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I. Attendance

	Name
	Affiliation
	20 September 2010
	12 October 2010

	Gerald Chouinard
	CRC
	X
	X

	Winston Caldwell
	FOX
	X
	

	Apurva Mody
	BAE Systems
	X
	

	Ranga Reddy
	US Army
	X
	X

	Jason Li
	Wi-Lan
	
	


II. 2010-09-20 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) from the latest comment database: 

· DCN# 22-10/155r5: https://mentor.ieee.org/802.22/dcn/10/22-10-0155-05-0000-wran-draft-4-0-wg-re-circulation-ballot-comments-database.xls
5)
Other business.
II.B Notes

1) R Reddy recorded the attendance at 20:08 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) Agenda approved without contest.

4) Review/propose the resolutions for the following comments in the database: 22-10/155r5. 

CID 138: 

Editorial comment. @ Editor’s discretion to resolve.

Resolution: Accept

CID 139: 

Group agreed that the allocation method/process should be transparent and not be dependent on the CPE manufacturer’s.  Comment database reflects the text modification

Resolution: Counter
CID 140: 

SDUs can be fragmented to fit a shorter allocation if allowed for a service flow. G Chouinard.

Resolution: Accept

CID 141: 

R Reddy says there’s no specific reference to Data Grant IE and Request IE. G Chouinard notes that the concept “Data Grant IE”, is really an upstream allocation as signaled by a US-MAP IE. R Reddy, so the “Request IE” is really the BR subheader for GMH. 

Resolution: Pending

Action: R Reddy, modify reference to “Data Grant IE” to referenence to US-MAP IE, need more time “Request IE”. Also need to provide a contribution that updates the text for 142 and 145 as well.
CID 142 

See resolution of 141.

Resolution: Superceded

CID 143: 

Editorial Comment

Resolution: Accept

CID 144: 

W Caldwell, text in question is confusing, and doesn’t provide any value added benefit to the concepts discussed in the section.

Resolution: Accept
CID 145: 

Similar problem to 141 and 142. R Reddy to bring a contribution to described text modifications for all these

Resolution: Pending

Action: R Reddy to provide a new contribution with text modification
CID 146: 

Editorial

Resolution: Accept
CID 158: 

W Caldwell believes that the NMEA string exchange was incorrectly “below” the registration process. We need to communicate the location information as soon as possible in the process. For example, possibly in the CBC-REQ. This didn’t work, because the CBC-REQ/RSP is in the clear and sending it in the clear would be privacy violation. R Reddy CPE NMEA string is actually transmitted during REG-REQ/RSP along with other operational parameters. Paragraph immediately following figure 44 is more appropriate to follow figure 42. W Caldwell also suggests we make a statement that the CPE NMEA String Location IE be mandatory. G Chouinard suggest that actually 1st four paragraphs following paragraph 44 to be below 42. W Caldwell also suggested that a reference to CPE NMEA Location String IE in the REG-REQ in the 1st paragraph of 6.17.2.9. Total set of text modification recorded in comment database.

Resolution: Counter

CID 159: 

R Reddy reviewed the suggested remedies. This comment relates to Comment 157. So figure 43, last box should be “Transfer operational parameters”. Figure 49, last block should be modified to reflect “setting up connections” process in 6.17.2.17.

Resolution: Counter

5) Other Business (further discussion via Email):

Comments 147-157 were discussed in AM1 of Friday during September Interim. These comments refer to subsections describing the CPE Initialization process. What follows is a modification to resolution of comments 156 and 157
CID 156: 

The first part of the suggested remedy recorded in the database will be implemented. R Reddy, regarding the second remedy, asks that the group disregard the comment about reinitializing the BS MAC. After the “Release and age out SID assigned to CPE”, the next stage should be “Done”.

Resolution: Counter.
CID 157: 

Group agrees with 1st part of remedy, to remove the “secondary management connection” block. R Reddy, for the 2nd part of the remedy, the last block should be “Transfer Operational Parameters”

Resolution: Counter. 

III. 2010-10-12 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) Review/propose comment resolutions for comments in the MAC section (Clause 6) from the latest: 

· comment database, DCN# 22-10/155r5: https://mentor.ieee.org/802.22/dcn/10/22-10-0155-05-0000-wran-draft-4-0-wg-re-circulation-ballot-comments-database.xls
· meeting minutes, DCN# 22-10/159r0: https://mentor.ieee.org/802.22/dcn/10/22-10-0159-00-0000-mac-ad-hoc-conference-call-minutes-for-d4-ballot.doc
5)
Other business.
III.B Notes

1) R Reddy recorded the attendance at 20:11 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) Agenda approved without contest.

4) Review/propose the resolutions for the following comments in the database: 22-10/155r5. 

CID 160: 

Editorial.

Resolution: Accept

CID 161: 

R Reddy, T4 timer deals with waiting for RNG-RSP on periodic ranging. For fixed CPE’s we could wait longer, so having this flexibility would allow us to distinguish between fixed/portable operation. More discussion required later. G Chouinard suggested we put default values for T4 pertaining to whether or not CPE is fixed or portable. This would avoid having to create an IE in REG-REQ/RSP. So range for T4 in Table 273 is from minimum 1s, max 30min. Default for fixed 10min, default 1min. Also pg 167, Item D in 6.18.2.2, add text to describe that value of T4 selected based on appropriate value depending on whether or not it is fixed or portable. 

Resolution: Counter

CID 162: 

R Reddy, text here provided more for clarification purposes. The proposed resolution discusses (actually clarifies) how QoS applied to a flow (FID) assigned to a SID (uni- or multicast). The following reference of “FID” on pg 173 line 12 & line 22 should be changed to "transport FID assigned to a unicast SID (an individual CPE) or multicast transport FID assinged to a multicast SID (a multicast group of CPEs)." 
Resolution: Accept

CID 163: 

Editorial.

Resolution: Accept

CID 164: 

Editorial.

Resolution: Accept

CID 166:   

Editorial.

Resolution: Accept

CID 165: 

R Reddy: DSX-RVD previously existed in draft 2.0. This message is used to acknowledge receipt of a DSx-REQ message. We could repurpose the DSA-ACK to serve the same purpose. However, this would require reformation of Figures 64-66, 75, 76, as well as Table 183 and Table 185 will have to be redrawn. At this point in the draft standard development, this would be way too much work. Best option is to bring back the DSx-RVD message.

Resolution: Pending

Action: R Reddy to bring back definition of DSx-RVD message into 6.10.8. However, note that figures and tables in 6.21 looked like they were copied straight out of 802.16e-2005 or 802.16-2009. This is unacceptable and will have to be corrected during sponsor ballot phase. Only figures that have references to “SS” will need to be fixed prior to sponsor ballot initiation.
CID 167/168/169/175:   

See comment 165. Table 183-186 still need to be modified to change “SS” to “CPE”

Resolution: Counter

Action: G Chouinard to recreate these tables to change “SS” to “CPE”
CID 170:   

SS is not the proper term for the user device in our standard. Figure 70 has to be updated to replace “SS” with “CPE”.

Resolution: Pending

Action: G Chouinard or Editor to redraw figure and replace “SS” with “CPE”
CID 171/172/177:   

See comment 165. We will bring back DSX-RVD, however, there is a reference to “SS” in figures 71, 75, & 80.

Resolution: Counter for 172, Pending for 171/177

Action: R Reddy or Editor to redraw figure 71, 75, 80 to remove reference to “SS”. Editor will fix 75, but 71 and 80 will be done later as they are more complicated figures.
CID 173/176/178/179/183:   

SS is not the proper term for the user device in our standard. Figure 76 and 79 and Figure 82 and Figure 84 and 85 have to be updated to replace “SS” with “CPE”.

Resolution: Accept for 176, Pending for 173/178/179/183

Action: G Chouinard to redraw figures and replace “SS” with “CPE”
CID 174:   

The subsections under 6.21.9 are misnumbered. A separate section for Dynamic Service Addition is warranted.

Resolution: Accept
CID 179:   

This figure has reference to SS that needs to be changed

Resolution: Pending

Action: G Chouinard to update this figures 
CID 180:   

The subsections under 6.21.9 are misnumbered. A separate section for Dynamic Service Deletion is warranted.

Resolution: Accept
CID 181/182:   

G Chouinard and R Reddy agreed to keep these as tables. Tables 187 and 188 have to be updated to replace “SS” with “CPE”.

Resolution: Counter

Action: G Chouinard to update the table. 
_________________________
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