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Richard Kennedy (Research In Motion), Chair called meeting to order at 2004 EDT

Peter Ecclesine (Cisco) is recording secretary

Agenda

1.       Introduction

2.       Administrative items:

a.       Please be familiar with the documents at the following links:
IEEE Patent Policy - http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/pat-slideset.ppt
Patent FAQ - http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/faq.pdf
LoA Form - http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/loa.pdf
Affiliation FAQ - http://standards.ieee.org/faqs/affiliationFAQ.html
Anti-Trust FAQ - http://standards.ieee.org/resources/antitrust-guidelines.pdf
Ethics - http://www.ieee.org/portal/cms_docs/about/CoE_poster.pdf
IEEE 802.11 Working Group Policies and Procedures - https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/public-file/07/11-07-0360-04-0000-802-11-policies-and-procedures.doc
b.      Study Group rules

c.       Chair and secretary (secretaries?)

d.      Recording your attendance [send email to rikennedy@rim.com and pecclesi@cisco.com] 

Proceedings:

 

1.       Review and approve the minutes from the September 1st teleconference 09/963r0

[ https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/09/11-09-0963-00-tvws-september-1st-teleconference-minutes.doc posted September 11th]

2.       Review the Draft PAR and 5 Criteria [11-09-0934-00-tvws-draft-par-and-5c posted August 28th]

3.       Plan for the IEEE 802 Wireless Interim in Hawaii [September 21st through 25th]

4. Chair is using 09/965r0 as the agenda and display for the teleconference, and announces each slide.

5. Slide 3 agenda is reviewed and chair asks are there any changes? None is heard.

6. Chair asks if there are any objections to approving the agenda? – none is heard.
7. Chair reads slide 8, and makes Call for Potentially Essential Patents – no response is heard.

8. Chair asks if there are any objections to approving the minutes from the September 1st teleconference, 09/963r0? No objection to approving 09/963r0 the minutes from the September 1st  teleconference is heard.

9. Chair reads slides 11-15, then slide 16 Requested and Suggested Edits
10. 1)Monisha Ghosh (Philips), asked for ECMA “Wireless communications using Television White Spaces (TVWS)” to be mentioned in 7.1 Additional projects with similar scope

11. Tom Kolze (Broadcom) asks “What about other standards bodies that are not ANSI accredited?

12. Chair responds we pass this to the EC

13. Tom Kolze asks do we need to add some explanation to go with the ECMA entry?

14. Steve Shellhammer (Qualcomm) says this part goes to the Standards Board

15. Monisha Ghosh – just want to bring it to our attention

16. Chair asks is there any objection to adding ECMA to 7.1? – no response is heard.
· 17. 2) Remove the phrase “in the USA” from para. 2.1
18. Chair asks is there any objection to removing “in the USA” from the title? – no response is heard

· 19. 3) Remove “and to facilitate the coexistence of such systems with primary users” from para. 5.4 Purpose
20. Peter Ecclesine reads from 09/863r0 Sept 1 minutes the discussion on this:

[Chin Sean Sum (NICT) says the phrase “to facilitate the coexistence of such systems with primary users” should be moved to 5.2 Scope.

[Steve Shellhammer (Qualcomm) The Scope is the work you are doing. The word ‘coexistence’ implies equals, but the primary users get ‘protection’, not interference.

[Joe Kwak (Interdigital) says ‘coexistence’ implies a peer relation. The regulations tell us what to do to protect primary users. 

[Tom Kolze (Broadcom) – I don’t see what the PHY and MAC are going to do to protect incumbents.

[Chin Sean Sum propose moving to Scope, example is 802.15.3, where there is a brief overview of mechanisms, if coexistence with primary users is in the Scope, we have the flexibility to do so.

[Kathyayani Srikanteswara (Intel) we have to follow the regulations, why does coexistence belong in 5.2 Scope?}

21. Joe Kwak (Interdigital) says that is the only place “coexistence” is mentioned, and suggests changing “primary users” to “other unlicensed users”

22. Roger Durand (Research In Motion) is in favor of Joe Kwak’s change

23. Dick Roy (SRA) – more work needs to be done in Purpose – Purpose is to provide new functionality that makes it possible…, rather than to operate.

24. Chair notes that it is a requirement that we meet regulatory requirements.

· 25. 4) Steve Shellhammer  suggested we replace the final clause of para. 5.4 with: “The standard will fully support the protection mechanisms specified by local regulations so as to avoid causing harmful interference to licensed services.” 
26. Chair suggests we need to craft wording.

27. Dan Lubar (RelayServices) points out that this is a spectrum standard, and can refer to local regulations.

28. Chair suggests we work out exact text on the reflector, and he will post revised PAR and 5C on Monday.

· 29. 5) Move last sentence from 5.2 to 8.1, replacing 8.1 last sentence with:  “The project will adapt to changes in the regulations, as they progress.” 
30. Kathyayani Srikanteswara (Intel) says the sentence should be moved to before the last sentence of 8.1, not replacing it.

31. Dick Roy suggests changing the last phrase from “as they progress” to “as the project progresses.”

32. Chair asks is there any objection to making this change? – no response is heard.
· 33. 6) Remove reference to OFDM in 5C para. 17.5.3.b 
34. Dick Roy says change “The 802.11 Project will define one radio extension to 802.11 OFDM,” to “The 802.11 Project will define radio extensions”

35. Chair asks is there any objection to making this change? – no response is heard.
36. 7) Peter Ecclesine brings up a requested change from 09/963r0 Sept 1 minutes:  Winston Caldwell questions the second sentence in Broad Market Potential b) “It is expected that the use of lower frequency bands will allow Wireless ISPs to provide better services at a lower cost of coverage to larger areas than the current systems.” Suggests maybe removing that second sentence.

37. Garth Hillman (Oaktree Wireless) says the statement is a pretty accurate statement, what did Winston object to? 

38. Peter Ecclesine replied that the 802.22 Project is for better services over larger areas than current systems, and the statement overlaps their project, and is not necessary in our 5C

39. Dick Roy says it is argumentative and not informative

40. Chair asks is there any objection to removing this sentence?  – no response is heard.
41. Chair reads slide 17 Schedule and asks for comments – no response is heard.

42. Tushar Baykas (NICT) asks about 17.5.1 Broad market potential c) Balanced costs (LAN versus attached stations).  Second sentence “FCC rules require that master stations are fixed; their locations are registered, while attached stations and mobile clients operating under control of master mode stations are not registered.”
43. Peter Ecclesine says it does not matter, Balanced costs (LAN versus attached stations) has no meaning in wireless 5Cs

[Peter missed the fact that Sept 4th on the TVWS SG reflector Naveen Kakani (Nokia) suggested correcting this sentence to "FCC rules require that fixed master stations have their locations registered, while attached stations and mobile clients operating under control of master mode stations are not registered."
And on the reflector petere agreed it was more correct than the current sentence.]

44. Chair asks if there is any other business, hearing none, we are adjourned at 2100 EDT.
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