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December 20th , 2011  21:00-23:00 ET 11 attendees, 
Agenda refer to https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/11/11-11-1620-00-00af-december-20th-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: 21:00 pm ET. 
2. Agenda of the teleconference in 11-11-1620-00-00af-december-20th-teleconference-plan-and-agenda.ppt is reviewed and approved by unanimous consent. 
3. Introduction

3.1. Chair welcomed participants to the Task Group teleconference.
3.2. Chair introduced the officers of the group.

3.3. Chair: Rich Kennedy (Research In Motion) 
3.4. Vice-chair, Technical Editor and Webex Facilitator: Peter Ecclesine (Cisco)

3.5. Task Group Secretary:  Zhou Lan (NICT). 
3.6. 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.
4.5. Chair reviewed the TG chair function. 
5. Rich Kennedy reviewed the issues we must consider.
5.1. Rich Kennedy mentioned there are issues that we need to consider not to go to letter ballot in January

5.2. Peter Ecclesine as the TG editor said there are still 196 PHY comments that were re-opened and need review, and around 32 MAC comments waiting for resolution. It seems difficult to create a draft to go to working group letter ballot in January. 
5.3. Rich Kennedy said we need to visit more regulations before we move to working group letter ballot. 

5.4. Ron Porat (Broadcom) suggested to start creating a new clause 23 for 11af PHY. 
5.5. Rich Kennedy said there was an opinion in the mid-week plenary of Atlanta that 11af has to wait for the completion of 11ac. Such an opinion cannot be ignored. 

5.6. Ron Porat asked who made such statement. 
5.7. Peter responded it was the 11ad chair. 

5.8. Ron Porat said it is not a common view and TG af should not follow this direction. 

5.9. Peter Ecclesine mentioned 11af has channel power management that can change frequency and constrained power at the same time, 11ac doesn’t have this mechanism. 

5.10. Ron Porat said anything that is put into the new clause 23 for 11af will not have any impact on 11ac. The intention is to leverage 11ac as much as possible, but clause 23 will also have many 11af specific features. 
5.11. Steve Shellhammer (Qualcomm) said manpower for creating clause 23 might be a problem, there need to be PHY experts there. 
6. Peter Ecclesine presented document 802.11-11/1623r1 for channelization related comments.  

6.1. Padam Kafle (Nokia) asked where is the starting frequency column. 
6.2. Peter Ecclesine responded we are using TV channel number only, the center frequency is the center frequency of the TV channel. 

6.3. Peter Ecclesine said any improvement to the notes would be welcome. 

6.4. Peter Ecclesine said the comment of including low VHF channel is also reflected in the submission. 
7. Steve Shellhammer presented document 802.11-11/1624r0 for PHY characteristics 

7.1. Ron Porat asked why antenna gain is needed, EIRP already reflects the effect of antenna gain. 
7.2. Steve Shellhammer responded either way works. 

7.3. Peter Ecclesine commented only a single octet is needed for the antenna gain. An indication in the control field would be good because the length of the information element cannot be extended to two octets. 
7.4. Ron Porat said instead of spectrum mask, providing total power that leaks to the adjacent channels makes more sense. 

7.5. Peter responded US DTV signals have a pilot very close to the edge of the channel, spectrum mask is need to see the real impact on these pilots. Also wireless microphone receivers and LTE need to be considered for adjacent channel interference. 
8. Chair asked if there is any other business, hearing none. The conference call was adjourned at 23:00ET. 
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