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Minutes of conference call meeting for comment resolution to 1st Sponsor Ballot
of IEEE 802.15.6 TG, on Thursday 1st of September 2011 at 9:00 PM Pacific Time.

Attendance:

Anuj Batra, Art Astrin, Chuck Farlow, Clint Chaplin, Daniel Lewis, David Davenport, Huan-Bang Li, Jin-Meng Ho, Kaoru Yokoo, Marco Hernandez, Mihai Ionescu, Omeni Okundu, Ranjeet Kumar Patro, Shannon Park.
TG6 BRC quorum was reached. 

Meeting was called to order at 9:07PM

Minutes of the previous meeting (8/30) were approved unanimously.

This is IEEE meeting so IEEE rules of professional meetings, ethics and IEEE patent policy (see http://standards.ieee.org/about/sasb/patcom/) apply.

Clarification that future conference calls are once per week with alternating times: 6:00 AM PT and 9:00 PM PT on alternating Tuesdays.

The next meeting will be at 6:00AM (PT) on Tuesday September 6, 2011.

Clarification that the resolutions reached by the BRC in the last conference call on August 30th are not voted yet. 

Proposal was made that during the next conference call on Tuesday September 6th, the BRC votes on the resolutions reached in the meetings on August 30th and September 1st. 

The proposal was approved by the meeting participants. 

Clarification that the conference calls and material for discussions are of public domain. Hence, emails and attachments for discussion, proposed resolutions, backup material, Mentor document number, etc., must be sent to the TG6 reflector, so everybody has such emails and attachments in the meetings.  Please do not send emails to the BRC list with the purpose mentioned before. 

Email sent to reflector should not have company confidentiality note attached since IEEE reflector server will filter those out. 

Comment CID 98 is still under discussion for a resolution. Several emails were sent to the BRC mailing list and Art by Ranjeet, David D., Anuj, Jin-Meng between August 30th and September 1st about such comment 98. Unfortunately, some participants in the meeting, who are not in the BRC mailing list, did not receive such emails. 

There was a discussion for 15 minutes on CID 98. 

Ranjeet pointed out he sent by email his resolution with an explanation. 

Omeni said that he and Jin-Meng agree on another resolution and disagree with Ranjeet. One of Ranjeet’s conclusions is that there is a flaw in the 2nd scenario in the MAC Draft that needs to be fixed. 

Anuj pointed out that the conversation has changed from “remove” (current resolution of CID 98) to fix (Ranjeet).  That implies to make changes in the Draft text and calls for a straw poll to find out if the proposed fixed is really needed as resolution of comment 98. 

Art suggested to Ranjeet to provide with a concise solution to the 2nd scenario by September 6th. 

Ranjeet confirmed that he will provide the new text for the Draft that addresses his fixed solution to the 2nd scenario by September 6th.

Anuj emphasized that Ranjeet must provide a complete text procedure for the Draft changes. Jin-Meng noted that there are issues with both the 1st and 2nd uses of Multinode Connection Assignment frames as explained in one of his emails sent Sept 1. He will resend that email to the TG6 reflector.

Jin-Meng sent proposed resolutions for the MAC clauses (low-hanging MAC fruits)

15-11-0568-02-0006-sponsor-ballot-1-comments Jin-Meng Ho.xls

Art went through the Jin-Meng proposed resolutions with “Accepted” resolution. 

The following comments with accepted resolution were approved (there was not any objection): CID 13, 16, 163, 164, 1, 100, 166, 167, 80, 187, 23, 22, 28, 121, 105, 124, 193, 101, 102, 103, 104, 201, 204, 24, 83, 8, 26 (changed to Revised), 27, 85, 87, 88, 211, 29, 45, 48, 30, 32, 31, 10, 11, 34, 12, 213. 

These are marked with green color in the spreadsheet and will be voted on the September 6th meeting. Participants have a week to have a look at those. 

The spreadsheet revision 3 has been posted in Mentor: 15-11-0568-03-0006-sponsor-ballot-1-comments.xls

Most of BRC participants in the meeting confirmed they will attend the Okinawa meeting, except for Clint and Ranjeet who will confirm their assistance later and David D. who will not attend. Charles F. will not attend. S. Park will attend. Mihai I. will confirm later.

Next meeting:

6:00 AM Pacific Daylight Time, Tuesday, September 6, 2011  

Scheduled # of Participants:   50

Dial-in Number:    1-270-400-1500 (East Coast) 

Participant Access Code:   736968

Meeting recessed at 10:10 PM until September 6th at 6:00 AM PT.
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