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Minutes: 802.22.1 Task Group 1 
July 2007 Plenary Meeting 

PM2 Tuesday, July 17, 2007

TG1 Session opened at 16:10

1. Review Patent Policy 
Bill opened the session and reviewed the patent policy.  Bill referenced the patent policy and where it can be downloaded after reading it to the group. 


2. Approve Agenda 
There were no changes to agenda (document 350 r1). The agenda was approved without modification or objection.


3. Approve the Minutes (document 340) from the May Interim TG1 meetings (Montreal)
The minutes were approved as submitted to the group without modification or objection.

There were no teleconferences since the last F2F and therefore no additional minutes for approval.  


4. It was noted there were some new members attending the meeting so self-introductions were made. 


5. Review results of the Letter Ballot
Bill reviewed the results of the letter ballot for the TG1 draft standard which were as follows:  Over 50% of the ballots were returned, 64% of those returning a ballot approved, 495 comments received.  The ballot failed and will require reballoting. 

Bill noted that some comments were received on time but for technical reasons were not included in the posted comments chart. The comments chart was updated with these comments and will be posted immediately. 

6. Review the Process for Comment Resolution
The necessary 50% returned ballots requirement was met, but 75% yes vote was not met for approval, so process is to answer / resolve comments, then re-ballot.  This is not a re-circulation.  We will answer comments and re-ballot.  It was noted by several people that since it is a reballot, all voters of recored at the time it is reballoted may comment. Additionally, the entire document is up for reballot. Any one may comment on any part of the document. 

We may empower editor to finish and circulate after the closing plenary.  If we do not vote to send the document to the .22 WG for re-ballot at the end of the week, we must wait until September prior to re-issuing the draft for ballot. 

Question:  Do we believe we can accomplish the resolution and re-ballot at the end of the week?  Bill:  It will be a challenge, but we will try.

Bill said he will review the comments to make sure editorial comments are truly editorial.  If they are technical and result in a substantive change to the document, then the change would need to be voted on by TG1. 

Approximately 285 comments are editorial (E or ER) in nature, the rest are technical.  About 50/50 split between MAC and PHY.

Unfortunately, the comments were only posted on Monday 7/17: therefore, nobody, including the editor, had a chance to preview and group the comments.  George Vlantis suggested the group divide and conquer the comments for resolution based on MAC and PHY.  It was agreed to do this.  Monique Brown converted the file to Excel so all members (not all have a copy of MS Access) can open the file.

Bill stated that the PM 2 session on Thursday is reserved for a walk-through of all the changes to the document and to vote to send it to .22 if we are ready.  

Monique posted the comments and discussion begins.


7. Comment Resolution (see document P802.22.1d1.0_cmts_003.xls used on 7/17 and revision 004 used on 7/18 and 7/19 for the comments chart used in the sessions). 

It was decided to start with TR’s first as a group so that we could get an idea of the comments and the procedure to resolve them.  Monique sorted the comments by type, page, line. 


Individual comments reviewed (Those in red need further resolution):

#16  resolved with new text from Kelly Williams.

#18  resolved by changing to “regulatory environments outside of the US.”

#20  resolved by removing “harmful”

#307  Soo-Young will consider it again and possibly withdraw the comment.

#183  George wants it defined or removed.  To be assigned.  George, Victor, Monique take the task.

#308  Revised, definitive text is added to clarify the text.  A device does not automatically become a SPD as suggested; rather, the process is described.  Soo-Young and Greg will take this off-line and suggest and example of why the comment does not take place, thus clarifying the operation of the system for readers of the spec.  (Example of why and why not a SPD would operate as a PPD).  

#309 Decision for NPD choice is not made at the MAC, so hard to mandate something with a SHALL.  We should capture the expected behavior so that a designer would understand how it would work.  Is NPD mandatory?  If not, then how do you determine what to do.  If it is mandatory, then an algorithm is required to specify how this is accomplished.

#24 accepted

#29 accepted

Bill noted that it was 18:00 and called a recess for the day since there will be an evening session of the Spectrum Sensing group.  Monique asks if the last 2 comments can be accepted?  Bill polls the group which indicates yes.

Session in recess at 18:04

Session 2: PM1, Wednesday, July 18, 2007
Bill Rose called TG1 back to order at 13:38 
Further Process Discussion: 
Per the decision from the prior session, TG1 (those present) were divided into 2 groups to handle MAC and PHY (sections 7 and 6) plus section 5 to be addressed when 6 or 7 is completed. Each group is in session to work on TR’s first. Bill asked for a show of hands as to who wished to work on MAC and who wished to work on PHY issues. As the MAC group was the smaller of the two the MAC group left the room to locate an empty or quiet space. 

Bill Rose volunteered to lead the PHY group and record the results of discussions and resolutions for the PHY comments. Monique Brown volunteered to lead the MAC group and record the results of discussions and resolutions for the MAC  comments. 

See Comments chart for comment resolutions and/or issues to be addressed. 
Bill Rose recessed the meeting at 15:48.
Session 3: PM2, Wednesday, July 18, 2007
Bill Rose resumed the session at 16:11 

Continue progress in resolving comments.

Refer to the spreadsheet for individual actions taken for each comment submitted and resolved.

Bill Rose recessed the session at 18:09

Session 4: AM1, Thursday, July 19, 2007
Bill Rose called the session to order at 8:10


8. Bill initiated a discussion on how to proceed towards letter ballot.  He noted that we will not finish all of the comment resolution work prior to the end of this session. Therefore the group must decide how to go forward towards releasing a draft after the September, 2007 interim meeting.  After some discussion by Carl Stevenson, Bill Rose and others, it was the consensus to not go to letter ballot until after the September meeting.  We will work to finish as many of the technical comments as possible this session. Then Monique will update the comments chart and we will continue to resolve comments on teleconferences, circulate a draft prior to the Sept interim, then polish it in September prior to going towards a second letter ballot.  In the meantime, Monique will address the editorial comments and update a preliminary document based on the comment resolution process. The preliminary document will be distributed to the entire .22 and we will ask for comments in advance of the September meetings. The September meetings will be spent addressing any remaining or new comments and a vote will be taken to send the resulting draft document to .22 to issue for reballot. The plan was agreed to by the group.  

The room once again split into MAC and PHY groups to continue to comment resolution. 

Refer to the spreadsheet for individual actions taken for each comment submitted and resolved.

Bill Rose called a recess at 10:07

Session 5 AM2, Thursday, July 19, 2007
Bill Rose called the session to order at 10:50
9.
Next Meetings:
Bill:  We need to set up how we do calls and continue the work.

Monique suggested that we stay with PHY and MAC teams, via email and then use the weekly call to do joint discussion.  Victor indicates there needs to be a catch-all group that also works the editorial comments.  Monique offered to do editorial comments but if editorial items need more substantial work by the other 2 groups, she will assign it.  Soo-Young:  Do we need 2 more conference calls or do we do it by email?  Monique:  Suggest we use direct email for the group (PHY/MAC).  Leave it to the teams to decide what needs to brought to the group for further discussion.  Soo-Young:  We need leaders for each to keep notes, etc.  Larger questions will be referred to TG1 during weekly teleconferences.  At this point, Monique will handle the MAC comments and Bill will handle the PHY.

It was decided to hold TG1 conference calls every Tuesday beginning on July 31 and running through September 11th. It was further decided that the PHY and MAC ad hoc groups would continue to resolve comments via email. 

A long discussion concerning the time of the teleconferences ensued.  It was decided to alternate call times.  The times chosen are 9AM EDT and 6PM EDT.  Bill will post the alternating schedule.  The calls will resume on July 31, 2001 at 6:00 PM EDT.

The discussion continued on resolution of comments; recorded by Monique and Bill in their spreadsheets.

The question was raised concerning obtaining a second room at the September Interim; 802.22 should request a total of 3 rooms for that session.  Bill said he would make the request to Carl Stevenson.

Bill Rose adjourned the meeting of TG1 at 12:34 
Editors Note: The comments discussed and/or resolved were captured directly in the Excel comments charts. The editor will combine the chart used by the PHY group with that of the MAC group and send a master copy to TG1. That copy will include all of the comments addressed during the Plenary meetings. 
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