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The conference call started at 3:30 PM PDT chaired by Sridhar Rajagopal.  The minutes were taken by Rick Roberts.  The chair requested that all attendees please record attendance by email to srajagop@STA.SAMSUNG.COM .
DCN number of TCD document for discussion: P802.15-09-0115-05-0007

Conference call agenda: 
Here is an updated agenda based on comments received:

1. Roll-call (please send e-mail during/after the call to make sure all attendees are noted) 

2. Assign minute-taker (Rick Roberts) 

3. Input/Motivation on TCD [see e-mail] (Bob Heile)

4. Discuss P802.15-09-0115-05-0007 document uploaded on the server

5. Discuss comments:

a) Sang-Kyu Lim

b) Doug Castor

c) Tom Matsumura

d) Others 

6. Any other business 

Attendees on the conference call were:

	Name
	Affiliation

	Richard Roberts
	Intel

	Douglas Castor
	Interdigital

	Larry Taylor
	Discrete Time Communications

	Tae Gyu Kang
	ETRI

	Dae Ho Kim
	ETRI

	II Soon Jang
	ETRI

	Sang-Kyu Lim
	ETRI

	Praveen Gopalakrishnan
	Intel

	Thomas Little
	Boston University

	Eun Tae Won
	Samsung Electronics

	Taehan Bae
	Samsung Electronics

	Jaeseung Son
	Samsung Electronics

	Sridhar Rajagopal
	Samsung Electronics

	Bob Heile
	Zigbee Alliance

	Tom Matsumura
	VLCC

	
	

	
	


The chair asked Mr. Heile if he would like to expound upon his email in regards to taking the opportunity to keep 15.7 informal and make our work less bureaucratic.  Mr. Heile indicated that we have an opportunity to quickly move to a base document that can be followed up with amendments and revisions as needed.  A question was asked as to the first release causing problems with subsequent releases.  Mr. Heile did not feel that would be an issue.
The chair then walked through the various sections of document 15-09-0115-05-0007.  

· Section 5 – no comments

· Section 6 – a question was raised in regards to FOV.  Was the intention for this to apply to a single photodetector and related optics?  Answer was yes.  Then the follow-on question was in regards to photodetector array FOV and related optics, did this section still apply?  The chair said he like the committee to think about this and submit suggestions.
· Section 8 – no comments

· Section 9 – A comment was raised as to the lack of a specified TX power.  While it was agreed that the section was appropriate, it did leave the possibility of achieving outstanding performance based upon unrealistic TX power.  Mr. Roberts volunteered to generate a spreadsheet with a simple link budget that could be used to provide “sanity checks” of claimed performance.  Another comment was raised as to the origin of the packet sizes in this section (256 for low rate, 1024 for high rate).  The chair indicated these were educated guesses at traffic size and that the low rate would have a shorter packet due to the low data rate.  Mr. Gopalakrishnan indicated that DSRC uses much shorter packets and that he’ll investigate in regards to making a suggestion on modified text for shorter packets.  Mr. Matsumoto indicated that perhaps it was not necessary to even specify a packet size.
· Section 10, 11 and 12 – no comments

· Section 13 – Comment in regards to coexistence with ambient light … the commenter pointed out that in some cases the ability to coexist depended upon the sophistication of the receiver implementation and that such details may not be transparent in a proposal.  The chair agreed but pointed out that it was the responsibility of the committee to ask probing questions during the proposal Q&A period.

· Section 16 – no comments

· Section 18 – no comments

· Section 19 – no comments

The chair then asked individuals who submitted comments via email if they had any additional comments or questions.

Sang-Kyu Lim: No additional comments or questions at this time.
Doug Castor: Everything was fine except the issue of breaking the data rate at 1 Mbps in section 8.  Mr. Castor felt this was a bit low and suggested perhaps 10 Mbps.  A discussion ensured, with significant input from Mr. Taylor, about the need to even specify a “break rate” between high rate and low rate.  It appeared the resolution was to leave it as is with a note indicating that these are just proposal guidelines.
Tom Matsumura: Mr. Matsumura had a terrible connection from Tokyo which unfortunately made it impossible for him to actively participate in the discussions.  Mr. Matsumura will try to submit his question via email. 
The chair then opened up the ConCall to any additional questions or comments.

Mr. Taylor led a short discussion on section 5 in regards to uni-directional vs. broadcast.  The chair asked if Mr. Taylor would edit the text and submit it for consideration.  Mr. Taylor agreed.

Mr. Won, chair of 15.7, emphasized that the application document is closed for modification as per the May 2009 meeting.  The ConCall chair then stated that it would be inappropriate to use time on the TCD conference call to discussion application topics.
Mr. Castor asked what happened to the pulse duration information that was dropped from earlier versions of this document.  The chair indicated there were no contributions on this issue so it was removed from the document.

The TCD chair then indicated the possible need for another ConCall prior to the July meeting and he would notify the committee via the 15.7 reflector.


Conference call ended at 5:00 PM PDT.
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