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Hyatt, Dallas, TX
November 8-12, 2010
Monday, 08/Nov 2010– Session 1
13:30 Meeting was called to order by the chair.
Chair asked for approval of the previous meeting minutes (10-0811-01).

Meeting minutes were approved.

Chair presented “TG6 September opening report” (10-0854-00).
Anuj: I would like to address the MAC meeting as soon as possible, since those are only comments remaining, so we can have the final version of the text as early as possible. 
Chair: asked for the number of new members in the group; result: one.
Daniel Lewis gave the “editor’s report”, clause 1, 2, 3, 4.

Ranjeet: When will we have a copy of this document on-line?
Chair: We will try to do it tonight.

Anuj: We can do it by passing USB stick.
Chair: OK.

Huan-Bang Lee presented: “Rule Changes at 950 MHz Band in Japan” (10-0873-00).

Anuj: The formula that Mark proposed in the e-mail is a valid one?

Huan-Bang: Yes.

Anuj: Can this be considered as an editorial change?

Daniel: We can review this.
Marco Hernandez presented changes in sub-clause 10 (UWB PHY) of the draft.
S.H. Park presented changes in sub-clause 11 (HBC PHY) of the draft.
Meeting was recessed by the chair.

Monday, 08/Nov 2010– Session 2
16:00 Meeting was called to order by the chair.
The session continued with the resolution of the Security comments (10-0492-10).

Rick Powell presented: “Proposal for Unscheduled Polling” (10-0746-04)
Meeting was recessed by the chair.

Tuesday, 09/Nov 2010– Session 3
08:00 Meeting was called to order by the chair.
The chair went through 13 yet unresolved comments in comments spreadsheet (10-0492-10).

The chair: Issue 1.
1. To allow Type 2 polling in beacon in non-beacon mode with super frame mode.
2. To restrict Type 2 polling to non-beacon mode in non-super frame boundaries.
Straw poll results: one member is for 1, one abstained, everybody else for 2. 

Chair: Jin-Meng will shape this decision with e-mails from yesterday to the new text. 
Meeting was recessed by the chair.

Tuesday, 09/Nov 2010– Session 4
10:30 Meeting was called to order by the chair.
The session continued with resolving unresolved comments in comment resolution spreadsheet (10-0492-10).
Straw-poll: To reject comment S7-525. No: 1, Yes: All others; comment rejected.

S.H. “Proposed Park presented Resolution of Comment S7-303” (10-0745-05).

Meeting was recessed by the chair.

Tuesday, 09/Nov 2010– Session 5
13:30 Meeting was called to order by the chair.
The session continued with finishing resolving unresolved comments in comment resolution spreadsheet (10-0492-11).

Hind Chebbo presented: “Analysis of Wake up frame based MICS band communications” (15-10-0887).
Chair: This is not response for a specific comment?

Hind: This addresses several comments.

Ranjeet: This presentation says that we should remove a solution already in the draft, since we do not have resolution for the issues connected to this mechanism.
Anuj: If this thing is broken, why it should be in the specs?

Ranjeet: We have to validate this analysis and see the solution. I was not clear that I was the one that needed to come up with a solution.

Chair: You can make the comments to the re-circ.

Grace: Let’s go through each sub-clause and then group can decide which version of the text to use.
Chair: OK.

Rick: As an alternative, I think we can vote on globally removing those sections in sub-clause 7.
Motion: To remove the wakeup frame (not the poll frame) based mechanisms from the draft D01.

Moved: Jin-Meng;

Second: Hind Chebbo.

Discussion: None.
Vote: Yes: 17
No: 9
Abstain: 1.

Motion failed.

Anuj: I want deadline for the text to appear on the server.

Ranjeet: I will carefully analyze the issues and put the text on the server 8 AM.

Grace: We will not be able to read it.

Ranjeet: OK, I will put it 7 AM.

Meeting was recessed by the chair.

Tuesday, 09/Nov 2010– Session 6
16:00 Meeting was called to order by the chair.
Chair: We have resolved all technical confusions. We need to approve the comment spreadsheet in the current form. 
TG6 Motion 1A:

Approve the contents of 15-10-0492-11-0006-lb55-d01p802-15-6-sorted-comments.xls as the comment resolutions for Recirculation WG Ballot of IEEE 802.15.6 Draft d02 except for following CIDs that deal with Wakeup Frame: (S6 - 296, 420, 423, 424, 429, 430) and (S7- 014, 015, 016, 017, 024, 025, 069, 198, 206, 244, 268, 269, 271, 272, 287, 288, 289, 368, 370, 371, 479, 536).

Moved:  Daniel Lewis

Second: Jin-Meng Ho

Discussion: None.

Vote: Yes: 23
No: 0
Abstained: 3.
Motion passed.
Meeting was recessed by the chair.

Wednesday, 10/Nov 2010– Session 7
13:30 Meeting was called to order by the chair.
Ranjeet Kumar Patro presented: “Writeup for wakeup related comments resolution” (DCN: 10-895-01).
Jin-Meng: What is the function of unconnected ID?

Omeni: This is optional mechanism but you have “shall”.
Ranjeet: I am proposing this as a mandatory mechanism.

Omeni: Why do you need a wakeup frame when node’s IEEE address is unknown?

Ranjeet: It needs to be known.

Omeni: What is the point of using wakeup frame for the connected nodes?
Ranjeet: I am proposing one frame, not wakeup frame and poll frame.
Rick: When the hub knows the IEEE address of the node, does this allow for process to continue without contention and thus be more efficient.
Ranjeet: If we allow two frames, it is very power consuming. In this case we do not need to have contention-based nodes. 

Hind: What is difference between connected NID vs. this new unconnected NID?

Jin-Meng: (Not in terms of human perception but in node behavior.)

Ranjeet: I am not sending wakeup frame to unconnected NID.

Hind: How does unconnected node connects to the HUB? In the draft only unsecure mode is used.

Ranjeet: When the IEEE address is unknown to the HUB, unconnected NID is meant for all unconnected nodes. All unconnected nodes content in response.

Grace: Disregard of node connected or unconnected, in order to receive a wakeup frame, does node needs to have a radio on?

Ranjeet: Yes.

Grace: Since receiver is on, why call it wakeup?

Ranjeet: There are several parts of the receiver that are not on.
Grace: Your technical interpretation of the “wakeup” is different than usual?

Ranjeet: Yes.

Meeting was recessed by the chair.

Wednesday, 10/Nov 2010– Session 8
16:00 Meeting was called to order by the chair.
Okundu Omeni presented: “Proposed Replacement Text for MICS Band Communication Espial Frames” (10-0915-00).
Rick: In the diagram, do you include additional timing information?

Omeni: Yes, we will use absolute time.
Rick: When we get to the poll, will we still use unconnected broadcast.

Omeni: Yes.

Rick: In connection process is there any way we can make it more efficient?

Jin-Meng: Only the first frame is without NID.

Ranjeet: If there is only a single node that needs to be awaken there are too many wakeup frames.
Jin-Meng: There can be only a single wakeup frame.

Rick: Is this new, Type 3, poll?
Omeni: It doesn’t have to be.

Rick: Meanings of fields are now different.

Omeni: Absolute time can be specifically encoded.

TG6 Motion 1B:
Resolve CIDs (S6 - 296, 420, 423, 424, 429, 430) and (S7- 014, 015, 016, 017, 024, 025, 069, 198, 206, 244, 268, 269, 271, 272, 287, 288, 289, 368, 370, 371, 479, 536) with the resolution proposed in document 915-02.

Moved:  Daniel Lewis

Second: Ranjeet Patro

Discussion: None.

Vote: Yes: 43,
No: 0,
Abstained: 0.
Motion passed.

Meeting was recessed by the chair.

Thursday, 11/Nov 2010– Session 9
13:30 Meeting was called to order by the chair.
TG6 Motion 1C:
Approve the contents of: 15-10-0492-12-0006-lb55-d01p802-15-6-sorted-comments.xls as resolving comments on d01P802-15-6_Draft_Standard.

Moved:  Daniel Lewis

Second: Omeni Okundu

Discussion: None.

Vote: Yes: Unanimous 
Rick Powell presented: “Resolution of Wakeup Related Issues” (DCN: 10-0910-00).
Anuj: I will divide payload more evenly, so that problem you are talking about doesn’t happen.
Rick: There can be different types of payload coming from higher levels that do not mix.

Omeni: I agree with the FEST, but I do not agree of using extra bits in the MAC header.
Jin-Meng Ho presented “Editor’s report: Clause 8 (security)”.

The chair presented “IEEE life threatening Memo re P802_15_6_D01”.
Meeting was recessed by the chair.

Thursday, 11/Nov 2010– Session 10
16:00 Meeting was called to order by the chair.
Daniel Lewis presented “Editor’s report”.

TG6 motion 2:

Seek WG approval to approve: Daniel Lewis, Anuj Batra, Jin-Ming Ho, Marco Hernandez, Huan-Bang Li, S. Park, Art Astrin as 802.15.6 Comment Resolution Oversight Committee to certify that the changes have been correctly applied and that the resulting d02 is ready for recirculation.

Moved: Srinath Hosur

Second: Huan-Bang Li

Discussion: None

Vote: Yes: 20
No: 0 
Abstained: 0.

Motion passed.

The chair presented “TG 6 closing report” (DCN: 10-0892-01).

Al: The voting in recirculation is only on changes?

The chair: Yes.

Meeting was adjourned by the chair.
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