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April 8, 2010 Teleconference
Agenda:
1. Call to Order, Patent Notification

2. TG Status

3. Presentation on 3rd party location
4. Adjourn


Please review the documents at the following links prior to the call:

-  IEEE Patent Policy - http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/pat-slideset.ppt
-  Affiliation FAQ - http://standards.ieee.org/faqs/affiliationFAQ.html
-  Anti-Trust FAQ - http://standards.ieee.org/resources/antitrust-guidelines.pdf 
-  Ethics - http://www.ieee.org/portal/cms_docs/about/CoE_poster.pdf
Notes – Thursday, April 8, 2010
Attendees: Gabor Bajko (Nokia), Leo Estevez (TI), Bill Marshall (AT&T), Emily Qi (Intel), Dorothy Stanley (Aruba Networks), Qi Wang (Broadcom), Harry Worstell (AT&T).
1. Chair called meeting to order: 1405 Eastern
Chair called attention to the patent policy slides. Are there any questions on the slides?

None

Chair asked: Are there any patent claim(s)/patent application claim(s) and/or the holder of patent claim(s)/patent application claim(s) that the participant believes may be essential for the use of that standard? 
None brought forward

Are there any additions to the proposed agenda? No changes proposed.
2. TG Status
The second recirculation Sponsor Ballot is currently underway, closing on April 13th. 
3.  Presentation 3rd party location – Gabor Bajko (Nokia), see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/10/11-10-0086-03-000v-3rd-party-location.doc .
· Gabor reviewed the proposed text changes. Discussion on the document:

· Should the term “LCI” be used in Table 29l to be consistent with the other entries? Was discussed in earlier presentations. The term “LCI” should be changed in the TGk base. Gabor has a TGmb comment to do this. Use the correct term for the new entry, and 11 mb will correct the base.

· Why is the Requestor Address field needed? Wouldn’t this be the same as the MAC address field in the frame header? Yes, it is the same value, but propose to add the field so that the frame contents can be forwarded to the third party by the AP without the field value being lost.
· Bottom of page 5, Table should be changed so that existing text is unchanged.

· In clause 11 text, change from “sub-option field” to “field”.

Next con call: April 15th, 2pm Eastern. Agenda: Ballot comment resolution, review any additional changes to 10-0086.
Bridge info: 1-719-457-6209
Code: 712-821-8641
2 hours
4. Adjourned at 1430 Eastern. 
April 15, 2010 Teleconference

Agenda:

Call to Order, Patent Notification

TG Status

Presentation on 3rd party location

Comment Resolution

Adjourn


Please review the documents at the following links prior to the call:

-  IEEE Patent Policy - http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/pat-slideset.ppt
-  Affiliation FAQ - http://standards.ieee.org/faqs/affiliationFAQ.html
-  Anti-Trust FAQ - http://standards.ieee.org/resources/antitrust-guidelines.pdf 
-  Ethics - http://www.ieee.org/portal/cms_docs/about/CoE_poster.pdf
Notes – Thursday, April 15, 2010
Attendees: Gabor Bajko (Nokia), Peter Ecclesine (Cisco), Leo Estevez (TI), Padam Kafle (Nokia), Bill Marshall (AT&T), Emily Qi (Intel), Jon Rosdahl (CSR), Ian Sherlock (TI), Dorothy Stanley (Aruba Networks), Allan Thomson (Cisco), Qi Wang (Broadcom), Harry Worstell (AT&T).

1. Chair called meeting to order: 1405 Eastern
Chair called attention to the patent policy slides. Are there any questions on the slides?

None

Chair asked: Are there any patent claim(s)/patent application claim(s) and/or the holder of patent claim(s)/patent application claim(s) that the participant believes may be essential for the use of that standard? 
None brought forward

Are there any additions to the proposed agenda? No changes proposed.

2. TG Status
The second recirculation Sponsor Ballot closed on April 13th, the comment resolution spreadsheet is posted, see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/10/11-10-0474-00-000v-sb-recirc-2-comments.xls .
3.  Presentation 3rd party location – Gabor Bajko (Nokia), see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/10/11-10-0086-05-000v-3rd-party-location.doc .

· Gabor reviewed the changes to the document.

· Discussion on renaming “requestor” to “target” in the frame field. AP may respond, potentially use a new error code to indicate an AP-determined failure.

· Edited additional text for a note on privacy, to be added to 11.22.4.1 and 11.10.8.6, 11.10.8.9, 11.10.8.10

 “User Applications should not send location information to other stations without the express permission of the user. User agents acquire permission through a user interface, unless they have prearranged trust relationships with users, as described below. Those permissions that are acquired through the user interface and that are preserved beyond the current browsing session (i.e. beyond the time when the BSS connection is terminated) are revocable and receiving stations should respect revoked permissions.”
“Some user applications may have prearranged trust relationships that do not require such user interfaces. For example, while a social networking application might present a user interface when a friend performs a geolocation request, a VOIP telephone may not present any user interface when using location information to perform an E911 function.”

· Discussion on adding text restricting sending such a frame to WNM stations only – no way for a non-AP STA to know characteristincs of the other non-AP STA.
· Gabor will revise the document to incorporate the agreed changes, and post an updated version. Adoption of the document will resolve CIDs 22, 1142 and 1157 in the current ballot.
4. Discussion of Initial SB comments from Peter Ecclesine , see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/10/11-10-0474-00-000v-sb-recirc-2-comments.xls .
· CIDs 272, 273 – Reviewed wording change, agree that adopted wording change addresses the concern. Question on text in 7.3.2.84, P 100L49. The indicated time could be in the past. Potentially, would be a corner case and has to be considered in context of the additional information provided. Mechanism supports periodic and non-periodic reporting, no different than the UAPSD-Coexistence that was introduced. Peter to review.

· CID 278 – Reviewed Timing Measurement primitives figure in Clause 10, follows example of other sections. Agree that there is no issue.

5. Discussion on Event, Diagnostics, Time Advertisement and DMS comments, see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/10/11-10-0474-00-000v-sb-recirc-2-comments.xls .
· Event CID 278 – Agree that “optional” should be added to each of the noted elements, also add instructions for the editor to make consistent throughput the draft.

· Diagnostics CID 1171 – Agree with proposed resolution.
· CID 9 – Disagree, the antenna count field indicates the number of antennas of the indicated type. See 11.22.3.3.
· CID 8 – Disagree, there may be no antenna configured.
· Time Advertisement CID 6 – Agree, as in comment.
· DMS CID 1173 – Agree that the value is used to indicate both conditions. Discussion on alternative ways to disambiguate the cases. Use the prior value for the first case, or use bits 0-3 as a flag field. Qi to review and propose a preferred mechanism.
· CID 1169 – Disagree, the Dialog Token field is present in the frame formats.
· CID 1168 – Agree, as in comment.
· CID 21 – Agree that the text has been removed. Agree to remove the MIB variables.
· CID 16 – Disagree, the text is clear – a single value is assigned by the AP throughout the BSS.
· Pick up next time with CIDs 15 & 14.
Next con call: April 20th, 2pm Eastern. Agenda: Ballot comment resolution, review any additional changes to 10-0086.

Bridge info: 1-719-457-6209
Code: 712-821-8641
2 hours
4. Adjourned at 1600 Eastern. 
April 20, 2010 Teleconference

Agenda:

Call to Order, Patent Notification

TG Status

Presentation on 3rd party location

Comment Resolution

Adjourn


Please review the documents at the following links prior to the call:

-  IEEE Patent Policy - http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/pat-slideset.ppt
-  Affiliation FAQ - http://standards.ieee.org/faqs/affiliationFAQ.html
-  Anti-Trust FAQ - http://standards.ieee.org/resources/antitrust-guidelines.pdf 
-  Ethics - http://www.ieee.org/portal/cms_docs/about/CoE_poster.pdf
Notes – Tuesday, April 20, 2010
Attendees: Gabor Bajko (Nokia), Leo Estevez (TI), Bill Marshall (AT&T), Emily Qi (Intel), Ian Sherlock (TI), Dorothy Stanley (Aruba Networks), Allan Thomson (Cisco), Qi Wang (Broadcom).
1. Chair called meeting to order: 1405 Eastern
Chair called attention to the patent policy slides. Are there any questions on the slides?

None

Chair asked: Are there any patent claim(s)/patent application claim(s) and/or the holder of patent claim(s)/patent application claim(s) that the participant believes may be essential for the use of that standard? 
None brought forward

Are there any additions to the proposed agenda? No changes proposed.

2. TG Status
The second recirculation Sponsor Ballot closed on April 13th, the comment resolution spreadsheet is posted, the latest version, incorporating proposed resolutions to the editorial comments is here: https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/10/11-10-0474-02-000v-sb-recirc-2-comments.xls .
3.  Presentation 3rd party location – Gabor Bajko (Nokia), see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/10/11-10-0086-06-000v-3rd-party-location.doc .

· Gabor reviewed the changes to the document made based on the discussion from the last call.
· Disucssion of additional changes: add “and Report” in 11.10.8.6, and similar to indicate that the report is optional also.
· Change “generated” text to match language from previous paragraph.

· Could have a corner case in which the requsting STA has dis-associated. Change to “assocuiated STA” to indicate that the reponse is returned only to an associated STA.

· Gabor will incorporate the additional edits, and post an R7. Ran out of time for a motion on this call, take it up first thing on the next call, April 29th.
4. Discussion on remaining DMS comments, see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/10/11-10-0474-02-000v-sb-recirc-2-comments.xls .
· CID 14 – Agree with proposed resolution.
· CID 13 – Agree with proposed resolution, table number in resolution corrected to be 7-43bb.
· CID 16 – Revisit from last time. Still open. Unclear how “the same” is identified. Allan to follow-up with TGaa authors. 
· CID 21 – Revisit from last time. Emily to investigate when the text was added, since it wasn’t added from the DMS submission. Could be an editing error in the MIB.
· CID 1173 – Resolve as “Principle” with the number change as discussed last week. Also switch the order of the 2 paragraphs below Table 7-43bf.
5. Discussion on Editorial comments, see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/10/11-10-0474-02-000v-sb-recirc-2-comments.xls .
· CID 1167 – Agree to remove the 6-level headings, increment the section heading and insert a new heading for the baseline text

· CID 1154 – Agree with proposed resolution, increment the section heading and insert a new heading for the baseline text

· CID 38 – Still open, Dorothy to e-mail the commenter for additional suggested renaming, “Coexistence using U-APSD” as an alternative. Discussion – can also keep the current name. The current name is accurate, need to parse “U-APSD” as the modifier to “Coexistence”

· CID 3 – Resolve as “principle” with wording changes to generalize the feature names

6. Discussion on additional technical comments that are similar to the editorial comments:

· General CID 56 – Agree, as in comment.
· MIB CID 1155 – Agree, as in comment. Dorothy and Emily to validate that the entry identified by the commenter is the only omission – review dependent drafts, post a summary document.

7. Discussion on MIB comments

· Nearly all of the remaining MIB comments relate to a single issue – do we incorporate the changes that TGmb is making to the MIB names and descriptions. Had comments on this before, decided to not make the changes in TGv, rather incorporate in TGmb.

· Not a TGmb issue, related to ARC document 11-09/533r1. 

· Is this a mandate or a recommendation? CAC agreed.

· Unclear that it is a mandate – 11p, 11z partially complying, 11n didn’t comply.

· No conclusion reached.

We agreed to move the planned Thursday May 6th con call to Tuesday May 4th, 9-10 Pacific, noon-1 Eastern.
Next con call: Thursday April 29th, 2pm Eastern. Agenda: 
· Motion on 10-0086

a. Motion: Resolve CIDs 22, 1157 and 1142 as “Principle” with a Resolution Detail of “Adopt the text changes indicated in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/10/11-10-0086-07-000v-3rd-party-location.doc”

· Ballot comment resolution: 
a. Location

b. U-APSD Coexistence
c. WNM-Notification, Timing Measurement

d. Remaining DMS (16,21), Editorial (38)

e. MIB

f. General, General-H

g. Any comments with questions on the proposed resolutions: know of Diagnostics 8,9

Bridge info: 1-719-457-6209
Code: 712-821-8641
2 hours
8. Adjourned at 1600 Eastern. 

April 29, 2010 Teleconference

Agenda:

Call to Order, Patent Notification

TG Status

Presentation on 3rd party location

Comment Resolution

Adjourn


Please review the documents at the following links prior to the call:

-  IEEE Patent Policy - http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/pat-slideset.ppt
-  Affiliation FAQ - http://standards.ieee.org/faqs/affiliationFAQ.html
-  Anti-Trust FAQ - http://standards.ieee.org/resources/antitrust-guidelines.pdf 
-  Ethics - http://www.ieee.org/portal/cms_docs/about/CoE_poster.pdf
Notes – Thurday, April 29, 2010
Attendees: Gabor Bajko (Nokia), Peter Ecclesine (Cisco), Leo Estevez (TI), Jon Rosdahl (CSR), Ian Sherlock (TI), Dorothy Stanley (Aruba Networks), Allan Thomson (Cisco), Qi Wang (Broadcom).
1. Chair called meeting to order: 1405 Eastern
Chair called attention to the patent policy slides. Are there any questions on the slides?

None

Chair asked: Are there any patent claim(s)/patent application claim(s) and/or the holder of patent claim(s)/patent application claim(s) that the participant believes may be essential for the use of that standard? 
None brought forward

Are there any additions to the proposed agenda? No changes proposed.

2. TG Status
The second recirculation Sponsor Ballot closed on April 13th, the comment resolution spreadsheet is posted, the latest version, incorporating proposed resolutions to the editorial comments is here: https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/10/11-10-0474-03-000v-sb-recirc-2-comments.xls .
3. Presentation 3rd party location – Gabor Bajko (Nokia), see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/10/11-10-0086-08-000v-3rd-party-location.doc .

· Gabor reviewed the changes to the document made based on the discussion from the last call.

· Discussion – how does the requesting STA know the MAC address of the target STA? From the upper layer application, the use case envisioned is for a mobile augmented reality for social networking application. 

· Why not use that upper loayer for the location information? Initially use a location server, but that solution doesn’t scale. Use the locally available info in the BSS.One additional change identified, change from “does not support it, it” to “does not support 3rd party request, it”
4. Motion on 3rd party location
a. Motion: Resolve CIDs 22, 1157 and 1142 as “Principle” with a Resolution Detail of “Adopt the text changes indicated in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/10/11-10-0086-09-000v-3rd-party-location.doc”

b. Mover: Gabor Bajko (Nokia)
c. Seconder: Leo Estevez (TI)

d. Discussion: None

e. Result: 5 (Jon Rosdahl, Gabor Bajko, Leo Estevez, Ian Sherlock, Qi Wang)-0-2 (Peter Ecclesine, Allan Thomson). Motion Passes
4. Discussion on remaining Editorial CID 38.  Result of action item (Dorothy) from last time – to discuss with commenter results in proposed resolution of Principle, changing text in 5.2.11.20 U-APSD Coexistence. Commenter agrees with the proposed resolution. No additional changes identified. 

Change from

The U-APSD Coexistence capability enables an AP to transmit frames during a period of the service period that improves the likelihood that the non-AP STA receives the frames when the non-AP STA is experiencing interference. The U-APSD Coexistence capability reduces the likelihood that the AP transmits frames during the service period that are not received successfully.

to

The U-APSD Coexistence capability enables the non-AP STA to indicate a requested transmission duration to the AP for use during U-APSD service periods.Use of the transmission duration enables the AP to transmit frames during the service period and improve the likelihood that the non-AP STA receives the frames when the non-AP STA is experiencing interference. The U-APSD Coexistence capability reduces the likelihood that the AP transmits frames during the service period that are not received successfully.

5. Discussion on DMS CID 16. Result of action item (Allan) from last time – add text to Clause 7 and 11 indicating that unique identifier is independent of order. P105L3 7.3.2.88, change from
"The DMSID field is assigned by the AP and provides a unique identifier within the BSS for the DMS traffic flow identified by the TCLAS Elements, TCLAS Processing Element and TSPEC Element fields." 

to

"The DMSID field is assigned by the AP and provides a unique identifier within the BSS for the DMS traffic flow identified by the TCLAS Elements, TCLAS Processing Element and TSPEC Element fields."The uniqueness of the identifier is independent of the ordering of the TCLAS elements.

and

11.22.15, P262L12, Insert the following sentence at the end of the paragraph "When one or more STAs send a DMS  request to an AP, containing a DMS descriptor with a set of TCLAS element and  TCLAS processing elements that are identical irrespective of ordering to another successfully received DMS request that is not yet terminated, the AP  shall assign the same DMSID as was assigned to the previous DMS  request.

6. Discussion on DMS CID 21. Result of action item (Dorothy) from last time – delete the 3 DMS MIB entries identified by the comment. They were deleted in January, and via editing error came back in.

7. Discussion on Diagnostics CID 8. Result of action item (Allan) from last time – modify text description in clause 7. Allan to review CID 9. P66L61Change from

“The Antenna Count field contains a one octet field indicating the number of antennas of the indicated Antenna Type.

The Antenna Gain field contains the peak gain in dBi of the antenna.

The Antenna Type field contains an ASCII string (truncated to 251 octets if required) indicating the type of antenna connected to the wireless network adapter. This string is not null terminated.”
to

“The Antenna Count field contains a one octet field indicating the number of antennas of the indicated Antenna Type. The Antenna Count field value 0 is reserved.

The Antenna Gain field contains the peak gain in dBi of the antenna.

The Antenna Type field contains an ASCII string (truncated to 251 octets if required) describing the antenna model information of the antenna(s) connected to the wireless adapter. The Antenna Type field does not change based on different modes of operation of the antenna(s), as may be identified by the Antenna ID field (see 7.3.2.40). This string is not null terminated. Note - beamforming antennas may have several Antenna IDs, depending on antenna bearing.”

8. Discussion on CID 1155. Result of action item (Dorothy) to review dot11StationCOnfigEntry text to make sure items are not missing. See https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/10/11-10-0477-00-000v-tgv-station-config-table-entry-comment.doc . Reviewed analysis of the base and subsequent amendment addtions. Changes indicated. Agreed to go with the simplification (as used by 11y) indicating only the additions, not duplicating all of the entries. Resolution of Principle, with a resolution of  “Replace the current dot11StationConfig table of Annex D exhaustive list and editing instructions with: 

Change the end of the dot11StationConfig table of Annex D as follows:

dot11TDLSProbeDelay INTEGER,
dot11WirelessManagementImplemented TruthValue,

dot11BssMaxIdlePeriod INTEGER,

dot11TIMBroadcastInterval INTEGER,

dot11TIMBroadcastOffset INTEGER,

dot11StatsMinTriggerTimeout INTEGER,

dot11RRMCivicMeasurementEnabled TruthValue,

dot11RRMIdentifierMeasurementEnabled TruthValue,

dot11TimeAdvertisementDTIMInterval INTEGER,

dot11TimeAdvertisementTimeError OCTET STRING,

dot11TimeAdvertisementTimeValue OCTET STRING} “
9. Discussion of remaining MIB category entries, see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/10/11-10-0474-03-000v-sb-recirc-2-comments.xls . 

f. CIDs 57 through 113 are related to changes to align with the new 11mb naming and variable descriptions. Should we adopt these? A lot of changes. Need to be made at some point. The commenter has identified specific changes. Then include. Resolution to CIDs 57 through 113 is “Agree” As in comment, except for CIDs 64-66, where the identified MIB variables are being deleted by DMS CID 21.

g. CID 55 – Agree, as in comment. Typo in variable name.

h. CID 54 – Principle, correct variable name.

i. CIDs 48 through 53 – Looks like the MIB variables are missing. Action item – Dorothy  to investigate. Post meeting update – the variables were in Draft 7, then omitted in Draft 8/9 & 10. Will include definitions in next rev of the spreadsheet (10-0474-04).
j. CIDs 42-47 – Principle, correct variable names.

k. CID 39 – This comment is asking for all of the MIB variables to be updated per the mb guidelines. Have resolved this if we adopt the CID 57-113 resolutions as discussed.  Post meeting observation – CIDs 57-113 cover all of the dot11StationConfigTable entries, and some but not all of the dot11MgmtOptionsEntry variables. Need to discuss. Have added editing instructions to cover the rest of the the dot11MgmtOptionsEntry variables.
l. CID 25 – Disagree, the conventions of 7.1.1 apply. 

10. Discussion on the General-H category comments.
m. These comments are all asking for features to be deleted.  Agree to decline.
11. Motion
n. Adopt the resolution for comment category “General-H” comments, as “disagree” with a resolution detail of “The TG reiterates it rationale for declining the comment. Some performace enhancements may indeed also provide or enable improved management of the 802.11 network:  "The TG and the commenter disagree on the interpretaion of the PAR. The TG believes that the feature is in scope as it enables further management of 802.11 devices in wireless networks. Prior work in radio measurement was performed to "... provide the capability for a STA to manage and query its radio environment, and to make appropriate assessments about its health and efficiency (See P4,  IEEE 802.11k-2008.). This feature extends those capabilities."
o. Mover: Peter Ecclesine
p. Seconded: Jon Rosdahl
q. Discussion – none
r. Result 3 (Peter Ecclesine, Jon Rosdahl, Qi Wang) - 0- 0 Motion Passes
12. Discusion on proposed resolution for General category CIDs 1166, 1156, 40 and 24. 
s. These are all related to AP collaboration.

t. Proposed approach is to decline reiterating the rationale given in the last ballot. “The TG (CRC) reiterates its previous decline reasons listed below, 1. The mechanism is useful only when the vast majority of the load in the BSS is known to the AP. When there is a large amount of contention-period load, the AP may give away bandwidth that is needed by its associated stations. 
2. The mechanism requires inter-BSS communication, i.e., roughly collocated, co-channel APs, which are likely to occur only in the 2.4GHz band. The mechanism would be rarely used in the 5 GHz band, as there are significantly more channels available, allowing APs to have channels to themselves (which is a better solution).
4. The proposed solution for STAs that do not support spectrum management will cause neighboring BSS STAs and APs to be prevented from using the channel." 
In addition 
(a The proposed solution is applicable to the case of 2-3 Aps, becoming less effective as problem gets more severe. 
(b) The mechansim to disable MIB variable use, once set is not defined.
(c) TGaa is focusing specifically on the OBSS problem. The TGaa OBSS solutions apply to all applications; they are not restricted to the video application.

u. Continue discussion on the next call.

We had previously agreed to move the planned Thursday May 6th con call to Tuesday May 4th, 9-10 Pacific, noon-1 Eastern. Thus the remaining calls are Tuesday May 4th 9-10am Pacific, noon-1 Eastern and Thursday May 13th 2pm Eastern, 2 hours.
Next con call: Tuesday May 4th, noon Eastern. Agenda: 

· Motion on comment categories from previous con calls
a. Move to Adopt the “agree”, “disagree” and “principle” comment resolutions for the DMS, Editorial, Event, Time Advertisement category comments in 10-0474-04 as approved comment resolutions for TGv Draft 10.0 Sponsor ballot comments.

· Ballot comment resolution: 

a. Location

b. U-APSD Coexistence
c. WNM-Notification, Timing Measurement

d. MIB – CIDs 48-53,  39, Diagnostics 9
e. General 
Bridge info: 1-719-457-6209, Code: 712-821-8641, 2 hours
13. Adjourned at 1605 Eastern. 
May 4, 2010 Teleconference

Agenda:

Call to Order, Patent Notification

TG Status

Presentation on 3rd party location

Comment Resolution

Adjourn


Please review the documents at the following links prior to the call:

-  IEEE Patent Policy - http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/pat-slideset.ppt
-  Affiliation FAQ - http://standards.ieee.org/faqs/affiliationFAQ.html
-  Anti-Trust FAQ - http://standards.ieee.org/resources/antitrust-guidelines.pdf 
-  Ethics - http://www.ieee.org/portal/cms_docs/about/CoE_poster.pdf
Notes – Tuesday, May 4, 2010
Attendees: Peter Ecclesine (Cisco), Bill Marshall (AT&T), Dorothy Stanley (Aruba Networks), Emily Qi, (Intel), Allan Thomson (Cisco), Qi Wang (Broadcom), Harry Worstell (AT&T). Two additional attendees called in but did not identify themselves, from 973-236-6920 and 719-244-9200.
1. Chair called meeting to order: Noon Eastern
Chair called attention to the patent policy slides. Are there any questions on the slides?

None

Chair asked: Are there any patent claim(s)/patent application claim(s) and/or the holder of patent claim(s)/patent application claim(s) that the participant believes may be essential for the use of that standard? 
None brought forward

Are there any additions to the proposed agenda? No changes proposed.

2. TG Status
The second recirculation Sponsor Ballot closed on April 13th, the comment resolution spreadsheet is posted, the latest version, incorporating proposed resolutions to the editorial comments and comments discussed to date is here: https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/10/11-10-0474-04-000v-sb-recirc-2-comments.xls .

3. Discussion on UAPSD Coexistence category comments
· CID 1181, 1182 – Agree with proposed resolution
· CID 1179 – Principle, minor text change.
· CID 1178 – Principle, text changes proposed to clarify, commenter agrees.
· CID 1176 – Principle, Also fix figure number at P107L8.

· CID 1175, 1174 – Agree with proposed resolution

· CID 37 – Still open. Key issue is whether reporting only capability is useful. Legacy APs will be able to support reporting only with a firmware upgrade. May not be able to support the transition management. Also concern with continuing changes to the draft.

· CIDs 36, 35 – Disagree reason updated.

· CID 34 – Agree with proposed resolution.

· CID 20 – Still open, commenter contacted for additional input.

· CID 4, 5 – Agree with proposed resolution. 

4. Discussion of remaining MIB category entries, see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/10/11-10-0474-04-000v-sb-recirc-2-comments.xls . 

· CIDs 48 through 53 –Also need to add editing instructions to delete the dot11MgmtOptionTimeAdvertisementImplemented TruthValue,

dot11MgmtOptionTimeAdvertisementEnabled TruthValue and their subsequent definitions.
Discussion on removing these 2 vs renaming, agree to remove.
Continue discussion on remaining comments on the next con call: Thursday May 13th, 1400 Eastern. 
Plan to have motion on comment resolutions agreed to date, request to forward planned motions to the chair, so they can be announced beforehand.

Agenda: 
· Ballot comment resolution: 

a. WNM-Notification, Timing Measurement

b. Location

c. U-APSD Coexistence – CIDs 37, 20
d. MIB – CID 39, Diagnostics 9

e. General 

· Motion on comment categories from previous con calls
a. Move to Adopt the “agree”, “disagree” and “principle” comment resolutions for the DMS, Editorial, Event, Time Advertisement, U-APSD, WNM-Notification and Timing Measurement category comments in 10-0474-05 as approved comment resolutions for TGv Draft 10.0 Sponsor ballot comments.

Bridge info: 1-719-457-6209, Code: 712-821-8641, 2 hours
4. Adjourned at 1305 Eastern. 
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