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	Tuesday, January 12, 2009 – 1:00PM- 2:30 PM EST
	
	
	

	Chair:  Matthew Sherman
	Secretary 
	Alex Reznik

	
	matthew.sherman@baesystems.com
	
	Alex.Reznik@
InterDigital.com

	All meeting documents should be posted to https://mentor.ieee.org/802-sg-whitespace/documents prior to the meeting

	Item
#
	Item
Type
	Agenda Item
	Presenter
	Min
	Time

	 
	Category  (* = consent agenda)
	 
	 
	 

	1.00
	
	MEETING CALLED TO ORDER
	Sherman
	1 
	01:00 PM 

	2.00
	
	ATTENDENCE
	Sherman
	3 
	01:01 PM 

	3.00
	MI
	APPROVE OR MODIFY AGENDA
	Sherman
	3 
	01:04 PM 

	4.00
	II
	REVIEW IEEE PATENT POLICY
	Sherman
	3 
	01:07 PM 

	5.00
	MI
	APPROVE MINUTES FROM LAST TELECONFERENCE
	Sherman
	3 
	01:10 PM 

	6.00
	DT
	Review of Action Items from prior meeting
	Sherman
	5 
	01:13 PM 

	7.00
	DT
	Review of TV Whitespace Use Cases
	Vogtli
	30 
	01:18 PM 

	8.00
	DT
	Secretary for next teleconference
	Sherman
	2 
	01:48 PM 

	9.00
	DT
	Planning for Face to Face meetings
	Sherman
	30 
	01:50 PM 

	9.01
	DT
	    Room Allocations
	Sherman
	0 
	02:20 PM 

	9.02
	DT
	    Cross attendance
	Sherman
	0 
	02:20 PM 

	9.03
	DT
	    Space for Ad hocs / break outs
	Sherman
	0 
	02:20 PM 

	9.04
	DT
	    Secretary
	Sherman
	0 
	02:20 PM 

	9.05
	DT
	    The electronic participation expermient
	Sherman
	0 
	02:20 PM 

	9.06
	DT
	        Focus on implementation
	Sherman
	0 
	02:20 PM 

	9.07
	DT
	        Fairness during experiment
	Sherman
	0 
	02:20 PM 

	9.08
	DT
	        Hypothosis, Strawpolls etc
	Sherman
	0 
	02:20 PM 

	9.09
	DT
	        Teleconference equipment
	Sherman
	0 
	02:20 PM 

	9.10
	DT
	        Recording during meetings - NONE!
	Sherman
	0 
	02:20 PM 

	9.11
	DT
	        Priority of face to face participants
	Sherman
	0 
	02:20 PM 

	9.12
	DT
	        Do electronic Paricipants gain Attendence credits
	Sherman
	0 
	02:20 PM 

	9.13
	DT
	        Do electronic Paricipants have Right to talk
	Sherman
	0 
	02:20 PM 

	9.14
	DT
	        Do electronic Paricipants have Right to vote
	Sherman
	0 
	02:20 PM 

	9.15
	DT
	        Electronic participation etiquette
	Sherman
	0 
	02:20 PM 

	9.16
	DT
	        documents on webex or download
	Sherman
	0 
	02:20 PM 

	9.17
	DT
	        How to claim the floor
	Sherman
	0 
	02:20 PM 

	9.18
	DT
	        Other Issues
	Sherman
	0 
	02:20 PM 

	10.00
	DT
	Open Floor
	Sherman
	10 
	02:20 PM 

	6.00
	 
	ADJOURN TELECONFERENCE
	Sherman
	 
	02:30 PM 


MINUTES

	1.00
	
	MEETING CALLED TO ORDER
	Sherman
	1 
	01:00 PM 


The meeting was called to order by the SG Chair Matthew Sherman at 1:00 pm. 

	2.00
	
	ATTENDENCE
	Sherman
	1 
	01:01 PM 


Instruction: On WebEx, send name and affiliation in chat window, or send email directly to Chair. 
	3.00
	MI
	APPROVE OR MODIFY AGENDA
	Sherman
	1
	01:02 PM 


Chair asked for modifications - no responses.  Chair asked if there were objections to approving the agenda  – no responses.  Agenda approved.  
	4.00
	II
	REVIEW IEEE PATENT POLICY
	Sherman
	1 
	01:03 PM 


Chair asked if anyone had not reviewed the patent policy prior to the call. No one stated that they had not reviewed the policy.
	5.00
	MI
	APPROVE MINUTES FROM LAST TELECONFERENCE
	Sherman
	2 
	01:04 PM 


Chair noted document 09-0001-r1 is the most recent version.  Minutes were approved without objection.  Chair note that an updated minutes template was made available to address issues encountered with previous minutes documents.  
	6.00
	DT
	Review of Action Items from prior meeting
	Sherman
	5 
	01:05 PM 


	#
	Action
	Assignee
	Due Date
	Comment

	1
	Put together a presentation of cross-802 topic areas that cross multi-802 technologies
	M. Sherman
	1/17/09
	Mat noted that this was started, with a lot of effort put in by Richard Pain.  Mat will try and complete by next meeting.  

	2
	To try and resolve issue with what format to post documents in to avoid computer program crashes
	M. Sherman/R. Reddy
	1/13/09
	New minutes template available. Chair requested that this be used.  Action is closed.  

	3
	Secure Secretary of the next teleconference
	M. Sherman/R. Reddy
	1/13/09
	Closed.  Alex R. is the secretary

	4
	Secure cross WG attendance credits for 802.11, 802.16, 802.1, and 802.3
	M. Sherman
	1/13/09
	Completed with success, except for 802.1 and 802.3, which are pending.  

	5
	Complete process of securing slots at the Wireless Interim for the ECSG to meet
	M. Sherman
	1/13/09
	Chair noted that final confirmation is not yet available, but is confident that we have the slots.  

	6
	Schedule time for Use Case review at next telecon
	M. Sherman
	1/13/09
	Use case review to take place on this call.  

	7
	Schedule tentative ad-hoc to discuss what standards can be written to support TV whitespace issues, 12pm ET 1/09/09
	M. Sherman
	1/2/09
	Closed.  


Mike W. asked if 802.21 cross-attendance is done.  Chair replied that this is complete.  
	7.00
	DT
	Review of TV Whitespace Use Cases
	Vogtli
	41 
	01:09 PM 


Nanci V. opened up with overview of Use Case Slide Seck presentation (doc # 09-0007-01-0000).  Noted that  “<40 mW” and “International”  use cases were added.    Comment – switch capitalization of  “MW” to”mW” as appropriate (comment accepted).    
4W fixed case was overviewed.  Inputs requested on whether the slide presented is sufficiently comprehensive and detailed.   Mat noted that this appears about correct.     
Question:  is there an FCC def. of “weak” vs. “strong?”  Peter E.: FCC definition – anything below about -80dB is “weak.”  Question: is what was intended by “weak” “outside the protected dB countour as defined by FCC.” Answer from the group: “yes.”   It was decided to make this change in the slide pack.  
Michael W.: did you consider master-2-master or client-2-client in the 4W scenario.  General discussion ensured on what this meant.  “Backhaul,”  “peer-to-peer,”  “tower-to-tower” were suggested.  Discussion also proceeded on whether “client-to-client” made sense in the 4W case.   It was pointed out that the use of  “master” and “client” would be different on the 4W slide than it would be for the <100mW case because here all devices are registered with FCC and are thus not “clients” as per R&O.  “Base station “and “CPE” proposed instead of “master” and “client,” objections were raised that this assumes traditional star topology.  Michael W. pointed out that the only differentiating aspect of the master is database access capability; others notes that this may violate R&O that requires all 4W devices to be able to access the database.  “Fixed device” appears to have been the converged upon terminology for all devices.  
Steve R:  is there a reason why we don’t have a 4W mobile device use case – i.e. one with a mixture of 4W fixed talking to 100 mW user devices?  Richard P.: propose adding a new slide to cover this use case.   General discussion ensued on how many use cases the 4W/100 mW mixtures actually result in.  Michael W.  – does it even make sense within the existing 802 organization.  Nanci and others – at this point we just want to put the use cases out and worry about such issues later.  
40mW slide.  Nanci will add  4W to 40 mW slide to mimic the 4W – 100 mW case.   Question:  what is meant by “relatively strong TV signals.”  Nanci – meant to indicate that strong TV broadcast signals exist, but potentially in the adjacent channel – to be clarified in the rev of the slides.    
Noted that 4W – 40mW can only happen on non-adjacent channel because of restriction on the 4W device.  General discussion of the possibilities for 4W – 40 mW and 40 mW – 40 mW communications and what this means in terms of limits proceeded.  
Peter E. noted that we need more than just power levels and may also need frequencies and other information.  

Chair pulled back conversation as time was running short and handed floor back to Nanci.  Nanci invited participation in the next call (on Thursday).    Mat further requested that those who will not be on the use case call forward their comments to Nanci by e-mail prior to the Thursday call.  
Maximilian: proposed adding more information – Nanci: table further discussion until Thursday.  A new baseline slide deck to be available by Thursday.  
Action (to Richard Paine / Nanci):  produce a new rev incorporating comments from the call.  

There was a requested for Webex donation for the use case call.  

	8.00
	DT
	Secretary for next teleconference
	Sherman
	2 
	01:51 PM 


Nanci V. volunteered.  
	9.00
	DT
	Planning for Face to Face meetings
	Sherman
	30 
	01:53 PM 


	9.01
	DT
	    Room Allocations
	Sherman
	1 
	01:53 PM 


Mat noted that request put in prior to December, no confirmation yet.  
	9.02
	DT
	    Cross attendance
	Sherman
	1 
	01:54 PM 


Every group at the wireless interim has agreed to grant cross-attendance.  
	9.03
	DT
	    Space for Ad hocs / break outs
	Sherman
	1 
	01:55 PM 


Space for ad-hocs to be requested.  Alex R.  indicated security ad-hoc is interested in space.  
	9.04
	DT
	    Secretary
	Sherman
	1 
	01:56 PM 


Chair noted that Ranga may volunteer.  To be confirmed.  Mat may show up in which case either he or Steve can act as secretary.  Chair asked for other volunteers – there were none.  Action to finalize for Mat.  
	9.05
	DT
	    The electronic participation experiment
	Sherman
	2 
	01:57 PM 


Electronic participation was permitted, but as an “experiment.”    
	9.06
	DT
	        Focus on implementation
	Sherman
	1 
	01:58 PM 


Chair requested discussion to focus on implementation of experiment and not on merits. 

	9.07
	DT
	        Fairness during experiment
	Sherman
	1 
	01:59 PM 


Chair overviewed the issue, stressing that face-to-face participant will have preference. 
	9.08
	DT
	        Hypotheses, Strawpolls etc
	Sherman
	2 
	02:00 PM 


Chair noted that he does not want to review these issues on the call and  requested comments by e-mail. Should the number of strawpolls grow too large, these are to be reviewed and down-selected at the meeting.  Strawpolls will be held at the end of the meeting.  
	9.09
	DT
	        Teleconference equipment
	Sherman
	1 
	02:02 PM 


Chair has requested info on available equipment from the meeting organizers.  Success may depend on the teleconferencing equipment.  
	9.10
	DT
	        Recording during meetings - NONE!
	Sherman
	2 
	02:03 PM 


Chair stressed that no video or audio recording is allowed without express permission of the chair.  This extends to all the teleconferences.  Alex R. pointed out that some teleconf. systems record automatically.  Chair replied that webex will be configured not to do so, the rest will be handled via a formal request at the start of the meeting; at which point there will be an assumption made that people follow the rules.  It was noted that it will be important to have this rule formally entered into minutes.  
	9.11
	DT
	        Priority of face to face participants
	Sherman
	2 
	02:05 PM 


Chair noted that priority will be give to face-to-face participants.  For example, if there is any problem with webex and/or teleconf., the electronic participants will suffer.  
	9.12
	DT
	        Do electronic Participants gain Attendance credits
	Sherman
	2 
	02:07 PM 


Chair noted that no credit will be given in this meeting (to electronic participants).   Chair noted that at this point there is no way to even enter the attendance without breaking the rules.  Chair noted that this is open to long-term debate.  
	9.13
	DT
	        Do electronic Participants have Right to talk
	Sherman
	1 
	02:09 PM 


Chair noted that this will be up to the Meeting Chair (Steve S.).  Current intent is to allow electronic participation with preference given to face-to-face  participants.  
Nanci V.  – proposed a vice-chair who can bring cued comments from electronic participant to the floor if these cannot get the floor for whatever reason. Chair replied that this will be part of the “etiquette” discussion later in the call and probably will be left to the meeting chair.  

	9.14
	DT
	        Do electronic Participants have Right to vote
	Sherman
	1 
	02:10 PM 


Chair noted that the intent is to allow electronic participants to vote. However, if this becomes problematic, only face-to-face participants will be allowed to vote.   [Note from secretary:  this topic was discussed further under agenda item 10 and the statement was revised.  Please see the discussion under agenda item 10]  
	9.15
	DT
	        Electronic participation etiquette
	Sherman
	4 
	02:11PM 


Meeting chair will determine who is out of line.  Use of Webex (or similar tool) ensures ability to mute people if they are registered with a port.  Chair proposed requiring Webex(or a similar tool) use and with full call registration as a prerequisite to any to participation – this will ensure that any electronic participant can be muted.  Maximilian: can telconf. be a listen only?  Chair:  listen only does not avoid problems with mood music, etc.  Ivan: will we have sufficient QoS to support voice over Webex?  Chair: this is an experiment, if it does not work, we will shut the electronic portion down.  David Bagby:  Chair should alert the infrastructure provider that this will be going on.   Action to Mat – alert the hotels infrastructure provider of the Webex experiment.  
	9.16
	DT
	        documents on webex or download
	Sherman
	3 
	02:15 PM 


Desire is to project documents via Webex.  This will require chair or secretary to project.  If this does not work, participants will be required to download documents from Mentor in advance.  Peter E.: 1)  important for the chair to be able shut down open ports that cause problem; 2) burden should be on participants to make sure that they have sufficient BW to support Webex.  
	9.17
	DT
	        How to claim the floor
	Sherman
	2 
	02:18 PM 


Chair noted that this is an issue for electronic participants only.   Chair proposed using the Webex chat window.  No objections noted.  
	9.18
	DT
	        Other Issues
	Sherman
	3 
	02:20 PM 


Proposal to have a “Webex operator” in addition to chair and secretary.  Chair responded that this may be a good idea.  Proposal to add a stawpoll question about how much you would be willing to pay for e-participation.  Chair requested strawpoll  proposals by e-mail.  
	10.00
	DT
	Open Floor
	Sherman
	10 
	02:23 PM 


Q: when would the schedule be posted.  It was pointed out that this has to come from the organizers. Chair noted 1:30 – 3:30 Tue., Wed., Thu. for the SG, but full schedule not yet available.       
Alex R: any rules for submitting contributions.  Chair: no, but prior notice is requested if any major decisions are anticipated.    Peter E:  suggest requiring that any documents posted on server prior to presentation.  Chair agreed.  
Q:  how would votes work for e-participants?  Chair: right now not anticipating votes, only straw polls.  Chair proposed that e-participants will be extended the right to vote – if possible – and further noted that no right to participate is granted to e-participants.  There were numerous objections to extending voting rights to e-participants, including objections related to fee payments, vote counting logistics, etc.   
Taking the numerous objections into account, Chair proposed  that the group will differentiate between strawpolls and formal votes, although no formal votes are anticipated.  For strawpolls, electronic participants will be allowed to vote provided there are no technical difficulties – although no right to vote was implied.  Should any formal votes arise, only face-to-face participants will be allowed to vote.  No objections voiced to this decision.   
	11.00
	
	ADJOURN CONFERENCE
	Sherman
	 
	02:34 PM 
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