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August 17th , 2010  PM 10:04-11:30 EDT, 19 in attendance 
Agenda refer to https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/10/11-10-0985-01-00af-august-17th-teleconference-plan-and-agenda.ppt . 
1. Richard Kennedy (RIM) is the chair of the group. Peter Ecclesine (Cisco) is the vice-chair of the group. Chair called meeting to order: 10:04 pm EDT. 
2. Agenda of the teleconference is reviewed and approved with unanimous consent.
3. Introduction
3.1. Chair welcomed participants to the Task Group teleconference.
3.2. Chair introduced the officers of the group.
3.2.1. Chair: Rich Kennedy (Research In Motion) 
3.2.2. Vice-chair, Technical Editor and Webex Facilitator: Peter Ecclesine (Cisco)

3.2.3. Recording Secretary:  Zhou Lan (NICT)
3.3. Chair reminded participants to record their attendance by sending mails to rikennedy@rim.com , petere@cisco.com and lan@nict.go.jp .

4. Administrative items
4.1. Chair presented the links for the documents related with the administrative items.
4.2. Chair reviewed the patent policy and meeting guideline slides. Is there anyone who is not familiar with the IEEE Patent Policy? None.
4.3. 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.
4.4. Chair reviewed other guidelines for IEEE WG meetings.
5. Yohannes (NICT) presented the updated information from document 11-10/712/r3

5.1. Peter Ecclesine (Cisco) commented the section numbers should be aligning with REVmb D5.0. 
6. Padam Kafle (Nokia) presented document 11-10/0812r1 and 11-10/813r1
6.1. Chen Sun asked whether the second tier beaconing STA is allowed to send beacon given the second tier beaconing STA is a client device

6.2. Padam Kafle responded the second tier beaconing STA is allowed to send beacons
6.3. Eunsum Kim (LGE) asked if we really need the second tier beaconing STA definition because it can be just a dependent AP. 
6.4. Padam Kafle responded the only difference of the dependent AP from the first and second tier beaconing STA it that the geo-location of the first tier is already recognized by the enabler; while the geo-location of the second tier doesn’t. The second is just for local area network such as D2D.
6.5. Zhou Lan (NICT) asked if the second tier beaconing STA can enable other STAs without having geo-location capability, they have to be master of fixed device.
6.6. Padam Kafle responded the first and second tier beaconing STAs are client device. They are same as dependent APs that only relay the enabling signal. 

6.7. Yohannes asked how the second tier beaconing STA control the range if they don’t provide geo-location information.
6.8. Padam Kafle responded the geo-location of the first tier beaconing STA is known to the enabler, and second who received the enabling signal is in the range of the first tier beaconing STA. The second will only create a very small range which will not be far away from that created by the first tier beaconing STA. 
6.9. Yohannes asked if the location of the second tier is known by the first.

6.10. Padam Kafle responded it doesn’t have to be known by the first. 

6.11. Dan Lubar (Relay Services) asked where are the descriptions that the second tier beaconing STA changes the power to adjust the range. 
6.12. Padam Kafle responded some notes have been provided in section 10.12.6.2. 

6.13. Chen Sun asked if the intention is to reduce the transmission power of the first tier beaconing STA. 

6.14. Padam Kafle responded it is not the first but the second can have less transmission power. The main idea is to allow third party to be able to provide service under the control of the enabler. 
6.15. Eunsum Kim commented it would be difficult to control the transmission power of the second tier beaconing STA in the NLOS environment. 
6.16. Padam Kafle responded it is a general problem even for the first tier beaconing STA to get enabled. 
6.17. Rich Kennedy commented the second tier beaconing STA, transmission power reduction is not mentioned in the FCC rules.
6.18. Padam Kafle responded that the proposal is not deviating much [emphasis added by the chair] from the law.  
7. Chair asked if there is any other business, hearing none, we are adjourned at 11:30 pm EDT.
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