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Dec 11 2018
WG chair called the meeting to order.
Stephen Shellhammer presented 802.19-18/0091r1 

No Comments on the presentation 

General discussion 

Q What are the main purpose of this call and any possible future calls?

A The presentation is requested by 802 EC Chair and it is for explaining the process.

A We are open for more discussion on the process.

Q What is the end result? What are we asking them to do for existence?

A There were discussion for more quantitative criteria. However any number chosen would be not %100 right. As a result no quantitative number was chosen. More details can be created but we don't have manpower.

C The observation is that sometimes we have very detailed results and sometimes they are superficial. 

C In the industry coexistence became really important.

C We need to discuss what are the requirements for coexistence. How can we get more from the coexistence process document.

C A mission statement could be written. Is it for the executive how to vote? Is it to help the voting group?

C The purpose of the CAD should be clear

C We can do the analysis and the result could be that they do not coexist.

C Time is changing we dont have dediscated bands we will share with other technologies. It may happen that we dont have coexistence.

C We can provide guidelines and requirements. They could be minimal but beneficial

Steve 

A 802.19 document can be produced and we can have a par for an IEEE giude. It is a possibility. First step is to create a document and vote in 802.19. An interest group can be created.

C we can provide input to regulators

C 802.15.4 send its CAD to the regulators.

C We need to focus on 802 itself.

C We have a process in 802.19 and we assume that 802.19 members have expertise. It does what it does very well. 

C Resolving the coexistence issues are a different task.

C We need the flexibility for the groups to go forward.

Accepting the CAD at the PAR state is very very early.

C We have  a role with the regulators. However our results may not be effective.

C. CAD at the PAR stage should be really early but we need to state possible problems at the beginning. 

C. At the beginning of the process we have CSD which states if CAD is necessary.

C The analysis is not to resolve the problems.

C The scope of the CAD is to analyze an present the coexistence situation.

IF mitigation is resolved it is good but not mandatory. Our problem is we dont have enough participation. 

C The discussion is good however there is an IEC (62657) standard on coexistence.

I would recommend the coexistence group liaise with that group. 

Group decided to continue this discussion during the IEEE 802 meeting.

Chair would put it in the agenda on the 802.19 opening agenda. 

Chair would need some volunteers.

Meeting adjourned. 
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