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August 10th , 2010  PM 10:04-11:30 EDT, 20 in attendance 
Agenda refer to https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/10/11-10-0974-01-00af-august-10th-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: 10:04 pm EDT. 
2. Agenda of the teleconference is reviewed and approved with unanimous consent.
3. Introduction
3.1. Chair welcomed participants to the Task Group teleconference.
3.2. Chair introduced the officers of the group.
3.2.1. Chair: Rich Kennedy (Research In Motion) 
3.2.2. Vice-chair, Technical Editor and Webex Facilitator: Peter Ecclesine (Cisco)

3.2.3. Recording Secretary:  Zhou Lan (NICT)
3.3. 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.
5. Chair reviewed the “Keeping us on Track” slide to adjust the direction of the group given the fact there are signs drifting of direction is happening in the TG. 
5.1. Ganesh Venkatesan (Intel) questioned about accepting the last approved submission. 
5.2. Rich Kennedy responded that a submission that conflicts with the already approved submission needs to claim the parts with conflicts, and then people can read both submissions and decide which submission to accept. 
5.3. Zhou Lan (NICT) asked for the clarification of “conflicts”, For a certain topic such as enablement, there are already two approaches accepted, whether the third approach which may be redundant is regarded as conflict or not. 
5.4. Rich Kennedy responded this will be the group decision. 
5.5. Marc Emmelmann (Fraunhofer FOKUS) questioned about the meaning of conflicts, a third approach that may be redundant should not be considered as conflict, unless this third approach claims it replaces the other two that are already there. 
5.6. Peter Ecclesine responded that if the new approach is not claiming replacing the other, it should not be regarded as conflicts. 
5.7. Rich Kennedy said if a new submission is trying to reverse what has been done in the group, the submitter needs to let the group know it. 

6. Chair reviewed the regulatory considerations regarding client and master devices.
6.1. Peter Ecclesine (Cisco) said master devices according to the FCC definition are devices that can transmit without receiving enabling signals (47 C.F.R. 15.202). 
6.2. Padam Kafle (Nokia) asked if the requirement is just for specific band
6.3. Peter Ecclesine responded it is band by band. 

6.4. Marc Emmelmann asked if the rule applies to 2.4GHz, whether the ad hoc communication is not possible anymore. 
6.5. Rich Kennedy responded it is out of the scope of today’s call. 
6.6. Zhou Lan asked if a dependent AP which is a client device can be changed to a master device if it was enabled and obtained the available channel list. 
6.7. Peter Ecclesine responded it can be used as a master or a client, but it needs to be certified as a client and master. 
6.8. Eunsum Kim (LGE) asked if all the dependent AP needs to be certified as master device, then AP needs to have geo-location and database access capability. 
6.9.  Peter Ecclesine responded the dependent AP doesn’t need to have the geo-location and database access capability, it only needs to show the “where you are”.  
6.10. Winston Caldwell (Fox) asked about the geo-location information. 
6.11. Peter Ecclesine responded that the master device needs to indicate “where I am” within 50 meters to the database, it doesn’t have to be done using a machine; it can be done by the installer or an operator. The related information can be found in 15.711.b1 and b2 in the current regulation. 
6.12. Chen Sun (NICT) asked for clarification if the group is trying to map the FCC device to the 11af device. 
6.13. Peter Ecclesine responded that a client device is dependent STA. 
6.14. Peter Ecclesine will provide a presentation to clarify the meaning of all kinds of device. 
7. Editor reviewed the editorial modifications of D0.04. And the editor was asking the permission from the chair to create D0.05 to incorporate the unfinished editorial changes due to different convention between 2007 and REV.mb version 5. 
8. Chair reviewed the submission relevance slide. 

9. Chair reviewed the re-sequenced submission.
9.1. Chen Sun said an editorial comment list has been sent to the editor however not reflected in D0.04 yet. 

9.2. Peter Ecclesine responded the comments are against wrong version, it is based on D0.03-225, it has to be based on D0.04. The editor encouraged people to review D0.04 and make sure the editorial comments submitted are based on D0.04. 
9.3. Peter Ecclesine posted the list of new submissions and said the presentation will be based on the submission data. 
10. Chair asked if there is any other business, hearing none, we are adjourned at 11:30 pm EDT.
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