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I. Attendance

	Name
	Affiliation
	7 Apr 2010
	31 Mar 2010

	Gerald Chouinard
	CRC
	X
	X

	Ivan Reede
	Amerisys
	X
	X

	Winston Caldwell
	FOX
	X
	X

	Apurva Mody
	BAE Systems
	X
	X

	Ranga Reddy
	US Army
	X
	X

	Victor Tawil
	MSTV
	X
	X

	Jason Lee
	Wi-Lan
	X
	


II. 2010-03-31 Teleconference

II.A Agenda

1) Record Attendance

2) Ask if everyone is familiar with the IEEE patent policy:
http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/pat-slideset.pdf
3) Approve the agenda.

4) Review/propose comment resolutions for comments in the MAC section (Clause 6): Total 59 comments

a. Pending (37): 150, 156, 157, 175, 176, 205, 211, 220, 238, 246, 265, 329, 346, 356, 361, 1335, 397, 1362, 430, 463, 563, 568, 579, 583, 584, 585, 586, 587, 613, 630, 631, 632, 633, 641, 643, 648, 649
b. Defer (22): 184, 185, 1282, 1283, 274, 275, 1314, 392, 393, 405, 406, 447, 473, 493, 494, 505, 506, 508, 509, 510, 644
5)
Other business.
II.B Notes (2010-03-31)

1) Victor recorded the attendance at 1935 EDT.

2) A citation to the IEEE patent policy was provided with the announcement of the meeting.  When asked, no one notified the chairman that they were unfamiliar with the IEEE patent policy.

3) The agenda was approved as presented.

4) The minutes of the previous meeting were approved as presented.

5) Review/propose the resolutions for the following comments in the database: 22-09-120r31.

Note: G Chounaird suggested that MAC ad-hoc also list REJECTED comments for possible review at a later date. Next version of minutes will also list REJECTED comments. 
CID 150: 

Initial discussion was on support of merger of diagrams, as long as B1, B2, C1, C2 interfaces were properly defined. However, it was decided to keep figures separate, as redrawing a combined diagram may be more difficult to actually construct. 

Resolution: Reject
CID 156: 

This diagram was/is derived from a similar diagram in 802.16-2009. Security functions are part of the MAC CPS, hence why the diagram is drawn the way it is. Identifying the Security sublayer the way that it is currently identified in the figure (Figure 12a/b) isn't an indication that it is a "separate" or "different" sublayer as the commentor suggests. Same thing goes for Security Sublayer 2. Security Sublayer 2 is part of the MAC CPS security functionality at the BS (SM) and CPE (SSA).
Resolution: Reject
CID 157: 

Resolution: Supercede by 156
CID 175: 

This comment was already handled during the March 2010 Plenary Session. MIB section will be added as normative text in the main body of the standard, by incorporating 22-09/202r4 into D3.

Resolution: Counter (as already noted in 22-09/120r31)
CID 176: 

Resolution: Supercede by 175
CID 238: 

This comment was already handled during the March 2010 Plenary Session. MIB section as defined in 22-09/202r4 has a MIB object to control CBP Location IE transmission rate. This is a place holder, as the rest of CBP and Coexistence related MIB object definitions will be handled during D3 balloting/commenting.

Resolution: Counter (as already noted in 22-09/120r31)
CID 246: 

This comment has been discussed in prior calls and during March 2010 Plenary Session. Text modification to indicate difference between whether or not inter- or intraf-fame QPs are scheduled in SCH is required.

Resolution: Counter, add if-else structure to distinguish between which type of QP scheduling is signaled in SCH

Action: G Chounaird to produce a document with text modification
CID 265: 

Group decided to let Editor to make the necessary change.

Resolution: Counter, add definition of HCS to HCS field of Table 1, then reference this definition in HCS fields of Tables 3 and 5

Action: G Chounaird to produce a document with text modification
CID 1362: 

Security/Management ad-hoc discussed related comments CID 662 & 1363 during March 2010 Plenary Session. It is the belief of the S&M ad-hoc chairs that the security sublayer is flexible in design and not too complex, such that it can’t be supported on the current (or even future) generation of HW/SW that will be used to build 802.22 BSs and CPEs. A summary of this discussion has recorded in document# 22-10/56. Based on this discussion recommendation is to Reject.

Resolution: Reject
CID 430: 

Discussion led group to agree with suggestion to remove the text “NOTE—“ and allow Editor to make the necessary change.

Resolution: Accept
CID 431: 

Resolution: Supercede by 430
CID 463: 

There was a lot of discussion by the group, but no specific text modifications were agreed upon. More discussion will be conducted through email. 

Resolution: Pending
III. 2010-04-07 Teleconference

III.A Agenda

1) Record Attendance

2) Ask if everyone is familiar with the IEEE patent policy:
http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/pat-slideset.pdf
3) Approve the agenda.

4) Approve minutes from the last telecon, DCN 22-10/66:

· https://mentor.ieee.org/802.22/dcn/10/22-10-0066-00-0000-mac-ad-hoc-conference-call-minutes.doc
5) Review/propose comment resolutions for comments in the MAC section (Clause 6): Total 59 comments

· 205: specifying length of preamble in SCH
· 211, 220, 329, 346: modifications to figures 17 and 19
· 356, 361, 473, 474, 475, 505, 508, 509: CPE Privacy

· 1335: Service Flow management

· 568: CBP Location IE Tx rate

· 576, 579, 583, 584, 585, 586, 443: CBP tx mechanism and contention

· 587: CBP Tx of DS/US information

· 184, 185, 274, 275, 1282, 1283, 493, 494: New CID mechanism

· 1314: CBP authentication

· 405, 406: ER comments related to SCM Auth reply

· 447: CPE <-> SM initialization

· 510: periodic ranging

6) Other business
III.B Notes (2010-04-07)

1) Meeting started, recorded the attendance at 20:05 EDT.

2) A citation to the IEEE patent policy was provided with the announcement of the meeting.  When asked, no one notified the chairman that they were unfamiliar with the IEEE patent policy.

3) The agenda was approved as presented.

4) The minutes of the previous meeting were approved as presented.

5) Review/propose the resolutions for the following comments in the database: 22-09-120r32.

Note: G Chounaird suggested that MAC ad-hoc also list REJECTED comments for possible review at a later date. Next version of minutes will also list REJECTED comments. 
CID 205: 

Group agreed that multiple preambles can facilitate signal acquisition and synchronization in noisy RF environments. In order to support this we need to add a field to SCH to denote the preamble length.

Resolution: Counter. Add a field “Preamble Length”, Size (4 bits), Note “Length of frame preamble” to Table 1, Section 6.7.1
CID 510: 

There was discussion to remove contention-based periodic ranging. But can we further simplify? We need to support portability. If a CPE starts moving in between transmissions, and the CPE is not where the BS thinks it is, the US communication is broken. That’s where re-ranging, even periodically is useful. Need to confirm if the (previous) suggestion was to remove periodic ranging.

Action: R Reddy to confirm if it was periodic ranging entirely, or just the contention-based periodic ranging that is to be removed.

Update (04/11/2010): Upon further review, MAC ad-hoc chair believes there was a mistake in understanding during the discussion on 4/7. The comment and previous suggestion wasn’t to completely remove periodic ranging. Rather it was to remove the contention-based method for periodic ranging, the first half of section 6.18.2.2. However, at this time there is insufficient discussion or recommendation on how to improve the CDMA-based periodic ranging.

Resolution: Counter. Remove just the first half of 6.18.2.2
CID 405, 406: 

Resolution: Accept, these are purely E comments.
CID 211: 

Discussion came to agreement that SCW would not be part of US sub-frame. 

Resolution: Counter. Modify Figure 17 to end US Sub-frame after the last US PDU. Modify definition of frame to include SCW: “Frame: Basic time unit over which BS and CPEs communicate with each other. It is comprised of one DS subframe, one US subframe, and one Self-Coexistence Window (SCW).” 
CID 220: 

Group discussion decided to accept that frame preamble is part of DS subframe. 

Resolution: Counter. Modify Figure 19 so that bracket that defines boundary of DS subframe includes the frame preamble.
CID 329: 

Group decided to keep SCW out of the US subframe and treat it as it’s own entity. However, even if this is done, how do we signal the location of an SCW if it is to be scheduled? Possibly through adjusting the definition of a US-MAP IE. Need to ask Gerald to clarify.

Resolution: Pending

Action: R Reddy to contact G Chounaird to clarify his comment and discuss possible solutions
CID 346: 

Not sure anything here is broken or needs fixing. Need to contact Gerald to ask for clarification.

Resolution: Pending

Action: R Reddy to contact G Chounaird to clarify his comment and discuss possible solutions
CID 356, 361, 473, 474, 505, 506, 508, 509: 

There was much discussion on this issue. I Reede suggests that an Access Control List (ACL) is commonly used by WISPs to manage network access. ACLs are MAC address driven. Method 1 in 22-09/114 might potentially break this. Unfortunately, this solution to CPE privacy has been accepted in previous ballot confirmation. More discussion is needed to come to some agreement.

Resolution: Pending

Action: R Reddy to contact I Reede to discuss more on how to come to a solution for CPE privacy.
CID 1335: 

There was much discussion on this issue. I Reede suggests that QoS management and traffic shaping should not be a component of MAC functionality. Therefore, his comment was to remove section 6.10.8.10. Unfortunately, there are items configured in service-flow definitions other than ones related to traffic shaping. More discussion is needed

Resolution: Pending

Action: R Reddy to contact I Reede to discuss more on how to come to a solution for handling traffic shaping and QoS management.
_________________________
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