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Monday morning 16 May 05

These are the minutes of IEEE 802.18 (RR-TAG) meeting, held in Cairns Australia, 16-20 May 2005, Chairman Mike Lynch presiding, V Chair/Recording Secretary Denis Kuwahara.
This session of the RR-TAG opened with a joint plenary with other 802 wireless Working Groups meeting in Cairns, including: 802.11, .15, .19, .20, .21, and .22.
The joint session called into order at 8:05am local by Stuart Kerry, chair of 802.11.
Agenda for the joint meeting approved at 8:08am

Minutes from last joint 802WWG in Monterey approved at 8:08PM

There are about 600 registered attendees at this session and are from 24 Countries. 
Financials:  John Barr

Income from this session: 347K Aus 

Expenses from this session:  479K Aus
Anticipated loss from this session: 77K Aus

Profit from Monterey session: 65K

802.11/15Treasury as of Mar 05: 49K 

Tour host account: 55K (from Berlin session)
Face to Face account: 5K
Vice Chair, Al Petrick
Opening report 11-04/424r6 
The current version of RR-TAG P&P is:18-03-032r0
Due to a contract dispute with the network/server support team, Electronic Attendance is not available for this meeting – all WGs will require paper attendance records

For this session, a document server has been setup:  ftp://server/  anonymous   or 10.0.0.5 
Reports that the P&P (Policies and Procedures) 0456r0 has been circulated for review and will be up for WG vote at this session.
Anti Trust notification read by the V Chair
Patent Policies read by the V Chair
Inappropriate topics notification read by the V Chair
Copyright notification read by the V Chair
Meeting Etiquette Notification read by the V Chair
Chair reports that there is a contract dispute with the network connectivity and server software vendor for the 802 WWG meetings.  The software supports document handling and attendance keeping for the sessions.  There have been eight months of negotiations and has involved IEEE legal counsel without a solution and IEEE has informed the vendor that they are in breech of contract by failing to support the Cairns venue.  This has resulted in limited network facilities being available for this meeting.  Work is ongoing to arrange support for future sessions.  
Bob Heile, 802.15 Chair 

Reports on future Interim sessions:

Sept 06 - Garden Grove – Hotel reservations will go live in July
Jan 06 - Hawaii  -- Expect a Nov 2 cut-off date
May 06 – TBD – under consideration are: Istanbul, Prague 

Sep 06 -- TBD  --  under consideration are: east coast or mid/east US
Mike Hydra has been contracted to supply network connectivity in Cairns, and has stepped into breech and supplied network – with a limited staff and the short notice, he will not be able to provide user support, and individuals will need to obtain peer help to resolve start up issues
Rick Alfyn states that Internet connectivity is one ADSL line – 1.5Mb incoming, 384K outbound – the server is a Windows based machine on 10.0.0.1 acting as a document server 

Wireless connectivity and server access will be available until 9:30pm 

802.11-04/510r0 is the current .11 P&P, there will be a CAC meeting on Tuesday at 10:30am to review any comments received in preparation for going forward with the vote  

V Chair, Harry Worstal reports that there are 536 voting members at the meeting
289  .11 voters

197 .15 voters

802.11 Working Group reports: 

TGk  Richard Paine – resolving LB Comments 

TGm Bob O’Hara – ANA: no requests for numbers – TGm Letter Ballot now closed, ballot passed, will resolve technical comments and plan on sending document to Sponsor Ballot.  There were no interpretation requests

TGn Bruce Kraemer, 11-05/315r4 opening report, went through downselect process and the confirmation vote failed to attain required 75% – TGnsync team will be presenting answers and expect another confirmation vote later this session 

TGp Lee Armstrong – they plan joint session with TGu
TGr Clint Chapman – they will hold down select 

TGS Don Eastlake, 05/322r4 session agenda, call for proposals,  ten presentations scheduled
TGt Charles Wright – Wireless Performance test environments proposals

TGu Steve McCann – 05/364r1 agenda and 05/279r6 is the Requirements doc

TGv Pat Calhoun – Wireless Network Management

TGw Jesse Walker – They meets for first time on protected management frames

CBP Peter Ecclesine – Contention Based Protocol SG for 3650-3700MHz, working on PAR and 5C
IETF Adhoc Dorothy Stanley – CAPWAP 

JTC1/SC6 Jesse Walker – special group to review 802.11i and WAPI and make recommendation prior to August 2005 plenary meeting 
802.15

1A Tom Siep – incorporating changes proposed by editorial staff   voted will not be a TG

3A Heile – continue cycle of down select

3b  John Barr – plan  Mac Amendment resolving comments from LB 4 tech comments

3c  Fisher – plan mm wave PHY,  selection officers

4A Kinny  -- work on Alt PHY to .15-4 Editors on UWB CSS ranging 

4B Poor  -- plan work on Comment resolution

5  John Boot --  Mesh four proposal to review
802.18  Mike Lynch
At the March meeting worked on Ofcom UWB consultation, held joint meting with 802.15 for UWB comments – attempted Industry Canada consultation – plan working on four items this session: 

Review  New Zealand UWB consultation, Industry Canada Spectrum Plan 5150MHz consultation, input from 802.16h, RR-TAG P&P

Q. Do we anticipate meeting all of the scheduled hours listed?
A, Will discuss at the RR-TAG opening meeting when we review the agenda
802.19 Steve Shellhammer
19-05/0014r0 Plan to work on process meeting with TGN on coexistence
802.20  Jerry Upton

Consensus for Evaluation criteria and traffic models

Channel models document  

Technology section procedures

802.21  Ajay Rajkumar

Media Independent Handover
Discussion on Layer 3 and 2 transport 

802.22 Carl Stevenson

Continue working on requirements document – channel model and propagation model and review.  May have to do a LB in July
802.1AM Ad Hoc SG Tom Siep
602.1 is proposing PARs on revising the architecture on how it supports wireless WGs and will attempt to improve alignments of wireless WGs.
Recommending a common position of where the wireless goes at Tues evening – to brief attendees on status and decide approach to responding to the 802.1 – Example:  QoS goes away when you hit a wire, Security,  network Management

Do we want to address these issues and present a common set of issues, formation of a TAG to address architecture issues – 

Tuesday evening shows .15 – WNG planning on discussion this Andrew Myles
Adjourn 802 WWG joint plenary at 9:55am local, .11 and .15 will hold mid-week plenary on Wednesday 10:30am local

































Monday morning 16 May 05

Start of 802.18 (RR-TAG) meeting 

RR-TAG meeting start at 10:30am

Chair Mike Lynch
Given the challenge with access to the document servers, the Chair circulates the discussion documents via a memory stick.

Agenda 18-05/21r0
3 Matters arising from Previous Meeting 

3.1.1 Three documents to Ofcom UWB Consultation went to EC approved and minor editorials. 

3.1.2 IC consultation, document assembled, consensus of attendees, EC approved on condition of getting 75% vote, which failed by one vote.
4. Old Business
5. New Business

 5.1 FCC 3650-3700 MHz  Report and Order and Memorandum Opinion & Order (3650 Report and Order and MOO.pdf)

5.2 New Zealand UWB Spectrum Allocations Discussion Paper (NZ_UWB_Eng_Discussion.pdf) 

5.3 Industry Canada - Spectrum Policy License-exempt WLAN 5150 MHz (sp5150-i2e.pdf)
5.4 Text for 802.18 consideration to develop a submission to FCC on 3.65 GHz (C80216h-05_015r1.pdf)
5.5 RR-TAG Policies and Procedures  (P&P) Update Discussion (18-03/032r0)
	Motion: To accept agenda as presented



Move by: John Notor
Second by: Edgar Reihl
Discussion: none heard
Vote:   Any objection to approve by Unanimous Consent – none heard – so approved 11:10am
___________________________________________________________________________________________

Chair starts review of the NZ UWB Engineering Discussion paper.  The consultation on this paper closed on 8 May but the understanding is that the regulators would appreciate feedback at any time.
  The document addresses three functional application areas for UWB: Communication, Imaging and Vehicular Radar.  

  Areas of indicated interest are:

Issue 2.a -- adequacy of UWB definitions

Issue 2.b --potential benefit and risks with UWB

Issue 3.a -- future demands for UWB and RO Radio Astronomy 

Issue 4.a -- Invites comments and copies of input to other regulators

Issue 5.a -- Extent of UWB allowed how much and when 

Issue 5.b -- Query preferred option for licensing
Issue 5.c -- Interim license strategy
  Group review of the document indicates that it is a good educational paper and touches on all salient elements of the UWB discussion that other regulators have raised. Recommendation is that we forward to the NZ regulators, copies of the Ofcom and IC comments that RR-TAG had generated on the subject.

Break for lunch 12:31 local time 

Monday Afternoon 17 May 05
Resume meeting at 1:45pm local 

Chair starts discussion of IC Spectrum Policy sp5150-i2e
Group review/discussion did not find any differences with the IC rules that would cause problems to industry.
Dave Kershaw, NZ Regulator, asks if we plan to review their consultation, and we offer that the document was reviewed in the morning session and found very informative.  We offered to revisit the UWB topic with him and to share our comments of our prior consultation responses that had prepared for the other regulatory agencies.  These were shared with him via memory cards, since the servers were down.
The next topic discussed is the review of the FCC 3650-3700 MHz R&O MOO document.  The group agrees that there is ample evidence in the document of the Commissions intent and direction that Contention Based Protocols is attempting to lead users in spectrum sharing.  It observes that a sharing scenario is required to allow users to have adequate access to spectrum, and that previous sharing approaches have not resulted in efficient sharing methodologies.  
A concise definition of CBP is contained in:

Appendix A: “Final Rules”

 Part 90: “Private Land Mobile Radio Services”

  Section 90.7 “Definitions”

Contention-based protocol. A protocol that allows multiple users to share the same spectrum by defining

the events that must occur when two or more transmitters attempt to simultaneously access the same

channel and establishing rules by which a transmitter provides reasonable opportunities for other

transmitters to operate. Such a protocol may consist of procedures for initiating new transmissions,

procedures for determining the state of the channel (available or unavailable), and procedures for

managing retransmissions in the event of a busy channel.

Coffee Break 3:30-4:00pm

The Chair mentions that he has been talking with the 802.11 CBP-SG and brings up some of their efforts, The group agrees that there is merit in discussion with them and recommends that we meet in joint session with them at their next scheduled meeting on Tuesday 4:00-6:00pm

The Chair suggests that we defer discussion of the 802.16h paper until after the joint meeting.
The next discussion topic that the Chair brings forth is a review of the RR-TAG P&P, it has been two years since the document was initially published and needs to be reviewed in light of planned changes in the ExCom P&P.  In addition it is noted that our web site does not have available template documents for users to reference in order to prepare documents for submission.  
The Chair and Vice Chair take an action item to create a Microsoft Word and Power Point template document, and a style guide for RR-TAG documents.  And, to make the template documents available on the RR-TAG web site.

Some areas that have been identified that need to be changed are:

· Section 5 of P&P need to identify the process flow and references to the templates.  Need to describe that the format of some documents to Regulatory agencies require  the IEEE formatted cover page is deleted once the document has been approved and ready for submission to the agency

· Section 5.2 should not define a naming convention such as shown in Table 1, but rather refer to an authoritative source where the table illustrates how RR-TAG uses the convention

· Other changes were made directly the P&P document and will be circulated as  18-03/032d1
In process of reviewing LMSC P&P, an observation was made on the calculation of meeting votes and letter ballots, in which it states:
7.2.4.2.2,   3rd pgh, 3rd sentence: 75% of approve and do not approve – combined determine the approval percentage. 

Vice Chair comments to the group that, in response to the ExCom P&P planned revision there have been discussions on various WG reflectors that the proposed loss of voting rights definition is ambiguous and can be interpreted several ways.  The thread developed a more direct definition and the V Chair presented a version for the group to discuss and review.  

	Motion: To direct the Chair to present to the EC the following:

Document: 802.0-WG_Membership_Meetings-Proposed_PP_Revision_ballot_r41.pdf
Pg 3, Section 7.2.3.2, 5th sentence: Replace text with - 
"Membership is also lost by failing to participate, during the span of the three most recent Plenary Sessions, in either:
·  Two Plenary Sessions 

·  One Plenary Session and one duly constituted Interim Session."



Move by: John Notor
Second by: Peter Murray
Discussion: 

Vote:    Any objection to approval by UC – none heard,
___________________________________________________________________________________________

Action Item: These comments are to be presented by the Chair to ExCom  by 2 Jun05.
Given the problems with getting 75% approval of the RR-TAG membership on the IC document the group discussed methods of reducing the voting membership to those individuals that actively participate in the TAG., some suggestions included:

· Changing the wireless WG Chairs vote to abstain if they are not actively participating in the process.
· Ask inactive voting members to relinquish their voting rights until they resume active participation – concern was raised that some individuals might expect extension of their voting rights – 

Chair indicates that additional though/consultation will be required before either could be implemented.

Met with Dave Kershaw Senior Planning Analyst of Radio Spectrum New Zealand and discussed their consultation document, he expressed interest in what IEEE had prepared as comments to Ofcom and Industry Canada.  We extended him the courtesy of providing him electronic files of the documents.
Meeting called into recess at 5:32pm local until Tuesday 8:00am
Tuesday 17 May 0800

Meeting resumes at 8:06am local  
 In reviewing the ExCom P&P a question was raised on the propriety of a TAG initiating a Study Group leading toward development of a standard.  In hind sight it does appear to be at cross purposes to our direction of providing agnostic interface with regulatory agencies.  

The following section of the LMSC P&P was discussed:  






7.3 LMSC Technical Advisory Groups (TAG) 
The function of a Technical Advisory Group is to provide assistance to Working Groups and/or the Executive Committee. The TAGs operate under the same rules as the Working Groups, with the following exceptions: 

a) A TAG may not write standards, but may write recommended practices and guidelines, and documents on specialty matters within the purview of the TAG. 

b) A TAG is established by the Executive Committee at the request of one or more Working Groups, or at the discretion of the Executive Committee, to provide assistance 

Action Item:  And, a question was inserted into the draft RR-TAG P&P update for email discussion.  
The following is a list of RR-TAG P&P sections with proposed changes:

· 1.  Overview

· 5.1 Format

· 5.2 Naming Convention

· 6.  Membership

· 6.4 Earning Voting Rights

· 6.5 Loss of Voting Rights

· 6.6 Recommended Member Tools

· 7.4 Meetings and Participation

Style Guide obtained on Wireless World make a reference to it plus the naming convention and template

Complete editing and revision of RR-TAG P&P 

Coffee Break 10:05am – 10:35
Action Item:  The group completed revision of the RR-TAG P&P at 11:10am local – the document to be forwarded to the reflector for member review following the interim meeting.  (The delay is being forced by the limited bandwidth available at the meeting).  Approval of the document will be on the agenda for the July 2005 RR-TAG session.
Given that the RR-TAG vote count takes the        yes and no votes combined as the base for vote percentages, we do not need to scrub individuals from the RR-TAG voter list. 

Meeting called into recess at 11:35 am local – till joint meeting with 802.11CBP SG in Meeting Room 2 at 4:00pm Tuesday.
Tuesday 17 May 4:00pm

Joint 802.11CBP – 802.18 meeting

These are the edited minutes from the joint meeting:

Chair Peter Ecclesine

Denis Kuwahara Recording Secretary

Any presentations for this meeting – none heard 

Review of:

802.11-05/cbp1r

 Review of Monday sessions

 Review of 802-16-qos.ppt

 CBP-SG 5C

 May 2005 FCC Staff Report Wireless Broadband 2005

Agenda

Joint meeting with RR-TAG

Discussion C80216h_05-014r1.pdf

Discussion of FCC Staff Report Wireless BB 2005.doc

C802.16h-05/014r1 is an alternative - to be supported by 802.16h to license exempt bands 

But 3650-3700 is not the typical license exempt operation that has been done in the past.

This band allows many licensed base stations and clients will be authorized in a space.

Equipment must allow for others in the spectrum space.

Discussion of the document:

· Not clear – is incompatible with schedule transmission concept

· Not clear on directional antennas and time differentiated systems – 

· May not see radios beyond threshold. and not guarantee protection

· CBP is not valid for coexistence

· 802 defines technologies not applications operational within the band

· FCC Part 90 does not allow .16h protocol

FCC R&O (FCC05-56)

90.7 Definitions

  Contention-based protocol – axis of user separation: time, frequencies, space, code

C. The .16h scheduled time concepts approach is not allowed – A.  It might be allowed depending mechanistic scheduling might be possible if other layers have contention resolution

A.  This would depend on acquiring Certification as listed 90.203

C. Scheduled structure could be allowed. – A. agreed

A. Channel usage has to account for other utilization

This SG accepts input, but does not have to respond to it.  The R&O is attempting a new approach to spectrum sharing.

C. Not sure if .16h could meet the certificate. -- A. Agree if they are the first one approved

C. Two systems do not have to coexist – A Coexistence is not mentioned or required

C. Why does DFS not satisfy the criteria -- A. Simultaneous operation is the key word 

A. The definition of DFS per FCC is colored compared to ETSI definition (FCC05-57)

.16 paper – QoS in an exclusive licensed unlimited environment system – FCC is not addressing this.- more on spectrum sharing.  QoS is not within the definition 

C. – Section 706 telecom act of 76 makes reference to high quality data and video expectation

A. – Nationwide Non-Exclusive Licensing - Footnote 52 -- MMDS – must cooperate to allow next user to share spectrum

Coexistence issues has to explain how the spectrum will be shared

C.  Is it that .16 redefining the contention based definition  A. –  Must convince FCC that other technologies have reasonable opportunities to share the spectrum – Might state that future software might reconfigure to allow for future technologies. 

C. We should engineer a solution that permits time ordered system as well.  

C. Might use a Super controller to define opportunities for transmissions

A. This spectrum has reasonable access costs – new licensing regime

C. – Why does the CBP definition not define coexistence – A. The statement is reasonable opportunities - .16h divides up time only and ignores other axis.

C. How do you define a channel – given different technologies with different bandwidth – A. agreed – this is effectively an unlicensed band that requires others to clean up their messes.

C. Registered users are protected from un-registered users but no protection from other registered users.

C.  UK mandates protection for licensed systems – lightly protected schemes – don’t see how this scheme could protect users. 

This band is currently used by other services in other regulatory regions – probably government mobile use – ENG – private use by one country in Australia

Five Criteria is going to have broad market utilization

RR-TAG sees that we let things unfold in July and discuss – and to probe the EC to respond on Monday of the July meeting.  

The fixed market is in 3.4-3.7GHz band and this band is a significant element of that spectrum

Moving on from .16h document 

Five Criteria draft   05/351-00-0000 Five C

Section 4d is missing coexistence document  -- .16h feels that they can operate in this band – 

C. Should note that .16 should modify their PAR – possibly put forward 

C. Distinct Identity has a PAR to solve their contention based 

C. There is a PAR that is .16 based and a PAR that .11 based 

C. Might make reference to .22 PAR and make the distinction of sharing 

C.  .11 SG is focused on R&O  solution

C.  Should address the .16 and .22 solutions.  – expect that other groups would develop a .16PAR or a global centric PAR

3 Distinct ID b. references to a mature marketplace criteria

A.  Agree that mention other PARs and work on resolution

A. There are too many axis to be accounted for beyond a simple polling technique

C. Can this spectrum be used for other primary users and will they be protected.  A. – depending on the license there may be additional protection, but most will be available for sharing with certified equipment.

C.  Licensees put up base stations that are registered – A.R&O specifies three types fixed, base and mobile

C.  Registration provides tool for contention resolution  A. data base is available on URL

C.  DFS requirement is on base stations only not on mobile

C. There are other beasts capable of destroying large geographic areas – one floats and one is airborne   A. --Radiolocation charts show some challenge areas – 

Bottom line is that a system needs to avoid existing systems and providing CBP to share experiment 

C. Grand experiment limiting certificate to Comms mission 

Adelstein, statement -  different approach of sharing spectrum

Cox statement – higher power systems that must work together

A. looking for monitoring systems that intelligently share spectrum – 

A. This may be a spectrum for economic demonstration then to switch to Part. 101spectrum

C. Will UWB be allowed to interfere with this service  A.-  look for interference mitigation.

FCC Staff Report

  Medium Range Networks

  Provides Market Potential for Five Criteria

Plan to do a wrap up at the 7.30 pm meeting 

To understand what is on the table and solve 

C. from a sensing stand point there is minimal requirement

C. What is reasonable and mutual agreeable . . . .

C. But there is a clause of getting reasonable cooperation  by mandate 

802.11CBP meeting in recess until 7:30 pm

802.18 RR-TAG meeting in recess until 10:30am Wednesday

Wednesday 18 May 10:20am

802.18 RR-TAG
Gathering of RR-TAG at 10:20am realized that there is conflict with mid-week plenary, which will also discuss Internet Network status and on Document server.  Chair delays restart of the meeting to after lunch.

Given that voting takes yes and no votes combined as the base for vote percentages, we do not need to scrub individuals from the RR-TAG voter list. 

Wednesday 18 May 10:30am 

802.11 Mid Week Plenary

Document server - potential solutions – further discussion expected on the reflector
Currently the server is provided by SEC and discussion is that 802.11 would be best served by maintaining control of it and the networking hardware – recommendation to setup a committee – Tim Godfrey to chair group and meet with EC
At this time there are two RFPs out from the EC, one for the installation and maintenance of the network and the second for the server and it’s applications.  This will be further discussion on this subject at the July EC meeting.
This will be on the EC in July – the membership needs to express our desires/positions at EC to emphasize our concerns
Peter Ecclsine  Contention Based Protocol – Closing report 11-05/0480r0  -- They plan on developing a general PAR to support CBP in  .11, .16, and .22 plan is to discuss this on Monday of July session to discuss SG future.
Tom Siep P802-1AL.ppt  .1AM  management of RF 
Straw poll – work to form a joint study group 

Focus on cooperation between wireless groups – work toward development of a TAG
Wednesday 18 May 05 1:30pm
802.18 RR-TAG 

Meeting resumes at 1:40pm

Chair had asked the New Zealand regulatory representative to provide the group with some background information in the spectrum regulatory process in NZ.
Dave Kershaw

www.med.govt.nz/rsm/
Been in in regulatory 22 years

Property Rights auctions

Currently in planning area on any spectrum
Works with ITU on development of spectrum rules  
Subscribe to receive 

ECD – These are Engineering Consideration Decisions

First to for spectrum managements

4 million individuals

Ministry of economic development

  Companies registration

  Crown’s mineral estate 

  Intellectual Properties

  Radio Spectrum

    Policy and Planning

    Radio Spectrum Management  -- day to day licensing and enforcements

NZ policies are more aligned with UK having been under their colonial rule ?????
Similar land area of UK with considerably less population,  4 million vs. 60 million residents.
Statutes for radio communications act 2003

Management rights 518-806 MHz can do anything they like within bounds of ITU Region3 (Fixed Mobile, Bcdts)  PAL -G 8MHz Radio Rules ?????
Cellular bands 850-890 owner has the rights; property rights – can do with the spectrum as they desire (within reason)
Band Managers must create a license that is certified 

PIB21 – Basically gives download of NZ spectrum usage -- 

Engineering Consideration Document ECD
General User Radio License – Short Range

Radio license have a signal floor and the Crown has access to the lower levels (UWB)

Mutual Recognition Arrangements (MRA)

Comments that individuals interested in meeting with Region 3 Regulators might check www.aptsec.org and investigate the AWF (APT Wireless Forum) Programme.  The AWF is investigating “the various aspects of emerging wireless systems to meet the upcoming digital convergence era for the Asia-Pacific region.”
Dave completes his presentation  3:00pm  Chair thanks him for his presentation and states that he will look forward to working with the agency in future consultations.
Based on the vote count process identified in the P&P review, the recent IC UWB ratification vote, with a 16 yes, 2 no count, passes with a 88.9% affirmation, qualifying the consultation comment for transmission to IC.   Chair has the action item to verify with the ExCom Chair that our logic is correct and that we may proceed to send the document.
Chair calls the RR-TAG meeting to adjournment at 3:08pm local until the July IEEE 802 Plenary meeting in San Francisco

Friday Morning 20 May 05

802.11 Closing Plenary
Meeting to order at 8:01am

Agenda r2 approved 8:04am

Plan to use the Monday morning time slots of the July Plenary for extra ad-hoc meetings, at least for the July session 
Policy & Procedures  Al Petrick – plan on voting on acceptance of the revisions at the opening meeting in July the document 11-05/467r0, is available for review and comment.  The vote will be taken in the Old Business section of the agenda.
Time Line – Nancy – The 802.11 Task Group timeline it will be on the WGs web page – the button  “Official 802.11 WG Project Timeline” links to the time line page

Tech Editor – Simon 

Straw Poll on the Cairns convention site – majority liked the site – but there were several comment: 
  C. – Concern with breakfast at one’s hotel reduced ‘networking’ opportunity, would recommend at least coffee at the site – 
  C. – Should make hotel network capability part of the evaluation criteria – 
  C. – Post the site selection criteria so that members might offer alternative international sites as they visit locations that might support an Interim session.   
WNG  TK – 05/411r0 discussion on 802Architecthre, Ad Hoc sensor networking,, SMA, Multi-case 

TGe Bob 05/478r0 completed SB approved to move to Rev Com

TGk Richard  05/490r0 Comment resolution will go to LB in San Francisco – did 21 presentation and about half of the comments were resolved

TGm Bob 05/0483r0  Comment resolution – submission 05/069r3 – plan ad  hoc meeting, plan WG re-circulation 482r1 report on comments,  
TGn Bruce 05/0470r0 Planned presentations and Q&A, confirm vote  -- created an ad hoc to consider spatial considerations  -- confirmation vote .#2 49.5% failed – path to go last three proposal to replicate and down select.  July will repeat Jan process – dependant on proposals that appear at July session – plan 2 telecons start Jun 6

TGp Lee 05/495r0 7 meeting work toward LB but not able to complete, latest draft 0.20 – plan LB following July session 

TGr Clint 492.r0  Successful down select vote – confirmed passed 60y 3N 0A pre authorized telecons  05/0401 miutes

TGs Donald 464r2 minutes 05/322r9 downselect procedures were finalized,   four telecons scheduled prior to July
TGt 05/412r1 Technical presentations – created ‘first list of metrics’ and assigned individuals plan 5 telecon


TGu Steve 05/387r0 Requirements and Scope Created draft liaison – MOBOPTS will generate liaison letter in July – 

TGv Pat – 496r1 Goals for week sec, tech editor – 16 presentations – motion to mod 5C, agreed to requirements listed – some requirements on the “B’ list are awaiting owners to step forward – plan on proceeding with items in ‘A “ list – 
TGw Pat 05/406r0 first drafts – scheduled conf calls

IETF AHC Stephan 05/494r0 CAPWAP objective doc  05/347r3 comments and objectives  committee completed work and will close
JTC Clint 05/406r0 JTC1 not able to support 25-29Jul Beijing meeting – we do not internal working of ISO and plan motion ask resource to explain ISO internal function

Tom update on motion passed by 21 and by 15 – we expect Tuesday evening presentation

 Architecture meeting Sunday afternoon prior to July Plenary
WG general – 9:00am standing orders – Harry for Terry Cole 05/510r0  Editors meeting – draft  numbering – prior to LB drafts 0.xxx, first LB is draft 1.00 and comments are draft 1.xx etc – publish two version – clean copy and one with change bars - - - Work in Word and convert it in 
Frame prior to output from WG 

C. Word is unstable and there needs discussion

Generic Motions for WG – empowerment of telecons  80, 1, 0

802 P&P comments – r4.pdf from Matt Sherman  - 
TGm motions

TGv motions to modify 5C 

JTC1 motion to request 802 advice on ISO dealings – 59, 0, 5
Returning on 802 P&P rev4 – Add additional comment such that Tuesday evening remain on with WG – and to discuss aging out of inactive voters. Motion is made to carry forth the proposed revision to the 802 P&P.  Discussion agrees with shortening the vote retention period, but not able to agree on reserving Monday and Tuesday evenings solely to 802 tutorials. The motion dies for lack of Second
Discussion proceeded to supporting the Chair with backing in his discussion with the EC on fragmentation of the 802 P&P revision.

 Move to recommend chair votes no on the package of changes to 802.0 P&P procedures but the WG chair is to act on individual items according to the comments received from the 802.11 membership
Y 60, N 0, A 4
Move to recommend that the 802.11 WG Chair vote to reflect the membership’s objection to the loss of evening meeting times.  Y 56, N 2, A 2
802.1AM PAR Andrew 11-05/453r1  Wireless groups need to form a group to develop comments on the PAR  – unless the PAR is retracted – these comments will need to voted on Monday of the July session – the ad hoc meeting on the PAR did not develop a formal response 

The Chair asks for an ad hoc group to relinquish a meeting slot on the Monday morning before the 802 opening  Plenary.  Given the lack of volunteers, the Chair requisitions a TGk slot for the 802.1AM PAR comment development – all of the wireless WGs will be notified of the comments meeting.

AoB 

Nothing heard 
Chair calls the meeting to adjourn – 11:23am until  San Francisco 17-22 Jul 2005
Action Items:
· Chair and Vice Chair - create a Microsoft Word, Power Point templates and a style guide for RR-TAG documents
· Chair - put templates and Style Guide documents on the RR-TAG web site

· Chair - present to ExCom the motion that the group passed on a clarification edit to the EC  P&P update document.
· All – consider the question in the draft RR-TAG P&P Section 1, 3rd pgh: Should RR-TAG be precluded from creating PARs? This should be discussed on the reflector. 

· V Ch -  RR-TAG P&P to be forwarded to the reflector for member review following the interim meeting

· Chair - confirm with EC that the revised logic of totalling yes and no votes as the qualifying base for the IC UWB ratification vote is proper, if so we have 88.9% affirmation permitting document transmission.

· Chair and V Chair – become members of IEEE CCIP to coordinate Spectrum related issues.  

· Check with Mike on Dave Kershaw receiving the meeting minutes.
Attendees:

	Dave 
	Kershaw

	Denis
	Kuwahara

	Michael
	Lynch

	Peter
	Murray

	John
	Notor

	Edgar
	Reihl


Respectfully submitted,

Denis Kuwahara
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