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March 27, 2009 TGmb Teleconference Call notes:

Attendance: Mike Montemurro, Jon Rosdahl, Adrian Stephens, Bill Marshall



(Mathew Gast offered his regrets as he was travelling.)

Proposed Agenda:

· Roll call

· Call for essential patent claims

· Discussion of document structure CIDs

· Issue #1: normative statements in clause 7 (CIDs 16, 29, 43, 53, 103; note that CID 29 has two tabs suggesting 250 changes)

· Issue #2: documentation of SME (CID 18)

· Issue #3: use of “if and only if” (CID 32)

· Issue #4: normative nature of MIB (CID 54)

· Issue #5: use of terms “mandatory” and “optional” (CID 63)

1.0 Friday, March 27th, 2009 --Called to order by Mike Montemurro, Vice-Chair 

1.1 Agenda approved.
1.2 Patent policy reviewed
1.3 Bill Marshall raised the issue of the CIRO patent claim and lack of LOA for TGmb.  This will be referred to the WG chair to request an LOA and more instructions on how to proceed.

1.4 Start on CID 16, and 29.  The changes to Clause 7 that Bill proposed are acceptable with the exception of removing the Normative text.

1.4.1 A statement at the beginning of Clause 7 could help us in the full edits.  The statement would say something like a STA shall only send frames as defined in Clause 7.

1.4.2 Declarative language does leave some “shall”, “is” and “may” that are left in, and we should be more consistent and define what that is.

1.4.3 if we write down a set of conventions and then point the TG to the submission so that new amendments would be more consistently prepared.  So there is two outcomes of today’s discussion, 1. the resolution of the comment, and some guidelines for preparation of new amendments.

1.4.4 Clause 7: “Optional present” vs “is present”  which every way, it should be consistent.  Changing to Shall is several hundred, but going the other way may be more changes.  Normative language in Clause 7 may be more clear than the “Optionally”.   When talking about the presence or absence, we could use the normative verbs.  We need to look at the procedure vs the frame formats and where it is defined should be consistent.

1.4.5 which ever way we decide, we should look to see if one way or the other is fine, but we should look for the lower number of changes for the way to go with.

1.4.6 Suggested new paragraph to clause 7:
A STA shall transmit frames that are compliant to the frame formats described in Clause 7.
1.4.7 CID 16 and 29 assigned to group 11.

1.4.8 Discussion on if the elements should be ordered or not.

1.4.9 Changing the description of the ordering is not seen as a positive thing at this time.
1.4.10 Suggested change to paragraph:  “A compliant STA shall transmit frames using only the frame formats described in Clause 7.”

1.4.11  We still need to come up with an algorithm on how to make them all consistent.

1.4.12  AI-1: Adrian to look at the size of the task to make it consistent.

1.5 CID 29: Comment to move Procedures to other clauses looks relatively straight forward.  There are some other proposed changes that may come in later amendments, but this would be the list for first iteration.

1.6  CID 16: this is going to be something that will be dealt with after TGn is adopted.  The procedures that are identified do not include the requested references, and will need to address this when TGn is finished. (an other amendments).

1.7  CID 43 – defer to next call after AI-1 is done.

1.8 CID 53:  Comment is not requesting change to draft, but rather on process that has been experienced in the past.
1.8.1 While claims of specific change the draft is not made, an explanation to address the comment was included in the proposed resolution.

1.8.2 Response to points of comment made.

1.9 CID 103 should be point to CID 16.

1.10 AI-2: Mike M. post r13 of 08/1127

1.11 Meeting adjourned 
2.0 April 3, 2009 Telecon for TGmb

Proposed Agenda:

· Roll call

· Call for essential patent claims

· Discussion of definitions

One issue: what definitions should move from the definition clause to the 802.11-specific definition clause? (CIDs 5, 11, 12, 14, & 26)

· Discussion of style CIDs

Issue #1: indentations, headings, and hanging paragraphs (CIDs 27 & 28; note that both have an extra tab in the comment spreadsheet)

Issue #2: use of “if and only if” (CID 20)

Issue #3: number of ordered lists in a subclause (CID 22)

Issue #4: source of the value aDTT2UTTTime (CID 19)

· Small editorial issues: CIDs 37 & 71

    Attendance:
References:
March 27: https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/09/11-09-0422-00-000m-march-april-may-2009-teleconference-agendas.ppt
March 27: https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/08/11-08-1127-13-000m-tgmb-issues-list.xls



Abstract


Minutes for the teleconferences held from March 27 to May 8th for 802.11 TGmb.


Proposed call schedule:


TGmb is holding weekly teleconferences for the purpose of resolving our�review comments.  Our teleconferences will be held every Friday at 11:00�EDT.  For the purpose of planning, the teleconferences will address the�following topic areas.  The number in parentheses is the number of�outstanding comments in the topic area.��March 27: document structure (9)�April 3: style (7) & definitions (5)�April 10: *CANCELLED* (Good Friday holiday)�April 17: power save (3)�April 24: security (2), MAC (2) & management (2)�May 1: agenda to be determined if needed�May 8: agenda to be determined if needed
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