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5 January 2011 conference call
Attendees: Rick, Clint, Sridhar, Eun tae, Jason, TaeHan, Sang-Kyu, You Jin Kim, Il Soon Jang, Dae Ho Kim
1. The comment resolution committee should review the comments marked “accept” in doc 15-10-0975-01-0007-sponsor-ballot-1-suggested-resolutions.xls for the next conference call.
2. Rick to work on the comments from section 3 and suggest resolutions for the next conference call.
3. The comment then worked the following comments.
· comment 26, line 44: Rick to refer to style guide
· comment 117, line 76: Joachim to provide editing instructions
· comment 82, line 116: Email exchange to resolve (Rick/Sridhar/Joachim)
· comment 29, line 117: Sridhar to research
· comment 99, line 138: Sridhar to consult with Atsuya Yokoi
· comment 162, line 163: Accept
· comment 66, line 161: Out-of-scope (numbering is for drafts only)
· comment 25, line 159: Accept in principle – TE will follow template from previous drafts.  TE needs to solicit key contributors.
12 January 2011 conference call

Attendees: Rick, Clint, Joachim, Eun tae, Jason, TaeHan, Sang-Kyu, You Jin Kim, Il Soon Jang, Dae Ho Kim

1. Accepted all comments as presented in 10/975r3.  These will be marked with yellow in 10/975r4.
2. Joachim has until Tuesday Jan 18th to come up with an alternative Gray coding scheme to the one proposed in doc 11/10r1.  This is related to comment 99.
3. Comment 117 … postpone further discussion to the LA meeting.  Drs. Lim and Walewski to collaborate on a resolution during the LA face-to-face meeting.
4. Comment 82: postpone to the L.A. meeting.

5. Comment 29, which was assigned to Sridhar for clarification on the first conference call, can be resolved by referring to the final revision of the Beijing meeting comment spreadsheet.  This would be document 10/239r37.
6. Accept the following two comments after discussion with Jaeseung:

· Line 23, comment 13

· Line 42, comment 133

7. Line 12, comment 157: accept in principle … put a comma after the phrase “PHY II”.
8. We have an issue arise during the resolution of comment 157.  In table 91 there is reference to “n”, which is the number of cells.  There is also reference to “m”.  Is “m” the number of sources or the number of colors?  The committee was confused on this issue.  The resolution of comment 157 can also be applied to comment 125 (line 28).  Sridhar is assigned the task of rendering an opinion on this issue.

9. Accept both of the following:

· Line 4, comment 30
· Line 5, comment 31

· Line 7, comment 32

10.  Line 3, comment 28: postpone to LA meeting.  There was a split opinion on whether to accept or reject.
11.  Line 10, comment 121: There are two ways to interpret the text related to this comment.  Sridhar to render an opinion on which way is correct. The text is shown below.

An aggregate cell formed using all the cells available at the optical media used for device discovery and association.

The question is this:  i) do we aggregate all the available cells and then use these for device discovery and association or ii) do we aggregate only those cells that were used during device discovery and association.
At a minimum the text needs to be rewritten for clarity.

12.  Line 12, comment 34 … accept-in-principle … replace the word “via” with the word “by”.
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