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Chair called the meeting to order at 5:05 pm Eastern time, May 3, 2007.

The previously announced conference call details and agenda are as follows:


1-888-875-9370 (US) or 1-916-356-2663
Bridge: 1
Code: 7796697

Draft agenda:

1. Welcome, IPR Policy, Agenda
2. Review May Meeting submissions and agenda – Montreal agenda in 07/348r2
3. Discuss any comments on TGv Draft 0.10, available in the members area of the 802.11 website, comments in 07/0594r0
Chair asked if all attendees on the call have viewed the new IPR policy, available at http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/pat-slideset.ppt  . All attendees had viewed the policy and had no related questions or notices.
Attendees: 

Dorothy Stanley

Allan Thomson

Bill Marshall

Emily Qi

Alex Ashley

Jiyoung Huh
Discussion: May Meeting Agenda, see 07/348r2. We have 5 sessions, Monday AM, 2 on Tuesday, one on Wednesday and one on Thursday. Allan is fine with the Monday timeslot for his E-911 location presentation; the corresponding motion will be Tuesday (due to 4-hour rule). Agreed to move AP Collaboration to Tuesday AM, swapping with Leader Based Multi-cast. Emily is fine with the two timeslots at this point.The chair will contact other authors to confirm their submission plans.
Chair: One of the objectives for Montreal is to determine LB readiness – that is, decide if we want to go out to LB in May (as currently scheduled) or wait until July. If we go to LB out of May, and have all changes incorporated into the document prior to Thursday’s session, then we will have one ballot on the draft directly. If we go to LB without seeing the final draft for 4 hours on Thursday, then we have 2 LBs – one to approve the editor’s preparation of the draft, and a second on approval for forwarding to SB.

Discussion: Comments on Draft 0.10 (.doc) and Draft 0.11 (pdf version)

Comment that the frame conversion was very clean – a lot of work by the editor. Discussed comments in 07/0594 r1:

Comment line 2 – Title format - Editorial, editor to incorporate change

Comment line 3 – Need intro material, present while the amendment is under development, and removed at publication. Dorothy volunteered to draft text for this.

Comments lines 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9 – Title format, editing instructions, numbering – all editorial, editor to incorporate changes
Comment line 10 & 11 – Re-word as definitions – agreed these are editorial, no change to technical content, editor to incorporate changes
Comment lines 12, 13 – Text in 5.4.3.7 is actually not inserted by TGw; TGw has a sentence in 5.4.3.7 indicating that all action frames are protected (Draft 2.0 page 5 line 3). We agreed that the text currently added by TGv is not needed. Recommended resolution: delete Clause 5 changes from the TGv draft. 

Comment lines 14, 15, 16, 18, 19, 21, 22, 24, 25, 27, 28, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34 – deal with numbering and require coordination with other amendments under development – all editorial, editor to incorporate changes.

Comment lines 17, 20, 23, 26, 29, 35, 37 – all deal with the duplicate Extended Channel Switch Announcement and Supported Regulatory Class elements that are included in TGv, and also in TGy and TGn. Since all amendments modify a single base specification, and will be rolled-up, the change should only appear in one document – the one that is in line to be published first. Note, we had discussed this in a previous meeting and agreed to put in a note to this effect. There is still a concern that the elements might be removed from TGy. There is also concern that having the elements in TGv will only be comment bait. We agreed to leave these comments open for now. If TGv goes to LB in July, TGy will be in the last stages of LB recirculation, as TGy is scheduled to be in SB in July – enabling higher confidence that the elements will remain in TGy, and that we can take out the TGv text in July. If we go to LB in May, will have to make a decision earlier. 

One suggestion - Pass a motion in TGv that “It is the intent if TGv that ECSA and SRC be present in the standard. Instruct the editor to execute the required editing changes to support this.” Since the text is present in TGy, and as long as the text remains there, then duplicate text is not needed in the TGv amendment. If TGy continues to preceed TGv and the text is removed from TGy for any reason, the editor would put it back into the TGv draft. 
Comment line 36 – Too many information elements. The commenter suggests that some elements cam be just defined in the action frames (no IE needed) or combined. The underlying concern is that TGv is using up too much of a limited resource. Can extend the numbering space – yes, but want to delay that day as long as possible.
We will need to address this issue, it had been raised in the past, and we have deferred it.  IEs were used as this is the typical convention – provides flexibility to include in additional action frames or other management frames. True, but only used in one frame currently.
The editor wil prepare draft 0.12 incorporating the editorial comments. Then have a motion in Montreal to accept Draft 0.12 as the current draft. Continue developing comment resolutions in Montreal.
Meeting adjourned at 3pm Eastern.
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This document contains the meeting minutes from the TGv teleconference held May 3, 2007.
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