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1.0 Meeting called to order 4:02pm – 15-17 attendees
1.1 Review of Patent Policy
1.2 Patent Policy reviewed.
	REVIEW IEEE, IEEE-SA, 802 LMSC, 802.11 POLICIES & PROCEDURES (P&Ps)

	To Be Read & Reviewed:

	Revision to Patent Policy Slides

	IEEE-SA PATENT POLICY

	Participants Made Aware of the Following and Understand:

	IEEE CODE OF ETHICS

	IEEE-STANDARDS ASSOCIATION (IEEE-SA) AFFILATION FAQ

	IEEE-SA ANTITRUST & COMPETITION POLICY

	IEEE-SA LETTER OF ASSURANCE (LOA) FORM

	IEEE-SA STANDARDS BOARD PATENT COMMITTEE (PATCOM) INFORMATION

	IEEE-SA PATENT FAQ

	IEEE 802 LAN / MAN STANDARDS COMMITTEE (LMSC) POLICIES & PROCEDURES

	IEEE 802.11 WLANS WORKING GROUP POLICIES & PROCEDURES

	CALL FOR ESSENTIAL PATENTS

	IEEE-SA LETTERS OF ASSURANCE (LOA) DATABASE SHOWING P802.11 LOAS ACCEPTED


1.3  See slide 5-7 in 11-09-0341r0 for more links.

1.4 Call for Potentially Essential Patents

1.4.1 None made

1.5 Review of other guidelines for IEEE WG Meetings – slide 8-10
1.6 Review Attendance recording procedures
1.6.1 11-09-0246r0 is the up-to-date reference for these procedures.

1.7 Documents – there is now a designation that there is a TGmb and a “TGm” going forward, please use the new “TGmb” designation.
1.8 Review of Agenda:

· Call meeting to order

· Agenda review

· Policies & procedures (including patent policy)

· Attendance recording & meeting resources

· Approval of prior meeting minutes

· Call for Officers (Technical Editor)

· TGmb revision status & schedule

· Interpretation request

· Comment review & resolution

· Plans for next meeting

· Authorize teleconferences & ad hocs

· Review timeline

· AOB

· Adjourn

1.9 Agenda approved with out objection.

1.10 Approval of prior meeting minutes
1.10.1 Approved by unanimous consent.

1.11  Call for Officers (Technical Editor)

1.11.1  One volunteer has come forward: Adrian Stephens

1.11.2 Nominations closed
1.11.3 Election of Adrian Stephens approved with out objection.

1.11.4 With the Technical Editor now filled, the quarter for Editor usage now ends.  The pool got up to $2.25 which was ceremoniously given to Adrian.

1.12  TGmb revision status & schedule

1.12.1 Editor Statement and state of TGmb documents

1.12.2 09-11-0250r0

1.12.3  Currrent Status of Drafts:

1.12.3.1 Current list is unapproved.
1.12.4 Editorial Process – graphic reviewed.

1.12.5 Query on where interim drafts are stored.
1.12.6 Output to the group is always the drafts posted in the Members area

1.12.7 Need to fill Editorial Review Panel – 
1.12.7.1 Each comment is checked by 2  people who report any defects.

1.12.7.2 If ~8 people sign-up, then it is not as much work.

1.12.7.3 Qalification – need eye for detail.

1.12.8 Need to have more Editors – 

1.12.8.1 This helps in training and to prepare someone to be an editor in other groups and to offload the work in this group.

1.12.8.2 Need to follow the IEEE-SA style guide.

1.12.9 This document, TGmb, will replae the current standard.

1.12.10  Review of editor Review note sheet used.
1.12.10.1 Review editor codes

1.12.11 Need to authorize the interim drafts to the Member’s area.

1.13 Plan of Record
· May 2008 – Issue Call for Comment/Input

· July 2008 – begin process input and old Interpretation requests 


Acknowledge previous Task Group referrals

· Sept 2008 – PAR revision process started

· Nov 2008 – close receipt of new input

· Nov 2008 – WG/EC approval of PAR Revision

· Dec 2008 – NesCom/SASB approval PAR Revision

· May 2009 – First WG Letter ballot  

· (includes All published Amendments as of May 2009)

· Sep/Nov 2009 – Recirc start

· November 2009– Form Sponsor Pool

· January 2010 – Sponsor Ballot Start

· (Include all published amendments as of Jan 2010)

· May 2010 – Sponsor Recirc

· Jan 2011 – WG/EC Final Approval (Nov 2010 conditional approval)
· Mar 2011 – RevCom/SASB Approval

1.13.1 Initial ballot will have to include what is approved/published as of that point.
1.13.1.1 Review of Amendment ordering to identify what is added approximately when.

1.13.2 Review of the time to do Rev TGma
1.14 Interpretation request
1.14.1 None

1.14.2 The one from January needs to be approved by the EC.  This will be done during the EC Closing meeting.

1.15 Comment review & resolution
1.15.1 CID 58 – Presentation and straw-polls for consideration.

1.15.1.1 Review 11-09-0335r0

1.15.1.2 Concern of how the Multiple BSSID set was defined and how it may be used.
1.15.1.3 What can a BSS share?
1.15.1.4 Straw-Poll Questions?
1.15.1.4.1 Which Action do you believe TGmb should consider for Multiple BSSID concepts?

1.15.1.4.1.1 Add/change text to clarify the concept, and provide limitations and/or guidance

1.15.1.4.1.2 Do nothing, clarification is not needed and/or the flexibility is appropriate

1.15.1.4.1.3 Existing Standard and amendments do not have a problem, discuss issue with 802.11v and others to fix it.

1.15.1.4.2 Discussion on why various views are justified.  Various thoughts on why option 1 or 3 was relavent.  Initially k was going to do one thing and v would do the management and any leftover measurement issues.  From a historical point of view TGv should deal with this.
1.15.1.4.3 Thought on if Pilot frames need fixing, then it would be TGmb that would be addressing it, and the other use of MBSSID would be the need for the TGv or others using it.

1.15.1.4.4 Straw poll vote: 4, 0, 5
1.15.1.5 Request to Ask the TGv aware of this issue.  

1.15.1.5.1 AI: TGmb chair to contact TGv chair

1.15.1.5.2 AI: Mark to look at possibly posting a comment to TGv as well as notify the group.

1.15.1.6 Proposed Resolution: Decline MBSSID should be futher defined in the task groups that are currently using the concept.
1.15.1.6.1 Change the comment group to 10

1.15.2 Look at other CIDs looking for other easy one to finish
1.15.2.1 CID 81 and 92 need a security review. Nancy will look to review it and provide feedback for tomorrow’s time slot.

1.16 Recess at 6:01pm
2.0 TGm Wed PM2 Called to order at 4.01pm 13 attendees
2.1  Review remaining Agenda
2.1.1 Presentations

2.1.2 Comment Resolution

2.1.3 Preparation for May 2009 meeting

2.1.4 Teleconferences/ad hocs

2.1.5 Review Timeline

2.1.6 AOB

2.1.7 Adjourn 

2.2 Call for presentations
2.2.1 Jouni has a presentation but is not here.  We have some feedback on the reflector concerning that presentation that relates to CID 61, 62, and 101.
2.2.2 Review of 11-09-0003r2
2.2.2.1 The TGmb Chair (Mathew G.) presented the paper.
2.2.2.2 There was some discussion on the issue of the first four paragraphs use of frame vs. MSDU and if adding MMPDU to the instances of MSDU that was not changed to frame.
2.2.2.2.1 Do not shorten the use of MSDU to frame in the first 4 paragraphs.  but instead change “MSDU” to “MSDUs or MMPDUs”

2.2.2.2.2 Instead of adding “or MMPDUs to the first MSDU instance, we suggest that the list of frames that should be buffered be listed explicitly.  
2.2.2.3 Suggested change to 11.2.1 paragraph one: 

STAs changing Power Management mode shall inform the AP of this fact using the Power Management bits within the Frame ontorl Field of transmitted frames.  The AP shall buffer MSDUs to STAs operating in a PS mode.  The AP shall buffer the following MMPDUs to STAs operating in a PS mode: Action, Disassociatoin, Deauthentication, or Probe Response to unicast Probe Requests.  Buffered Frames shall be transmitted only at designated times.
2.2.2.4 So, while the group felt that the individual Task groups should indicate when a frame should or should not be buffered.  There should be a recommendation or Note be added to each action frame that indicates if it can be buffered.
2.2.2.5 For the next three paragraphs, it wsa discussed that because in the first paragraph we have defined a set of buffered frames, so going forward in this section , the buffered frames makes sense.
2.2.2.6 Taking the last sentence of the 4th paragraph and using it to start a new 2nd paragraph: If any STA in its BSS is in PS mode, the AP shall buffer all broadcast and multicast MSDUs and deliver them to all STAs immediately following the next Beacon Frame containing a DTIM transmission.  If any STA in its BSS is in PS mode, the AP shall buffer the following broadcast and multicast MMPDUS: Action, Disassociatoin, and Deathenticatoin.

2.2.2.7 Change the Proposed new sentence of “Power Management mode shall not change based on management frames except for Action frames.” to “The AP shall ignore the Power Management field in Management frames, except for Action frames.
2.2.2.8 We have an question for how to determine if we want the management frames to be allowed to send with Power management bit set to 1 or not.
2.2.2.9 So this was the end of time to discuss this and the chair will feed the document changes back to the author.
2.3 Preparation for May 2009 meeting
2.4 Teleconferences/ad hocs

2.4.1 Telcons we should have weekly.
2.4.2 11 am eastern on Fridays to make a stab at a good time.

2.4.3 1 hour in duration

2.5 Review Timeline

2.5.1 Will not change, but will use the one we set up on Tuesday.
2.6 AOB
2.6.1 Interpretation response will be presented to EC for approval at the closing EC meeting.
2.7 Adjourn at 6:pm
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