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1. Introductions
Introductions were made. 

2. Patent policy review
The attendees were aware of the patent policy and did not need a review. 

3. Approve agenda
The agenda was approved without change. 
4. Approve minutes from 12/11/07
The minutes were approved without change. 

5. Comment Resolution: 

· Discuss comments 34, 35, 45, 105, 466, 473, 477 and Steve Kuffner's response to the comments. See document 22-07-0556-00-0000_LB2_Addressing_C_comments.doc for Steve's responses. The intent is to resolve these comments during the call. 

Steve Kuffner gave a brief introduction to his document (556). We decided to review the document in the order of comments addressed. 
Comment 34: Steve explained the reason for his assumptions. Bill Rose explained that the default behavior if the communications failed is that both beacons would assume PPD status and protection would be afforded. Charles was asked if he had an alternate model to use. He stated that he did not. He was simply concerned that the model might not be adequate. Gerald said the part of the problem is confusion of beacon to beacon and beacon to WRAN communications. Steve explained the genesis of the 7dBi beacon antenna gain. FCC specifies 250 mW/50 mW output power (VHF/UHF), not EIRP. Gerald distributed a different spread sheet prior to the call using a model from YuChun showing that with a 0dBi antenna there is no link margin problem. His analysis shows that there is a 16dB margin using a 0dBi antenna. As it was only sent out shortly prior to the call, few people had a chance to review it. Gerald explained his assumptions to the group. A discussion on the assumptions and models ensued. It was noted that the range is not an issue (WRAN – beacon sensing) because the paths are reciprocal. The antenna height and differential fading are the only deltas that need to be accounted for. According to Gerald’s analysis there is a margin of 10 dB without the antenna height differential which adds approx. 6 dB to the margin calculations. 

Jerry Kalke stated that this conversation is on CPE/Beacon sensing. What about BS/beacon? Steve stated that this scenario is also covered in the papers he delivered in March (see docs 0148r0, and 0195r3). 

Gerald provided further explanation of his spreadsheet and a discussion followed. Chris stated that his engineers reviewed it and came up with different numbers. Victor questioned the idea of the paths being reciprocal. The question is how close will the beacon be to the microphone receiver? Gerald: In practice the beacon will be close to the receiver relative to the WRAN device. 

Further discussion will be held on this subject. Gerald and Chris need to review the discrepancy between Chris’ engineers’ numbers and Gerald’s. 


· Continue to resolve TRs followed by Ts. 
There were no additional comments discussed on this call. 

6. Open Business
There was no open business to discuss. 

7. Next Meetings

· Thursday December 27th at 6:00 PM EST 

· Thursday January 3rd at 6:00 PM EST 

· Tuesday January 8th at 6:00 PM EST

8. Adjourn
The call was adjourned at 7:04 PM EST. 
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