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1. Attendance

	Name
	Affiliation
	4 August 2010
	11 August 2010
	18 August 2010

	Gerald Chouinard
	CRC
	X
	X
	

	Winston Caldwell
	FOX
	X
	
	

	Apurva Mody
	BAESystems
	X
	X
	

	Ranga Reddy
	US Army
	X
	X
	

	Ivan Reede
	Amerisys
	X
	X
	

	Tom Gurley
	IEEE BTS
	X
	X
	

	Jason Li
	Wi-LAN
	
	X
	


Agenda

1) Record Attendance: 
Meeting started at 8:06pm and the attendance was noted (6 people on the call).

2) Ask if everyone is familiar with the IEEE patent policy:
http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/pat-slideset.pdf
Everyone on the call was familiar with the IEEE patent policy.

3) Approve the agenda:

The agenda was approved as presented.

4) Approval of the minutes of the previous telecon (https//mentor.ieee.org/802.22/dcn/10/22-10-0139-00-0000-system-conference-call-minutes-4august10.doc)

Tom Gurley asked for correction of his affiliation.  It was noted.  The minutes were approved as modified.

5) Discussion on topics assigned to the System group and resolve related comments


a) Review of Portability aspects from Ranga’s document 22-10-135r1

It was suggested to include an explanation of the word "context”: (i.e., MAC, authentication, etc.).

The acronym NEMA needs to be changed to NMEA.

Ivan expressed concern about limiting the scope of the NMEA string to the CPE location.  Many more options are available to confirm the proper operation of the GPS device.  The Registration process is initiated by the CPE.  It would need to grab the GPS location and send it to the BS.

Ivan: The process to query the GPS receiver is more complex that it appears and involves a multi-message dialog and this needs to happen before it can send the position.  The BS should do this rather than the CPE so that the required software to do it do not need to be resident at the CPE to keep it simple. The CPE was not supposed to understand the NMEA string.

The problem is that such dialog that would need to take place between the BS and the GPS receiver through the CPE would need to take place before the CPE is fully registered, in fact as part of the registration. Before, the geolocation can be acquired by the normal BLM-REQ message, the CPE would need to be registered.

Ivan: There is nothing wrong with sending MAC messages to the CPE while it is being registered as long as it is not user data.  CPE should only pass the information to a port (e.g., USB) but would not not to know that it is a GPS receiver.

Ranga will need to think about it further.  Additional message exchange may be needed.  A new proposal would be needed to replace the current sub-clauses 6.17.5, 6.17.6 and 6.17.7.  New text proposed for 6.17.9 looks good.

Apurva: there is still a need for an unsolicited MAC message from the CPE to update the location of the CPE to respond to the Policy Table in section 9.  The CPE could just carry the message but it needs to be encapsulated as a MAC message to and from the GPS receiver.  Tyhere is still the problem of how would this message be triggered.  Could one rely on the GPS receiver to trigger on a change of location and how could this be specified (e.g., within 50 m)

So far, the BLM-REQ does not include the transaction exchange with the GPS receiver that Ivan is suggesting.

Ranga noted that the CPE registration timer can be set for portable on a CPE basis and could be set for fast repetition.

Action: Ranga to revisit the contribution and try to accommodate the registration without an excessively complex exchange of messages.  Try to create an open channel to the GPS and make it transparent to the CPE (virtual connection between the two).  Need to provide the pipe to a “NMEA device” rather than a “GPS receiver”.  The text of 6.16.5,6,7 will need to be revisited accordingly.


b) Review of section 9.5.2 document 22-10-76r2 (Gerald)

Gerald explained the changes that he made as a result of te comments collected during the System telecom of the previous week.  There were no further commet and unless emails comments addressing this documents are received in the coming week, the modified text will find its way in Draft 4.0.


c) Clause 11 Status of Table 289 (Ranga)

Ranga explained that he is collecting all new parameters and timers and will propose additions to the Table but will not have the time to re-order and segment the table at this time. As is 


d) Clause 12 Status of the MIBs and resolution of comments 693-717 (Ranga)

Most of the work will need to wait for September/October time frame.


e) Annex A Status of the latest version Annex A document 22-10-23r7 (Victor)

Victor was not on the call.  Gerald will send him an email reminding him of making the Annex A with modification agreed upon during the San Diego session available for inclusion in Draft 4.0.

6. Any other business

There was no other business.
The meeting ended at 9:33pm.

_________________________
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