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Lee Armstrong (affiliation USDOT) started the teleconference at 3 pm Eastern Time, with Wayne Fisher (affiliation USDOT), John Kenney (affiliation VSC2), Wen Dong Hu (affiliation ST Microelectronics) George Vlamtis (affiliation ST Microelectronics), Tom Kurihara (no affiliation), Rick Noens (affiliation Motorola), Jerry Landt (affiliation USDOT), Francois Simon, (affiliation USDOT), Vinuth Rai (affiliation VSC2) and Susan Dickey (affiliation Caltrans) on the line. Armstrong reviewed our overall status. Since our letter ballot failed, we are redoing the draft, but trying to maintain traceability by showing changes traced to comment resolutions. We hope to have comment resolutions prepared before the Atlanta meeting, with consensus reached in teleconference so that they can be approved at the meeting. Those of us getting funding from USDOT are likely to lose it if we don’t see progress. We only failed by two votes, so if we can get two people to change their votes we pass. So I want to get to letter ballot at the next meeting. Fisher said it’s ambitious, but it’s the right thing to try to do. Noens expects to have low-hanging fruit on section 10 next week.
Simon commented that Vinuth Rai and John Kenney have been working on the definitions, in IEEE 802.11-07/2645r0, p 9. Kenney first presented the change to 3.16, BSS. No disagreement from the group on the addition of a clause about On-demand Beacon Frame to the basic service set definition. Rick asked for clarification on the change to WBSS to say zero or more, making sure that the intent is that a WBSS can consist of just the STA that announces the WBSS, even if no one joins. Kenney went on to discuss 3.168b, and the changing of language from by the upper layers to “through the MLME SAP”. Roy says we should just say “this is an information element whose contents are not specified in this document.” Kenney said that the proposed wording is also true and more specific, since the SAP is in fact part of our document  Armstrong suggested saying both by the upper layers and through the MLME SAP. Kenney then presented 3.168d and 3.168e, with On-Demand Beacon as the more general term, and 3.168e WAVE Advertisement Frame, asking whether this adequately shows the distinction between those two comments. Roy: what about WAVE Action Frame? Kenney: comments more revolutionary, this proposal is aimed at making incremental progress on correcting problems with D.3. Roy: then add an ‘r’ to Advertisement. Then Kenney presented 3.168c, WAVE mode, so that we can use the more concise term throughout, instead of repeating dot11WAVEServicesEnabled. No one had a comment on this definition. 

Simon remarked that he has tried to change user/provider everywhere in the document.  Dickey asked when she could see rewordings. Armstrong said the draft cannot be put on the server until it has been approved by a motion of the group, but rewordings of particular clauses may be put on the server for version control. Roy said he was inclined not to do that, since there is a possibility that this may change dramatically, so we may not want to expose all of that to the server. Fisher pointed out that if we send it out on the listserv, anyone in the working group who hasn’t excluded TGp receives it. So Simon will send the draft to people on request.
Simon asked to present comment resolution 2647r1, there was considerable discussion of the exact wording of the caption for Figure 7-76A and following text. 
Dickey pointed out that frame usage document is on server, asked for feedback next week.

Fisher pointed out that Jerry has put up comment resolutions for Appendix I, they look straightforward.

Armstrong: we’re going to have a good draft, we’re addressing most of the concerns that people have about it. We are aiming for motion to submit the improved draft to letter ballot in Atlanta. Vinuth: feels like in Dallas and San Francisco it seemed too haphazard and we rushed without dealing with loose ends. He is in favour of moving forward, but if still unresolved issues, we should not go to letter ballot. Vinuth asked how many comments have been resolved. Simon and Fisher said they will let us know what they have so far. 

Kenney asked the group to look for another submission in the next couple days on clause 11. Armstrong will be away for the next few weeks, so Fisher will be chairing telecons. 
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