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Tuesday, March 7, 2006, AM1/2

8:05 a.m. MST - Called to order by the chair.

The agenda was reviewed.  A presentation was added for Thursday morning.

MI to approve agenda15-06-0088-00-0005.  No objections, Agenda approved by unanimous consent. 

MI to approve minutes from January, 15-06-0104-00-0005.  Agenda approved by unanimous consent.

Allen introduced Chun-Ting Chou who presented document 15-06-0131-00-0005, which summarized the status of what we have agreed to and what is left to do from the teleconferences. 

Agreements included:  Protection of CTAs is based on superframes.  CTAs are aligned, Superframes are synchronized.  The alignment of start time and the sync prevents problems from clock drift. 

Discussions about what was agreed to so far and what are the remaining issues followed.

Remaining issues are:

· Alignment

· –Where to align? (both solutions have pros and cons)

· –What to consider? (complexity, power consumption, efficiency)

· Synchronization

· Support of CAP

· –Mandatory or optional?

· –How? 

Jeon suggested we add “hidden nodes” to the discussion after these first three priorities are addressed.

The chair reminded the body that the goal here is to come to consensus on the approach and leave the details and performance to the next steps. 

9:35 - Sim presented 15-06-0056-00-0005.

The focus of his proposal is to fix the child and neighbor capabilities in the MAC so that minimum changes are required. 

The fundamental difference is that for the Philips case, the beacons are grouped together and for Sim, they are spread out. 

10:00 – Recessed for break.

10:30 - Reconvened.

Max added his comments to the previous discussion.  A group discussion of compromises and alternatives followed.

Sim discussed his power consumption estimates.

The CAP location was discussed as well as different use-cases to see if this would work. 

12:30 - Recessed for lunch.  

Tuesday, March 7, 2006, PM1/2

1:41 – Reconvened.

Art Astrin presented his analysis of the down select process (doc number is 15-05-0072-00-0005)

 and his recommendations, document 15-06-0148-00-0005.  Art summarized and asked for feedback.  A variety of changes were discussed.  No final conclusion was made.

2:45 – Recess for 20 minutes to discuss more compromise ideas between contributors.

3:11-  Reconvened.

Max presented a compromise considered over recess.  The Philips compromise is that when two networks come together that MAY (not shall) merge their beacons together and we can focus on the mechanism in which to do the merge.  Beacon clusters will be protected if detected.

When a new mesh device is power on.  The procedure is to:  scan in receive for beacons, identify the beacon period, join the beacon period.  Sim wanted a cap associated with each beacon. but the cap can be moved to later in the device after the BP.  Philips claims the BPs is more efficient.

The discussion continued. 

3:30 Recessed.

4:13 Reconvened. 

The chair summarized the current status.  The body wanted to think about what was said today.  The next item in standard orders is “modification of base line doc. if merger was done”.  We’re not done so we recessed until Wednesday.

6:25 Recessed.

Wednesday, March 8, 2006, PM1/2

1:30 p.m.  Called to order.

Jianliang Zheng presented document 15-06-0128-00-0005.

3:23 Recessed.

4:00 Reconvened.

Allen led a discussion on potential to the down select process changes.  No conclusion was reached. Allen will alert other groups using this process that it is flawed.  

Ting presented document 15-06-0131-00-0005 to summarize status and differences including a revisit to the power saving questions raised yesterday.  Discussions followed.

Motion: 

To suspend the down select process document 15-05-0072-00-0005, until the next meeting (May 2006) and proceed with a technical confirmation vote for the current baseline proposal document 15-05-0552-02-0005, which now contains the parallel proposals in document (15-06-0056-00-0005 and 15-05-0469-01-0005), and the proposed merger summary document 15-06-0169-00-0005.  If the remaining proposal fails to achieve a 75% majority, the members who voted "no" shall be requested to state in writing why they voted no and what would be required to change their vote to an affirmative vote.

Moved by Chunhui Zhu, Seconded by Ho-In Jeon.

For 8, Against 0, Abstain 0 

This motion passes. 

6: 14 recessed. 

Thursday, March 9, 2006, AM1

8:09 Called to order.

The agenda was reviewed.  Confirmation vote was scheduled for AM2

.

This session is to work on the presentation and to craft the motion for the vote. 

Agenda was moved to be modified to include a presentation from Ho-In and Any new business.  Moved by Jim, Seconded by Max.  Passed by unanimous consent. 

Motion to recess for 45 minutes.  Moved by Jim, seconded by Jeon, no objections.  Passes by unanimous consent.

8:30 Recessed for 45 minutes to draft the presentation

9:45 Reconvened

Reviewed a draft presentation to the TG to support the confirmation vote.

Discussed an email drafted for the WG and TG that invites them to the confirmation vote in AM2 to address the concern ofthe no-vote that the TG didn’t announce the vote.  The email was approved and sent. 

10:00 Recessed.

Thursday, March 10, 2006, AM2

10:30 Called to order.

Motion

To confirm the current baseline proposal, document 15-05-0552-02-0005, which now contains the parallel proposals in documents 15-06-0056-00-0005 and 15-05-0469-01-0005; and the proposed merger summary document 15-06-0169-01-0005.

If the remaining proposal fails to achieve a 75% majority, the members who voted "no" shall be requested to state in writing why they voted no and what would be required to change their vote to an affirmative vote.

Moved Allen, Seconded by Jeon

Discussion:

Barr suggested the following changed in document 0169-01: 

· Slide labeled A1: “should beacon” changes to “shall beacon”

· Doc number for 0131 header gets updated to 0169r1

· Change slide 3 from “No parent/child/neighbor relations” to “Parent…. is not required.”

· Added Backwards compatibility slides.  Mesh capable device shall protect legacy piconet.

· Aded a sub bullet:  “If a legacy PNC is operating on a channel a mesh capable device may use a different channel.” and “If there are no alternative channels available, the mesh capable device may joint the existing legacy Piconet and allocated private CTA for mesh operation.”

· Added “There may be additional options to protect the existing Piconet.” 

The question was asked, for non-Mesh-capable PNCs, what happens if a mesh network comes in range.  Answer:  The mesh respects the legacy devices or switches channels.  The intent is that existing piconets will not be harmed by meshes.

Friendly amendments to the motion were accepted. 

Motion: 

To confirm the baseline document 05-0552-02-0005 amended to include the documents 05-0469-01-005, 06-0056-00-0005 and 06-0169-01-0005.  If the motion fails to receive 75% yes votes, the no-voters shall be requested to state what would change their no-vote to a yes.

Moved by Allen, seconded by Jeon.

21For,  0Against,   0Abstain.  

Motion passes. 

The chair commissioned Huai-Rong Shao - Editor, Michael Sim, Chunhui Zhu, Sebastian Max and JimAllen to work on a clean merged version of document 0552 for the next meeting. 

11:45 – Jeon presented document 15-05-0700-00-0005. 

The body then discussed next steps.  

12:39   Motion to adjourn. Moved: Allen, seconded Jeon.   No discussion, no objections.  Adjourned.
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