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Task Group 802.15.4g Teleconference call 28 May 2009
All times are in PST:  May 28 2009


8:03 AM meeting starts 

Agenda: 
1) Roll Call (please email your attendance to Jana (jvangrue@silverspringnet.com)

2) Feedback from NIST SmartGrid workshop (please see http://collaborate.nist.gov/twiki-sggrid/bin/view/_SmartGridInterimRoadmap/InterimRoadmapWorkshop2)

3) Progress since Montreal and next steps:

   i) merging proposals, baseline selection, task group ballot

  ii) coordination with TG4e - TG4g sub-groups?

4) Any other business

1 Roll call 

Pat Kinney  
Jay Ramasastry (SSN) 
John Buffington (Itron)

Jana van Greunen (SSN) 

Ben Rolfe (BCA) 

Phil Beecher (PG&E)

Roberto Aiello ()

Mark Wilbur (Aclara)

George Flammer (SSN)

Henk de Ruijter (SiLabs)

Steve Shearer

Khanh Tuan Le (TI) 
Emmanuel Monnerie (L+G)

Takaaki HATAUCHI (Fuji)
Kazuyuki YASUKAWA (Fuji)
Peter Eckelson (Cisco)

Scott Weikel (Elster)

Shusaku Shimada

Kuor-Hsin Chang (Freescale) 
Dan Sexton (GE)

Rishi – maxim

Daniel Popa (Itron)

John V. Lampe

Cristina Seibert (SSN)
2 NIST workshop
The most important factor in NIST seems to be speed. Everyone has a standard that they are pushing incl. non-wireless, but 15.4 was a favorite for wireless.

3 Montreal Feedback
Phil: We had a very full agenda. Based on the NIST workshop and the criticality of this standard, I would like to keep the schedule as it was before – which means selecting the baseline in July. Once we start drafting we can also discuss any IP that may be contained in the draft. So that should overcome a problem. Pat suggested doing a “task group letter ballot” in which voters and nearly-voters can comment on the draft. Between July-September it would be great if we could finalize a draft and put it out for task group letter ballot.

Pat’s feedback on the task group letter ballot: We like this approach – it is not a full ballot, but it allows us to be flexible. You can go out with a task group letter ballot with a few technical TBD’s. We can also allow the nearly voters to give feedback and widens the audience.

Question on who votes in July – For motions in task group or WG meetings, it has to be voting members only; The chair can also take straw polls which can include  non-voters at the chair’s discretion. 
Comment: If you take the argument that some people cannot participate in the ballot then we will never move forward, because there can always be new people at any time.  It was pointed out that anyone can participate by contribution at any time. 
Comment: we will be accepting comments from anyone. So people who do not have voting rights now will have a way of registering their concerns.

Comment: task group voting ballot – it is not a mandatory thing, that is why non-voters can be allowed to vote. The vote in July on the baseline, per 15.4 rules, has to be only voters voting. Comments from non-voters will be taken (straw-poll and informal methods).
Some confusion and discussion about what a baseline proposal is and how it gets voted on.

Discussion about what majority you need to get into the baseline. Suggestion that we can have 50% voting for a proposal. Phil will get guidance from the WG chair/vice chair(s) and define the voting process in the July meeting. It will be posted on the reflector.
Comment: my understanding is if proposals are based on existing technology then there can be some performance from the deployment. If there is no existing deployment then performance data needs to be provided.

i) merging proposals

     Somewhat addressed in the discussion above

      ii)Coordination

There is a low energy group in 4e. This group can come back and report to 4g to make sure that the efforts are aligned.
Comment: there may be some unique issues in 4g with low-energy or other requirements. So we need to keep this open for the 4g group also.

Comment: You can only make changes necessary to support the PHY. So for enhancements to 4g for low energy – that falls into 4e’s territory. We should follow the process. If 4e has already completed its effort and there is still insufficient support then 4g can go through the process of adding the necessary changes.

Phil: Pat, you are harmonizing the reflectors?

Pat: the reflector is open for anyone to sign up to. There are also conversations on the conference calls – so please participate on those too. If an issue arises then we can also take it to the .4 reflector. Then it is a task group issue and this is a common reflector.

Summary by Phil: we go with the scheme as it is and we do our best to make it work.
4 Any other business
Comment from Pat: All new amendments use the new “roll up” version of 15.4  that includes all the previous amendments to 15.4. This will not be on the 802 site for a few months – we can send it out as a special case. 
Call is closed at 8:49 am.
Submission
Page 

D. Kawaguchi, Symbol Technologies
TG4g Conference Call Minutes 28-Mayl-2009

Jana van Greunen 


Page 


