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These are the minutes of IEEE 802.18 meeting held at the Hyatt Regency Century Plaza, Los Angeles, CA, in January 2011.

Monday, January 17, 2011, PM1

1. The Chair called the meeting to order at 1:30 PM. 
2. The Vice Chair reminded the members to record their attendance.

3. The Chair reminded members about the cell phone courtesy policy.

4. The Chair reminded members of the anti-trust provisions of IEEE 802. 
5. The Chair asked the Patent questions as per the IEEE requirements
6. The current agenda is document 18-11/01r1. 
7. The Chair reviewed the agenda including the list of future sessions.

Motion: To approve the agenda 18-11-0001-01-0000-rr-tag-agenda-january-2011.xlsx.
Move by:  Vijay Auluck
Second by:  Jim Ragsdale
Discussion: None

Vote:  4 Yes 0 No 0 Abstain 

Motion: Passed

8. The minutes of the November 2010 Dallas Tx meeting were reviewed.  A motion to approve the minutes was made.
Motion: To approve the November 2010 Dallas Tx minutes, 18-10-0074-02-0000-rr-tag-minutes-november-2010-plenary-dallas-tx.doc
Move by:  John Notor
Second by:  Vijay Auluck
Discussion: None

Vote:  3 Yes 0 No 1 Abstain 

Motion: Passed

9. The minutes of the November 19 2010 conference call meeting were reviewed.  A motion to approve the minutes was made.
Motion: To approve the November 19 2010 conference call minutes, 18-10-0080-01-0000-minutes-of-november-19-2010-conference-call.doc
Move by:  John Notor
Second by: Vijay Auluck  

Discussion: None

Vote:  2 Yes 0 No 2 Abstain 

      Motion: Passed
10. The minutes of the November 22 2010 conference call meeting were reviewed.  A motion to approve the minutes was made.
Motion: To approve the November 22 2010 conference call minutes, 18-10-0082-00-0000-minutes-of-november-22-2010-conference-call.doc
Move by:  John Notor
Second by:  Charles Rush
Discussion: None

Vote:  3 Yes 0 No 1 Abstain 

      Motion: Passed
11. The Chair returned to the agenda.

12. The Chair talked briefly about updates on submissions to ITU-R, specifically the submission to WP 5A related to updating M1801 for 802.11 technology.

13. The EC approved all of the November submissions.

14. The Vice Chair presented a review of current voters and reminded the members of the rules for maintaining voting rights, including the rules for liaisons to/from other groups.

15. The Chair returned to the agenda and discussed upcoming work and documents.

16. Jim Ragsdale, Ericsson, asked for an update on the status of 802.16m. The Chair agreed to followup on the question.

17. The Chair continued to discuss the documents coming to RR-TAG.

18. The Chair discussed the Commerce Spectrum Management Advisory Committee (CSMAC) delegate selection process. The Chair concluded that it was unlikely anyone would actually pursue it within IEEE 802.

19. Tim Godfrey, EPRI, reported that 802.16m has finished comment resolution and is expected to go for a final recirculation ballot between now and the March 802 Plenary meeting.

20. Jim Ragsdale as a question about the status of ITU-R WP1A Draft Report on Smart Grid Power Management Systems.
21. The Chair recessed the meeting at 2:42 PM to independent study until Tueday January 18, AM1.

Tuesday, January 18, 2011, AM1

22. The Chair called the meeting to order at 8:00 AM.

23. The Vice Chair reminded members to log in and record their attendance.

24. The Vice Chair mentioned that Bruce Kramer, 802.11 Chair, asked if the meeting slot to address 802.11 issues could be moved to a different time slot.

25. Peter Ecclesine, Cisco Systems, dropped in and said that there was no good time for him to address the issues, so schedule at 802.18’s convenience.

26. The agenda schedule was left unchanged.

27. The Vice Chair presented the “notes and comments” document, 18-11/10r0, created by Richard Kennedy, Research in Motion, summarizing the questions contained in FCC 10-186, and which Richard had uploaded to the 802.18 section of IEEE Mentor.

28. The Vice Chair committed to contacting Richard Kennedy about 802.11 inputs to FCC 10-186.
29. The Vice Chair recessed the meeting at 8:41 AM to independent study until Tueday PM1.

Tuesday, January 18, 2011, PM1

1. The Vice Chair called the meeting to order at 1:30 PM.

2. The Vice Chair reminded members to log in and record their attendance.

3. The Vice Chair opened the discussion on ITU-R WP 1A Document 1A/311-E, dated July 12, 2010, uploaded as 18-11/02/r0.

4. Various parties asked questions about the source of the document and any liaison statements from other ITU-R working parties.

5. Charles Einoff, CBS, pointed out that SG1 adopted Question 104 as a draft new question and sent it out for membership review and approval. Charles Rush, TMG, presented the text of the question.

6. Charles Rush pointed out that the report is incomplete because it does not address all of the issues in Q104, especially the wireless aspects addressed by Question 104. 
7. Charles Einoff’s research indicates that SG1 did not adopt the question.

8. Charles Rush is going to follow up by contacting the chair of SG1 to find out what the status of these issues are and the relevancy of the draft chairman’s report. 
9. Charles Einoff and others suggested that the draft question could become the basis for objections to the report.

10. The Vice Chair agreed to upload the draft of the proposed but rejected Question 104.

11. There was discussion of whether we could post the draft of Q104 on IEEE Mentor.

12. The Vice Chair said that he would hold off on uploading the question until it was clear if that was okay.
13. The meeting was recessed at 2:43 PM until Wednesday, PM1.

Tuesday, January 18, 2011, PM2

1. The Vice Chair called the meeting to order at 4:01 PM.

2. The Vice Chair reminded members to log in and record their attendance.

3. Peter Ecclesine, Cisco Systems, reviewed the document and presented an input into the FCC-10-186 NOI regarding dynamic spectrum use.

4. The focus of the input was advocacy for a real time geolocation database.

5. Charles Rush, TMG, asked about the cost of the real time database

6. Peter Ecclesine responded that, in his view, this is a trivial application for cloud computing. The question is what requirements the FCC is going to impose on the database.

7. Peter went on to explain further the database concept based on the work 802.11af is doing regarding developing a standard.
8. Charles Rush asked who has the onus to maintain the validity of data? Peter responded that the licensed spectrum users would have to provide the data regarding their use profile and willingness to share.

9. Peter also went on to explain that the “real time” nature of the database created more opportunities to share during smaller segments of time than envisioned in the present TVWS rules.

10. Peter stated that the input to the RR-TAG would be voted on in the mid-week plenary on Wednesday in AM2.

11. Discussions continued among the members present about how the database might work, etc.
12. The meeting was recessed at 4:38 PM until Wednesday, AM1.

Wednesday, January 19, 2011, AM1

13. The Chair called the meeting to order at 8:15 AM.

14. The Vice Chair reminded members to log in and record their attendance. 
15. Charles Rush reported on his conversation with Robin Haines, NTIA, International Chair, ITU-R SG 1.

16. Robin said that draft Question 104 from WP 1A was not approved, but was on hold until the ITU-T finished its report on Smart Grid. Robin further stated that WP 1A would likely have two reports, one addressing PLT systems and one addressing wireless systems.

17. Charles Rush agreed to follow up on these issues by contacting Jonathan Williams, NTIA, Chairman US WP 1A.

18. The general agreement was that the RR-TAG would create an input to WP 1A at the appropriate time.

19. The meeting was recessed to independent study at 8:30 AM until Wednesday, PM1.

Wednesday, January 19, 2011, PM1

20. The Chair called the meeting to order at 1:31 PM.

21. The Vice Chair reminded members to log in and record their attendance. 
22. Charles Rush reported on his contact with Jonathan Williams, NTIA, Chairman US WP 1A, regarding the status of the WP 1A work on Smart Grid.

23. Charles said that there would only be one report developed in WP 1A, not two, implying that the Chairman’s report should be edited by IEEE 802, or some other contribution should be submitted to include wireless in the discussion and report. Jonathan does foresee the document moving forward, but not for the next two meetings. Jonathan indicated that he welcomed IEEE 802 inputs to the report.

24. Charles Rush indicated that there was a working party teleconference in February, and also said he would participate, but not as the IEEE 802 represenative.

25. The Chair thanked Charles Rush for the update.
26. David Davenport, GE Global Research, reported on the status of the MBAN activity. His report is contained in the document 18-11-0008-00-0000-status-update-on-fcc-mbans-nprm.pdf.

27. David’s report focused on agreement with the aeronautical telemetry folks on how to share the band from 2360 -2390 MHz, based on hospital’s LOS position relative to a telemetry installation. The MBAN spectrum includes the segment 2390-2400 MHz as USA wide accessible spectrum.

28. Charles Rush asked if there was an agreed upon propagation model? David said there was a non-public coordination process envisioned operated by the aeronautical telemetry folks, AFTRCC.

29. The MBAN service would be regulated in Part 95, on a secondary basis, licensed-by-rule, similar to WMTS.

30. The Vice Chair asked if all of the security key related operational details were going to be poured into the rules. Farrokh Khatibi, Qualcomm, asked if the key had a lifetime? David responded that the key lifetime would be variable, depending on circumstances.

31. Charles Rush asked whether the details of the protection methodology were public. The answer was no, not at the moment. Charles followed up regarding work being done in the ITU-R TVWS, and maybe this methodology would help.

32. Peter Murray brought up the example of the UTAM experience, which successfully deployed systems with a similar set of agreements. The discussion continued into other details.

33. David concluded his presentation.

34. Ray Krasinski, Philips, mentioned that originally AFTRCC was the only opponent in the beginning, and the politics of that has been solved.

35. Jim Ragsdale asked if there was any chance that the spectrum block would be licensed for advanced mobile services per ITU-R recommendations for IMT spectrum. David responded that the AFTRCC folks would oppose such an allocation.

36. Charles Rush commented that the MBAN usage would be an additional impediment to reallocation.

37. The Vice Chair called for a break of 5 minutes, after which the 802.23 discussion would take place.

38. Geoff Thompson, Interdigital, Chair of 802.23, opened the presentation. Geoff said the FCC had opened an NOI on a Framework for Next Generation 911 Deployment. The material presented is contained in 23-11/04r0 oon the 802.23 document server.

39. Geoff reports that the comment closing date is February 28, 2011.

40. Geoff reported that the comments prepared are in rough form, not in FCC submission ready format.

41. Geoff went on to describe the NOI elements as drafted in the Commission’s NOI.

42. There was a general discussion about the issue of identifying the location of a 911 call in a VoIP environment, called a “Registered Location” system. Discussion included Geoff, Farrokh, John Barr, Charles Rush and Peter Murray.

43. Geoff continued with the review of the NOI. More discussion ensued.

44. Several people commented on the way to look at the Commission’s process, and what usually happens with NOIs.

45. Andrew Miles, Cisco Systems, commented about whether the NOI needed to be responded to in terms of OSI layers. There was a general discussion of the kinds of responses which the FCC sought There was a follow up question concerning the process the RR-TAG would have to undertake to get the comments in on time. There was additional discussion of the technical issues, especially related to VPN operation in an NG911 context.

46. The Vice Chair pointed out that the section only had 15 minutes left, but that the discussion could continue on Thursday.

47. Andrew Miles pointed out that end user devices can provide acceptable location information, and that the Commission already recognizes this mechanism.

48. Andrew Miles commented that NG911 could be limited to real time services. On the other hand, Andrew stated that SMS services may be suitable. Farrokh strongly disagreed.

49. More discussion of this point occurred. Farrokh pointed out that if a new service were created to do this, versus the currently available implementations of SMS, email, etc. Andrew clarified that he was referring to an enhanced SMS or email based service. Additional discussion ensued, including comments by Peter Murray, Farrokh, Andrew Miles, and Geoff Thompson.

50. The Vice Chair proposed that the conversation related to this NOI be continued on Thursday, January 20, PM2.
51. The Vice Chair recessed the meeting at 3:30 PM until Wednesday, PM2.

Wednesday, January 19, 2011, PM2

1. The Vice Chair called the meeting to order at 4:05 PM.

2. The Vice Chair reminded members to log in and record their attendance. 
3. Apurva Mody, BAE Systems, presented the status of 802.22’s inputs to the FCC 10-108 NOI.

4. There was some brief discussion of process. The Vice Chair encouraged 802.22 to get things well wrapped up by Thursday.

5. Apurva continued the presentation of 22-11/05r1.

6. The Vice Chair presented the 802.11 preliminary input re: real-time database.

7. Apurva Mody requested that the discussion continue on Thursday AM1 at 9 AM. The Vice Chair agreed.

8. More discussion of the proposed text continued.

9. Winston Caldwell, Fox Entertainment, announced that he had uploaded the liaison report from 802.22 to the RR-TAG to the 802.18 section of IEEE Mentor. The file is 18-11/12r0. 
10. The Vice Chair recessed the meeting at 4:36 PM to independent study until Thursday, AM1. 
Thursday, January 20, 2011, AM1

11. The Vice Chair called the meeting to order at 9:08 AM.

12. The Vice Chair reminded members to log in and record their attendance. 
13. Apurva Mody presented the 802.22 input to the FCC 10-198.

14. The group suggested edits as the document was reviewed.

15. There was a power strip accident that caused some of the material edited to be lost.
16. The meeting was recessed at 10:20 AM until Thursday, AM2, at 10:45 AM.

Thursday, January 20, 2011, AM2

17. The meeting reconvened by the Vice Chair at 10:45 AM.

18. The Vice Chair reminded members to log in and record their attendance.

19.  Winston Caldwell stated that some of the edits made in AM1 were lost, he has attempted to edit the changes back in. The group agreed to go on with the rest of the document.

20. The document editing was completed. The Vice Chair committed to editing the document into the proper format and upload it to the IEEE Mentor. The Vice Chair said that the next step would be to set up a conference call to review and vote on approving the document.

21. The Vice Chair recessed the meeting at 11:04 AM to independent study until Thursday PM2.

Thursday, January 20, 2011, PM1

1. The meeting reconvened by the Vice Chair at 1:30 PM.

2. The Vice Chair reminded members to log in and record their attendance. 
3. The Vice Chair turned the meeting over to Geoff Thompson, to continue presenting the 802.23 contribution to the NG911 NOI.

4. The discussion continued from yesterday. The Vice Chair suggested continuing to the end of the document, then going back to pick up more detailed discussions.

5. There was considerable discussion about whether Hot Spot providers should be expected to support NG911 services. The consensus was that Hot Spot providers should not be expected to take responsibility for voice services sufficient to support reliable NG911 capability.

6. The decision was made to note the need for an edit to clarify and move forward.

7. The discussion continued to the issue of what kind of standards should be adopted for NG911.

8. The Vice Chair recessed the meeting until 3:15 PM.

9. The meeting reconvened at 3:16 PM.

10. After discussion, it was agreed to allow Geoff Thompson to continue editing and upload the revision to IEEE Mentor. Geoff agreed to notify the Chair or Vice Chair when the document was available.

11. The Vice Chair pointed out that the next meeting will be at the Marina Bay Sands, Singapore, on March 13-18, 2011.
12. The Vice Chair notes that Andrew Miles did return to the meeting room as he promised and before the meeting adjourned. The Vice Chair adjourned the meeting at 3:45 PM.
Abstract
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