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Conference Call Date: Wednesday, October 12th, 2011
Start Time: 09:00 PM Pacific Daylight Time
End Time: 10:45 PM Pacific Daylight Time

The conference call was opened by the chair Arthur Astrin.

Meeting was called to order by the chair at 6:00 AM.

Attendees in alphabetical order:

Art Astrin, Anuj Batra, Nancy Bravin, Clint Chaplin, David Davenport, Mark Dawkins, Igor Dotlić, Chuck Farlow, Marco Hernandez, Jin-Meng Ho, Sri Hosur, Jung-hwan Hwang, Daniel Lewis, Huan-Bang Li, Omeni Okundu, Shannon Park, Ranjeet Kumar Patro, Paul Stadnik, Kaoru Yokoo

The chair: We have a quorum.

The previous meeting minutes (11-0723-01) were approved unanimously.

The chair: This is IEEE meeting so IEEE rules of professional meetings, ethics and IEEE patent policy (see http://standards.ieee.org/about/sasb/patcom/) apply.

Anuj: I am objecting to the CID 79 being resolved, I think that minutes are not true.

The chair: This will be added to the end of the agenda in “new business”.

The chair: CID 184

The proposed resolution for comment ID 184 is “Revised” with Text from doc 722-00: “The 32MHz band will be deleted from Clause 11. Remove all description, table, or figure related to the 32MHz band”.

Huan-Bang: Why removal of one frequency will satisfy this comment?

Clint: We are revising the comment.

Anuj: I do not agree with this.

S.H. Park: We think that 21 MHz would more affect MICS devices.

Anuj: The spectral mask for both bands is the same at 400 MHz. I don't agree that 21 MHz is safer and think that 32 MHz has better performance. Thus, 21 MHz should be removed.

Clint: Motion: Resolution for comment ID 184 is “Revised” with text from doc 722-00: “The 32MHz band will be deleted from Clause 11. Remove all description, table, or figure related to the 32MHz band”.

Second: Ranjeet

Vote:  Yes: 4   No: 6  Abstain: 3.

Motion fails.

Clint: At this point any option is available.

Anuj: You need 75% to reject the comment. Same as CID 79. We did not reach 75% to accept it, but there should be 75% in motion to reject the comment.

Clint: At this point motion fails, so the floor is open for any alternative motion.

Anuj: Motion: The 21 MHz band shall be deleted from Clause 11 and any references to data rates associated with the 21 MHz band shall be removed from Clauses 6 and 7. In clause 11, remove all descriptions, tables, or figures related to the 21 MHz band

Second: Dave.

Yes: 6
No:4
 Abstain:4

Motion fails.

The chair: CID 179

Motion: To accept the proposed resolution for comment ID 179 (“Accepted”).

Moved: Dave, Second: Mark.

Chuck: Amount of radiation power to the body seems to be a function of multiple parameters, impact of many of them are unclear. We definitely do not have enough study, performance in free space is not relevant.

Jung-hwan Hwang: We measured what we can.

Chuck: The spectral mask is relevant only when you combine it with the transmit power.

Jung-hwan Hwang: We cannot insert any measurement device or probe into the human body, so we cannot measure this.

Chuck: Matching of human body is different from the air, so S_11 should change considerably.

Jung-hwan Hwang: We don't have any alternative method.

Chuck: That is what I am challenging. We need another metric, e.g. current density. Is that a possibility?

Jung-hwan Hwang: We wanted to make this measurement simple.

The chair: I am stopping this discussion and moving to vote.

Vote: Yes: 9
No: 4
Abstain: 0

Motion fails.

Mark: CID 179 is still open.

The chair: This means CID 179 is rejected.

Anuj: I object. This logic is false. How is this closed?

Clint: This is not closed.

The chair: CID 178: Motion for resolution for comment ID 178 to be “Rejected”.

Move: Ranjeet. Second: Daniel.

Vote: YES: 4
Abstain: 3  No: 6

Motion fails.

Anuj: By the viewpoint of the chair, this should be accepted.

The chair: I have already stated that I will check the rules.

CID 177

Motion: to accept proposed resolution for comment ID 177: “Accepted”.

Moved: Daniel. Second: Clint.

Anuj: There is no proposed text for this comment. The resolution is incomplete, so motion is out of order. Let the chair read out loud what proposed text of resolution is.

I want the chair to rule this out of order.

The chair: Anuj is out of order.

Daniel: I would like to redraw the motion. Clint: I agree.

The chair: Is there any alternative motion.

Motion: for resolution for comment ID 177 to be “Reject”.

Moved:  Clint. 

Second: Ranjeet.

Vote: YES:  4
 Abstain:  0   No: 8

Motion fails. 

CID 162

There is no motion on the floor.

Ranjeet: I would like to have discussion on this topic.

H. Park.: We have some data we can present in the face-to-face meeting that HBC is type of wireless communication.

Anuj: You need to put it on the server. If it is wireless it has to be in coexistence doc.

The chair: New business. CIDs 79 and 82. They were previously voted on.

Anuj: I don't see this in any of the minute’s docs.

Clint: Move to accept “Revised” resolution with details in “Details” column for CID 82.

Second: Mark.

Motion passes unanimously.

The chair: CID 79

Anuj: There was no resolution that passed 75% of votes, thus CID is still open.

Nancy: I have something to discuss under new Business

Chair: Yes?

Nancy: The rules in any IEEE meeting whether F2F, on conference calls, or anything sponsored by IEEE has rules of behavior. Those rules

do not allow for insults, or statements of unethical behavior, it is not allowed. 

Anuj: Nancy are you talking to me? I did not say that Art was unethical, I said that what he was doing was unethical, there is a difference.

Nancy:  I am talking to the entire group. That kind of behavior is not allowed per the rules of IEEE, If someone objects to something in a meeting, have it put in the minutes to be addressed at a later time, there is no room for accusing people of being unethical or anything else. I want this recorded in the minutes and expect that it will not happen again.

Anuj: Who sits above BRC?

Clint: Bob is probably your next step.

Chuck: I am open to have revisions of these open comments to get acceptable language and get this done. The references I have sent yesterdays can be helpful.

Clint: Can I suggest to Chuck to propose a new text that is more acceptable for all sides in revised resolutions.

The chair:  The next meeting will be Thu. Oct. 18, 6AM, PDT  

The chair recessed the meeting at 10:45 PM PDT.
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