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01/14/2008 Noon PM2 Session:  

Meeting called to order at 1600 Taiwan Time
1. The chair reminded and demonstrated the attendance system by logging his attendance.

2. Goals of the meeting:

a. Sponsor  Ballot recirculation #3 Comment Resolution

b. Go to Sponsor Ballot recirculation #4

c. Sponsor Ballot does not end till after the Closing Plenary completes. A conditional approval will be requested during the closing plenary. A request for 2, 10-day recirculations will be also be made in the closing plenary.

3. The chair presented IEEE SA SB Patent Policy and Procedures (slides #1, #2, #3, #4 and #5)

4. The TG members did not (a) express any knowledge of essential patents that influences TGk and (b) any concerns/issues that the WG chair needs to be aware of.

5. Agenda:

· Priliminary Briefing
· SB Recirculation #3 New no vote discussion
6. SB Recirculation #3 New No Vote Discussion

a. Brian Hart presented the proposed work to address this comment (normative text in Draft form). Document not in the server yet.

b. The proposed changes are in line with the ‘recommended changes’ from the No voter

c. ‘legacy’ – does it mean a device implementing a previous revision of the standard? Or does it mean ‘pre-standard’ implementation?

d. The original text in the draft (D11.0) allows for arbitrarily extend a frame (not by using elements or sub-elements). A legacy system will stop parsing once it encounters something it does not recognize. 
e. Table 7-26 does not contain all the Information Elements. Does fixing 7.26 fix all parsing/extensibility issues? No. 

f. Are we confusing ‘extensibility’ with ‘variabilty’? Variability – Information Elements with variable length.

g. Define Information Sub-Elements (and Information Sub-Sub-Elements)
h. The commentor agrees with the changes in principle but requested a 11k draft with the changes incorporated.

i. CRCommitee agreed to generate a draft by end of Wednesday (2008-01-16).
7. SB Recirculation #3 SCC comment review – the comment is marked n/a and also “SCC Co-ordination OK”. Most likely the comment(s) is editorial.
8. Analysis of the timeline – if we meet the Feb 15th deadline, we are fine.

9. CRCommittee in recess till Tuesday PM1 
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