same as #80, awaiting text from Simon Black

Same as comments 1104, 1110, 1144, 80, 199, 242, 349, 364, 366, 370, 413, 461, 474, 475, 490, 561, 583, 626, 687,  798, 799, 965, 1104, 1324, 1325, 1327, 1328, 1357.

8. Call ends 10:30 AM PST

06/29 Minutes 08:30 AM PST
9. Attendance – Paine, Gray

10. Comment Resolution – not enough participation on call
11. Call ends 9:00 AM PST
07/06 Minutes 08:30 AM PST
12. Attendance – Paine, Gray, Black, Kwak, Wang
13. Comment Resolution

Comment #369 – Clause 7 – Lefkowitz

Problem - Why is the DS parameter set for the probe request treated differently than the other IE's we are adding?  The text explicly states that it may be present if dot11RadioMeasurementEnabled  is not true.  Why isn't this the case for all of them?
Remedy – Clarify

Comment – Agere did a presentation on channel bleed-over for legacy terminals

Resolution – declined – DS parameter set is different from others and affects legacy terminals see 11-03-0952 for details.

Comment #489 – Clause General – Qi

Problem - Frame transmit delay or frame transmit time are important metrics to characterize load and link. .11k draft 2.0 lacks these kind of measurements.
Remedy – none

Resolution – accept – voted in 11-05-1637r4 (Atlanta)

Comment #493 – Clause General – Qi

Problem - Traffic stream metrics (frame loss rate, transmit rate and delay)   are important measurements for  802.11e prioritized and parameterized traffic stream. These metrics can be used for admission control and network load diagnosis. IEEE 802.11k draft 2.0 should provide these traffic stream metrics
Remedy – none

Resolution – accept – voted in 11-05-1637r4 (Atlanta)

Comment #508 – Clause 7.3.2.12 – Wang

Problem - In 11d, subclause 7.3.2.12 represents Country element. But here, it's defined as Request Information element. I don't see any connection between these two. Plus, what exactly is this Request Information element used for? Is it here by mistake?
Remedy - Check the validity of this subclause. Move it to where appropriate.
Resolution – deferred – same as #80
Comment #520 – Clause 11.8.1 – Wang

Problem - Line 7-19 on page 56 discusses specific implementations. It doesn't seem appropriate to have normative descriptions about implementation details in a standard.
Remedy - Mark the quoted text as informative
Resolution – Counter – P56 L14-19 mark as “note”

Comment #523 – Clause 5.5 

Problem – Blank

Remedy – Blank

Resolution – decline

Comment #529 – Clause 7.3.2.22.7 – Fischer

Problem - Shouldn't we avoid repeating the channel number, regulatory class, actual measurement start time and measurement duration values for every different TA value for that channel? That's a total of 12 bytes repeated dozens of times - what a waste!
Remedy - Allow a measurement report element of type frame report to include multiple frame report entry values for each set of channel, reg class, actual measurement and measurement duration. The element length will allow a receiver to determine how many copies of frame report entry exist in the element. A new element is already needed for each new channel, so that part won't be a problem.
Resolution – counter – replace “14” with “n x 14” in the figure below the entry frame report entry in k14.   Add a note that says “one for zero or more entries” above table report entry in figure k14.  P25 figure k16, replace “7” with “n x 7”.

Comment #579 – Clause 5.2.5 – Kloze 

Problem - What are "Wireless LAN Radio Measurements"? It is capitialized but not defined. Or is this a definition?
Remedy – Define

Comment - 5.2 is a component of the architecture – we will need to renumber, because 5.2.5 is already taken

Resolution – counter - P2 L13 Change “Wireless LAN Radio Measurements” to “wireless LAN radio measurements”.

Comment #580 – Clause 5.2.5 – Kloze

Problem - What is "radio resource management"? Should it be a defined term or explained or referenced?
Remedy – Define or reference

Resolution – decline – RRM is used in a generic sense and does require a formal definition.

Comment #581 – Clause 5.4 & 5.4.5 – Kloze

Problem - Are there two (5.4) radio measurement services or one (5.4.5)?
Remedy – Clarify
Resolution – accepted – same as 1424

Comment #600 – Clause 5.4 – Myles

Problem - The editors instructions say to change the first paragraph as shown However, no changes are shown
Remedy – Add change bars

Resolution – accept – mark last sentence of 5.4, P37 and L8, as a change.

Comment #601 – Clause 5.4 – Myles

Problem - The text claims that two of the services are used for radio measurement However, only one service obviously provides radio measurement, ie the service described in 5.4.5. It is possible that the other service is provided by the 802.11h functionality but that it not clear
Remedy - Clarify which services provide radio measurement

Resolution – accept – same as 1424

Comment #623 – Clause 7.3.2.22.7 – Myles

Problem - This clause indicates that there is only one Frame Report Entry per element However; 11.7.8.2 indicates that there are one or more Frame Report Entries per element
Remedy - Clarify
Resolution – counter – same #529
Comment #629 – Clause General - Myles

Problem - The draft contains a variety of measurement running across a measurement request/response infrastructure. The infrastructure elements of the draft are pretty good. However, the actual measurements appear to be a mish mash of everyones favourite (and sometimes very complex) measurement with little justification or explanation.
Remedy - Provide informative or normative text to justify the existence and complexity of each measurement
Resolution – deferred – same #629
Comment #634 – Clause 11.7.8.2 - Jones
Problem - What purpose does this frame report serve?  It's unclear how this information is used and whether it is necessary given all the other mechanisms in the draft.
Remedy - Justify the added complexity or remove it.
Resolution – deferred – same #629

Comment #637 – Clause 7.2.3.4 - Chen, Yi-Ming
Problem – The Association Request frame body and Reassociation frame body should be kept as the same. In 11k draft 2.0, they became different, so do association response and reassociation response.

Remedy – none

Resolution – deferred – same #80

Comment #638 – Clause General - Lin, Huashih
Problem - I don’t think the LCI mechanism is necessary to exist in 11k and it complicates the 11k design

Remedy - none

Resolution – deferred – same #629, change category “misc”
Comment #639 – Clause General - Lin, Huashih
Problem - LCI report is not needed
Remedy - Remove LCI Report
Resolution – deferred – same #629

Comment #645 – Clause 11.7.8.2 – Balachander
Problem – "Add" used for new material but "Insert" used previously.

Remedy - Please use insert consistently in editing instructions

Resolution – deferred – same #629

Comment #663 – Clause 5.4 - Cole

Problem - Editing instructions state that a change should be made but no change is made.

Remedy – Please indicate the changes or remove the paragraph.

Resolution – accept – same #600

Comment #669 – Clause 7.3.1.4 – Cole

Problem - The changed material is only partly shown for Figure 27.
Remedy - Please show what was in the B12 position using strikethrough.
Resolution – accept – insert “Reserved” with strike through just above Radio Measurement in figure 27 on page 7.

Comment #672 – Clause 7.3.2.24 – Cole

Problem - There is no editing instruction for this sub-clause and those that follow.
Remedy - Please add editing instruction and editing marks accordingly.
Comment – there is not a clause 7.3.2.24?

Resolution – accept – P21 L17 insert editing instruction before L17 “insert the following new subsections after 7.3.2.22.3”

Comment #677 – Clause 11.1.3.2.2 – Cole

Problem - Editing instructions lead me to believe the material may be incomplete or in error because it says to change the last paragraph but three paragraphs are shown.
Remedy - Please add editing instruction and editing marks accordingly.
Resolution – accept – P49 delete lines 20 and 21 and change editing instructions P49 L19 to “Add the following new paragraphs to the end of 11.1.3.2.”

Comment #681 – Clause 3.55 – Palm

Problem - IEEE definition is unclear. Are the extra sentences reiterating the IETF definition, or extending the IETF definition, or reducing (limiting) the IETF definition?
Remedy - Either just point to IETF definition or write definition in on words.
Resolution – accept – same as #577 

Comment #683 – Clause 5.2.5 – Palm

Problem - Are there two (5.4) radio measurement services or one (5.4.5)?
Remedy - Clarify
Resolution – accept – same as #579

Comment #684 – Clause 5.2.5 – Palm

Problem - What is "radio resource management"? Should it be a defined term or explained or referenced?
Remedy – Define or reference
Resolution – declined – same as #580

Comment #685 – Clause 5.4 & 5.5 – Palm

Problem - Are there two (5.4) radio measurement services or one (5.4.5)?
Remedy - Clarify
Resolution – accept – same as #1424

Comment #696 – Clause 5.5 – Karaoguz

Problem – blank

Remedy - blank

Resolution – decline – blank

Comment #740 – Clause 5.5 - Trachewsky

Problem – blank

Remedy - blank

Resolution – decline – blank

Comment #746 – Clause 7.3.2.21.8 – Trachewsky
Problem - This mechanism was originally brought into 802.11h and then later rejected by the working group.  What purpose does it serve?
Remedy - Remove this measurement.
Resolution – deferred – same #629

Comment #755 – Clause General – Awater

Problem - There is no apparent use for autonomous reporting. Also it is not clear how a receiver would respond to a un-solicited measurement report. It seems more logical that the measuring device requests for specific measurements to be done. That way no unnecessary traffic capacity and measurement time is wasted to measurements that are not or only partly required.
Remedy - Exclude autonomous reporting or specify it as an option that has to be enabled by the receiver.
Resolution – deferred – assign to Simon Black

Comment #759 – Clause General – Ecclesine
Problem - Amendment J to IEEE Std. 802.11™, 1999 Edition was approved in 2004, and provides Regulatory Class definitions in Annex J. Because 802.11 is used in bands shared with other primary services, one reason for radio measurement is to satisfy regulatory requirements for detecting primary users. Such measurements are not optional, and the Annex J Regulatory Class definitions should be changed to specify which measurement requests are mandatory. I separately comment on 11.7.5 Station responsibility for conducting measurements.
Remedy - The title page should be changed to include 802.11j™-2004. I will provide draft text for Annex I and J to add Behavior Class entries for mandatory measurements before the May interim meeting.
Resolution – deferred – assigned to Peter
Comment #766 – Clause 11.7.5 – Ecclesine
Problem – The second sentence makes execution of any Measurement Request optional, however IEEE 802.11 devices have to satisfy regulatory requirements when operating in bands shared with other users, and in those cases some radio measurements may be mandatory. An example is detecting radars in the 5.47-5.725 GHz band, where some countries want all devices to be capable of radar detection, and other countries just specify the operation of the BSS as a whole, rather than of each and every station.

Remedy - Change the sentence to require some measurements, as indicated by Behavior limits entries in Annex I and J. I will provide draft text for Annex I and J to add Behavior limits entries for mandatory measurements before the May interim meeting.

Resolution – deferred - same as #759

Comment #771 – Clause 19 – Ecclesine
Problem - There is no Extended Rate PHY clause 19 in the amended IEEE Std. 802.11™, 1999 edition, and there is a Table 123 in the clause 18 PHY amendment.
Remedy - Remove any clause 19 text.
Resolution – decline – the baseline for 11k include clause 19 as part of 11g, see P1 L11.

Comment #773 – Clause Annex J and I, Ecclesine
Problem - Approved Amendment J to IEEE Std. 802.11™, 1999 Edition defines Regulatory Classes in Annex I and J, and Behavior limits in Annex I refer to mandatory requirements of Regulatory Domains, like Dynamic Frequency Selection in the 5 GHz band. One part of DFS is the necessity to measure off-channel for a specified time before starting operation on that channel. 802.11k should be able to support such an off-channel measurement.

Remedy - Change Annex I and Annex J to specify measurements that are required to meet regulatory requirements, and give such measurements precedence over others.
Resolution – deferred – same #759

Comment #776 – Clause 7.3.2.12 – Wright

Problem - Last paragraph sounds behavioral
Remedy - Move behavioral text to clause 11.  Anyway, there are only two places where the "Request information" element is referred to in clause 11.  It would be helpful to see more of what it's for.
Resolution – deferred – same as #80
14. Call end 10:30 AM PST
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