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9 - 13 July 2001

Tuesday 07/10/01 Morning Session

Meeting called to order at 8:25 a.m.

A sign-up sheet asking for name, company name and email address was passed around the room to log the attendance.

The Chair gave an overview of what coexistence work is currently being done within the three wireless WG’s (802.11, 802.15 and 802.16).

The Chair reviewed the group’s intended Statement of Purpose and the work that was accomplished in the previous two conference calls held prior to this plenary meeting.

A question was asked on how the proposed TAG would support the three wireless WGs? Additionally, the person wanted to know if the group would generate reports? Or, what?

The Chair presented the current thinking on this group’s output. Refer to document 01353r0P802-15_Coex-SG-Working-Session-071001 for more detail.

Another question was raised as to what the group thought ExComm should do with the output?

The Chair gave the example of the 5 GHz (UNII) mid-band problems and suggested that this group could offer a guideline of how 802.11 and 802.16 could peacefully coexist. The ExCom representative insisted that ExCom would stay out of the technical issues and let this group make the necessary recommendations. ExCom insures that the process is followed correctly. The representative feels that this group needs to figure out how to get technical consensus within the three wireless WGs. A discussion ensued on how this group can be most effective in this role.

The Chair of 802 raised a concern about the proposal regarding the number of representatives from each of the wireless WGs who have voting authority in this group. He felt that only three (3) people/representatives could not possibly represent the opinion of an entire WG, even if they are elected or appointed delegates. The Chair of this group would rather have the voting rights be similar to the current WG rules. In other words, the group would have a book and pass it around with appropriate participation recorded at each meeting.

The Chair of 802 is also concerned about this group not generating a Recommended Practice. He feels that the group will not get participation if it isn’t doing legitimate work. The group has to insure that people participate, especially those with the expertise.

Someone suggested that maybe this group should become a Joint TG within 802.11, 802.15 and 802.16. This would help with the participation issue, as well as, give the group more authority relative to coexistence issues.

The Secretary suggested that we consider offering people who attend this group or the Regulatory Group as counting towards attendance in their Primary WG. This would allow people to participate freely and still maintain voting rights in their Primary Group.

The Chair of 802 is still concerned about getting people to attend this activity if we don’t actually affect the WGs and their chartered work. The group discussed how the structure could be changed to fix this problem. The Secretary suggested a Joint TG that reports to ExComm, but whose output is voted on in all of the WGs. This would alleviate one WG having direct control over the work of the TG, a problem currently faced by the Regulatory SG.

The activity of this group can effect creation of PARs, as well as, the output from a Letter Ballot. The group needs to have authority to influence the output of the individual WGs

The group recessed at 9:40 a.m.

Thursday 07/12/01 Morning Session

Meeting called to order at 6:40 p.m.

The Chair presented document 01369r0P802-15_Coex-SG-Working-Session-071201 to the group.

Where the word “TAG” is used in the presentation, the Chair suggested that it be replaced with the word “Standing Committee”

· A TAG needs to submit a PAR & 5 Criteria, whereas the Standing Committee is more of an ongoing committee that is a service activity underneath ExCom for a defined period of time, say two years.

A question was raised about the fact that 802.15.4 just approved a 2.4 GHz DSSS PHY without taking into consideration any of the coexistence issues with respect to 802.15.1, 802.15.3 or 802.11b. 

A suggestion was made to have the respective wireless 802 WG liaisons give an update to the 802 COEX SG on the current unlicensed activities within their respective WGs at each joint meeting. The Regulatory SG is proposing a primary and secondary liaison from each of the WGs to allow for backup coverage on case the primary liaison is busy in another group.

A question was asked as to what defines coexistence? The Chair gave one answer and said it is like the Hippocratic oath: “If you can’t do any good, then don’t do any harm” At the application level, it may be defined that you can do what you want to do without any degradation to the system. Another proposal was that you could define the back-off mechanisms in the MAC as a minimum coexistence implementation. Discussion ensued on how the group will try to characterize the coexistence guidelines. The Chair reminded everyone that the current proposal from the group is that the output is a guideline as to how to implement coexistence techniques. Currently, the guidelines are not binding. Opinion was split on whether this was wise given the problems coexistence can cause in the unlicensed bands.

Time, frequency, power, space and coding techniques are five known mechanisms or parameters that can be modified to allow for coexistence. The guidelines may suggest practical ways of employing these techniques to insure coexistence for the proposed standard going forward. A lengthy discussion ensued on how best to achieve the implementation of these techniques in the guidelines. It was decided that this would be a good agenda item topic for the next meeting in Seattle.

Another point was raised that when a PAR is being approved at ExCom, this group could write a document outlining what it expects to see in the coexistence section when the Draft Standard is ready for ballot. The guidelines could then track the activity of the respective PAR through the WG so that the TG working on the PAR tracks to the guideline.

A question was raised regarding dissenting opinions within this group. The suggestion is that these opinions carry forward with the approved guideline and are presented in parallel to ExCom.  One person was concerned about the coexistence group only looking inwardly. He wanted to know how the group could concern itself with activities outside of IEEE. One option is for this group to establish an official liaison with the external group, as well as, look at public documentation from a technical viewpoint as to the impact to the IEEE draft under consideration by this group. The bottom line is that we are held by the current IEEE rules with respect to external industry groups and their respective activities.

The Chair believes that both this SG and the Regulatory SG will suggest that they become Standing Committees at the November Plenary in Austin, Texas. The Chair shared with this group a document currently under construction in the Regulatory SG that outlines a proposal to ExCom to create these Standing Committees (802.11 document 11-01-416r0-R-SEC-SC-rules). This document will presented to the closing ExCom session on Friday July 13, 2001.

The meeting was adjourned at 7:30 p.m.
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