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October 7, 2010 Teleconference
Agenda:
1. Call to Order, Patent Notification

2. TG Status

3. Comment resolution
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, October 7, 2010
Attendees: Peter Ecclesine (Cisco), Matthew Fischer (Broadcom), Dan Harkins (Aruba Networks), Lusheng Ji (AT&T), Bill Marshall (AT&T), Santosh Pandey (Cisco), Emily Qi (Intel), Jon Rosdahl (CSR), Dorothy Stanley (Aruba Networks), Allan Thomson (Cisco), Qi Wang (Broadcom)
1. Chair called meeting to order: 14:05 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 seventh recirculation Sponsor Ballot closed on September 30th. The received comments and their resolutions are available here: https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/10/11-10-1189-00-000v-sb-recirc-7-comments.xls  .
3. Discussion of proposed comment resolutions
a. MIB-2 category comments – Row 17 – not included in the list of instructions. No change. 
b. Row 18 – Was a copy/paste editorial issue. Commenter believes this is technical.
c. Row 19 – Capitalization – view as editorial.

d. Row 20 – No change. Indicated variable is not read-only. 
e. Row 21, 22 – Typos (extra “t” in the names”). View as editorial. Commenter believes these are technical as the names change.
f. Rows 23-35 – Discussion on the changes, technical vs editorial. Commenter believes these are technical changes. Changes were approved previously. Editor commented that due to the order that changes were applied, these were missed – applied change to all, then subsequent changes introduced new read-only variables that were missed. The editing instructions were applied, but not to all values, believes these changes are editorial. Additionally, default values are not required for read-only variables. Agree to leave as editorial, one disagreement.
g. Row 36 – Change to Principle, same resolution as 35.
h. Row 38 – Extra comma, view as editorial.

i. Row 39 - change to Disagree, “The current MAX access value is correct, as the LocationService Next index function was added (Q23 of 1027r6)”.
j. Row 40 – Section reference update, view as editorial.

k. MIB-1 category comments –

l. Row 14, 15 – Discussion on impact of changes to subsequent amendment. Editing instructions were related to numbering, not the broad interaction. TGu does not exist from a TGv perspective. The commenter’s proposed solution in Row 14 is not straightforward. 
m. Row 16 – The current text is not incorrect. 

n. Row 37 – All identified changes are addressed.

o. MIB category comments – All are duplicates of prior comments. No proposed changes.
p. General-H – All are duplicates of prior comments. No proposed changes.

q. General – All are duplicates of prior comments. No proposed changes.

r. FMS – No changes to the proposed resolutions. Row 9 could be viewed as editorial, leave to the editor. 

s. Editorial – No changes to proposed resolutions.
t. DMS category comments – No proposed changes to the resolutions.
u. Updated spreadsheet posted, see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/10/11-10-1189-01-000v-sb-recirc-7-comments.xls .
4. Motion
a. Adopt the comment resolutions for the seventh recirculation SB comments in 10-1189-01, as approved comment resolutions for TGv Draft 15.0 Sponsor ballot comments and approve a 10 day recirculation Sponsor Ballot on IEEE P802.11v/D15.0. 

b. Moved: Jon Rosdahl
c. Second: Dan Harkins
d. Discussion: Speak against; believe that there are technical changes being deferered to the publications editor that should be made before the draft is recirculated.
e. Result:  8-2-0 Passes
i. Peter Ecclesine (Cisco) - Yes
ii. Matthew Fischer (Broadcom) - Yes
iii. Dan Harkins (Aruba Networks) - Yes
iv. Lusheng Ji (AT&T) - No
v. Bill Marshall (AT&T) - No
vi. Santosh Pandey (Cisco) - Yes
vii. Emily Qi (Intel) - Yes
viii. Jon Rosdahl (CSR) - Yes
ix. Allan Thomson (Cisco) - Yes
x. Qi Wang (Broadcom) - Yes
5. Next call

The authorized calls on October 12, 14 and likely Oct 19th will be cancelled, based on when the next ballot starts. [Post-meetin gupdate: The unchanged re-circulation ballot started on October 8th and will close on the 18th. The next call will probably be on October 21st, chair to announce.]
Bridge info: 1-719-457-6209
Code: 712-821-8641
2 hours
7. Adjourned at 1550 Eastern. 
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This document contains the meeting notes from the TGv teleconference held October 7, 2010.
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