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Rick Roberts (Chair) called the conference call to order.  Started the call with  a review of the agenda:

1) Introductions/Roll call

2) Agree on weekly conference call time and day

3) Review working group schedule—Document 02022r0P802-15_TG3-AltPHY-Study-Group-Schedule.doc.

4) Review call for applications (CFA)—Document 02023r00P802-15_TG3-Alt-PHY-SG-CFA.doc.

Rick Roberts—Chair suggested that an Alt PHY conference call be scheduled for once a week for one hour.  The proposed time was Wednesday at 1pm EST.  There were no objections.  Questions were asked as to whether conference calls would be held on holidays.  The group requested an official schedule of conference calls up to the January IEEE meeting.

Action Item:  Bill Rickelman will publish a schedule of conference calls up to the January IEEE meeting.  Call number will continue to be 1.888.693.8686, ID #8647458.

Bob Heile—Suggested a web page and email reflector be created for the study group.


Action Item:  Rick Alfvin will work on producing a web page and email reflector.

Bob Heile—Clarified that this is not an official part of TG3.  This Study Group is assigned with the task of developing an alternative PHY to the current PHY in 802.15.3.  Eventually, this group will become it’s own task group with the possible title of TG3a.

Rick Roberts—Brought up the possibility of conflicts between individuals wanting to participate in TG3 and TG3a.  Bob Heile responded that TG3 should have gone to letter ballot by the time TG3a will be proposed in March.

Rick Roberts—Chair started review of document 02022r0P802-15_TG3-AltPHY-Study-Group-Schedule.doc, and more specifically, the Key Events on page 4.  It was clearly stated that the purpose of the Study Group should be approaching the task with an open mind as to what the Alt PHY will be under standard IEEE process.  The initial goal will be to approve PAR and 5 Criteria by the working group in the March Plenary meeting.  

Bob Heile—Described the process for submitting the PAR and 5 Criteria to the working group.  Procedural events, including submitting the PAR and 5 Criteria to the working group 30 days prior to the plenary meeting, would force the study group to have the PAR and 5 Criteria complete at the January meeting.

There was some general concern amongst the group that the schedule was too aggressive.  It was agreed that the schedule would allow for more time to put together the PAR and 5 Criteria and the subsequent events.

Rick Roberts—Reiterated that even with a new schedule, the Study Group shall have a goal of having a PAR and 5 Criteria in order for the January meeting.

General—The 5 Criteria are identified on the IEEE website.

Bob Heile—In response to concerns over the schedule and the proper order of events for the Study Group, Bob clarified that it is possible to put out a CFP before the PAR.  The CFP can always be altered at a later date.

Bob Huang—Stated that the selection criteria cannot be approved until the Task Group is formed.  Until then we will be putting together a draft Criteria.

General—We must have an official list of attendance for the January meeting. This will govern voting rights in the future.

Rick Alfvin—Suggested that we do not get too hung up on the schedule at this time.  The process should be prioritized in the January meeting.  The group agreed. 

Action Item:  Rick Roberts will publish a revised schedule for the group’s approval.

Rick Roberts—In moving on to the next agenda item, Rick indicated that the call for applications (document 02023r00P802-15_TG3-Alt-PHY-SG-CFA.doc) is a contribution from XtremeSpectrum.  The CFA was created from the 15.3 CFA.  The main items to review are the differences between the ‘Group A’ and Group B’ bullet points.

Jay Bain—Suggested that the wording show that the system will work with the 15.3 MAC.

Rick Alfvin—Did not agree with the first bullet point under ‘Group A’ that stated, ‘Spectrum allocations for unlicensed bands not already primarily specified for use by existing IEEE802 wireless PHYs.’  RA does not want to place constraints on what spectrum the Alt PHY will operate in at this point.  The voting process will get rid of solutions that have spectrum allocation conflicts.  There was general agreement on this point from the group.

Bob Heile—It is the decision criteria document that will drive the PAR.  Right now we should stay open to all possibilities.

Mary DuVal—We can set a non-interfering criteria to address the issue interference with other 802.11 PHYs.

Action Item:  Rick Roberts alter document 02023 to reflect the above point.

2:05 ET
Meeting was adjourned when we ran out of time.
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1:06pm 
Meeting called to order by the Chair

RR—two agenda items

1) Revisions to document 02/022r1, particularly looking at the schedule.  Added another meeting, extending the schedule to November.

2) Revisions to document 02/023.

RR—Are there any objections to the revised schedule?

JA—Once PAR is approved by EXCOM it then needs to be approved by NESCOM.  Should present to NEScom in the March Plenary meeting.

JK—Requirements document is a list of items that will end up in the Criteria document.

MD—We should get the requirements document and then put together a Selection Criteria.

JK—Work on requirements document and then address the Selection Criteria.

JA—In May we should ‘Approve Requirements’ document.

JK—Agreed to the proposed change.

JB—People need to be there for two meetings and then the third meeting they will receive voting rights (assuming two plenary meetings have been attended).

JB—Need to put note in January that if you don’t intend to show up in Australia, you need to attend January meeting.

RR—Stated that the ability to come up with a solution may be a criteria.  If the group selects a PHY that is less mature the schedule will slip to allow time for the group to work on the PHY.

RR—Are there any objections to a revised document 02/022r1 that will include 1) in May approve requirements and 2) indicate that March meeting will be in Australia and if you do not plan to go to the March meeting you will have to attend the January meeting.

RR—Move to next agenda item, reviewing document 02/023r1.

BS—Added a line to submit proposals to Rick Roberts.  Gave background to the Study Group, using the document that was submitted to EXCOM.  Deleted ‘Group A’ and ‘Group B’ requirements.  Put in a picture on how the applications and proposals and specifications interact.

JK—Is the CFA a binding document?

RR—CFA is not a binding document.  It’s purpose is to stir the industry to come to the table with what they feel the users want and what will be realistic as a PHY.  It should address the Criteria that the ALT PHY needs to have wide market.

JA—Must show examples of the product that will drive wide market acceptance.  Need to also show that the PHY will be able to integrate into products.  Must show uniqueness in the market, that you will be able to provide the market with features that are not already in the marketplace.

JA—Need to put in specific dates.

RR—Would like to get 02/023 out next week.

JK—When you get down to talking about the PHY only UWB is mentioned.  Why have other technologies/candidates been left out?

BS—Will mention 25GHz and 60GHz by using bullet points from previous IEEE documents.

JA—Need to strive to make sure that people understand candidates outside of UWB will be considered.

Group consensus—We will delete the bullet point that refers specifically to UWB.

CB—Are there any templates available to help guide people in providing applications.  Should we be describing what we will be looking for in the applications.

JA—TI and Motorola have some applications on the website.

MD—Agrees, the applications can be very wide ranging.

CB—Likes the MAC characteristics appendix, but do we need it?

BS—Simply trying to make it easier for people to see what MAC the PHY will be using.

JA—Should reference that there is a format for the applications.

BS—People will need to get document numbers.

JA—RR should manage the document numbers instead of asking Bob Heile to manage the document numbers.  When they call for a number RR can address the format for the applications.

BS—Summarize

Get rid of UWB bullet

Add characteristics (what type of content needs to be in the CFA) to give people an idea of what we are looking for in the CFA

JA-what you need, what the application is, what the environment is, what the 

Are we going to get our own reflector?  Working with Mike McGuiness.  A webpage is ready to be put up.

CB—Does anyone want to craft a letter showing broad support for UWB to the FCC.

2:07 ET
Meeting was adjourned when we ran out of time.
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1:07pm 
Meeting called to order by the Chair

RR—Go over agenda.

Roll Call

Old Business: Status of CFA

1) Call For Applications sent out as doc 0207.  On the website revision r1 is a clean document without the change bars

RA—Modified the name to incorporate SG3a.

RR—Asked if .11 chair if they would place the 15.3a ALT PHY CFA on their email exploder.

BS—Are no voters allowed to comment?

Group—Yes

RR—Continued agenda items

2. Discuss 15.3 PAR and 5 criteria examples (docs 99/165r6 and 99/166r2)

please pull these down from doc archive under meeting #5, Albuquerque

RR—We need the application input to develop 5 criteria.

JA—PAR and 5 criteria w/ respect to FCC.  We have a tough PAR to get through.  Need a good presentation with backup material from other companies.  

RR—Need to get good requirements to support the PAR.  In the Jan meeting we should get PAR and 5 criteria.

JA—We need direction and intent to get the PAR right.  The 5 criteria will be more of a market driven aspect.

RR—Any text going into the Jan meeting can be considered a working document.  According to Bob Heile we need PAR and 5 criteria posted 30 days before EXCOM, which means to have WG approval, we need PAR and 5 criteria ready for Jan meeting.

RR—Will check with Bob Heile to see if we need to present to WG.

JA—Chair will have to present to the WG to prove he understands the topic.

JA—Look at TG4 for good minutes examples.

JA—Document 027r1, we do not specify that one process happens before another, how they are interdependent.

MD—Will never get it done if we tried to do everything in serial.  It is necessary to run events in parallel.

RR—Would like to look at doc 165r6.  A lot of the PAR is boilerplate.  We need to concentrate on section 6.  We are using an existing MAC.  The section 7 is proposal for proposed project.  Section 9 talks about other projects within the scope.  This would include 15.3, 11a and 11g.  

JA—Section 13 is your chance to explain the differences.  Appendix allows you to expand the PAR.  .11

JA—Was given advice to be very concise in the PAR.

RR—Generation of the first draft of the PAR, should we have people take a look and submit comments.

JA—Generated the entire document over conference calls and then sent out to the group for comments.  Might be able to submit a reviewing copy before submitting an approved copy.

JA—Heile is the only elected position that can give official answers to questions.

RR—Soliciting text from group that can go into the PAR.

JA—May be better off get a recommendation and draft text done offline.

RR—Will take the initiative to write a first draft of the PAR and then submit to the group for comment.

RR—Switch to doc 166r22 to review the 5 criteria.  (see posted document)

MD—In order to respond to the market criteria you do or don’t have to complete a marketing study?

RR—No 

JA--.11 had 6 study group requests and none were approved, including a study group to provide an increases speed for .11a.  We should find out what the study group requests were.

MS—None of them were actually taken to a vote because so much is already going on in the .11 space.

RR—Will check with Bob Heile to see if we need WG approval.

RA—PAR and 5 criteria must be approved by the WG.

RR—No conference call over the holiday.  12/19 con call will be the last one until January.

1:54 ET
Meeting was adjourned.
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1:06pm 
Meeting called to order by the Chair
Roll Call

RR—Go over agenda; ask to go forward with agenda as set forth.

New Business: 

1. Discuss a modification to schedule (document 02/022r2)

· CFA input IS needed to complete 5 Criteria

· At least one CFA proposer has indicated March is a better meeting for a detailed presentation

· UWB, a technology option, won't get FCC approval until mid-Feb

· January meeting is already activity packed with comment resolutions

· Propose moving WG Par & 5C approval to MAY and ExCom approval to July

· Leave the rest of the SG3a schedule exactly as shown in 02/022r2

· Won't impact the proposal selection voting in September (we'll be a TG either way)

· CFP will be issued as a study group (Bob Heile assured me this is workable)

2. If we modify schedule, do we need phone calls in January prior to Dallas meeting?

Old Business: 

1. Comments on attached text below (addresses items 9 & 10 of PAR) and 2 out of 5 Criteria

No objections.

RR—Under item number 1 we are getting comments from the group.  Fact number one, CFA clearly indicates application input will be used for PAR and 5 C … we need that input.  Fact two, some proposers need until March to get their application presents done.  Fact three, FCC has been postponed until February.  Need FCC approval before we can nail down the PAR. 

JA—Could lock ourselves out if we submit a PAR before FCC approval.

RR—We will be a Task Group in September regardless of when we get approval of PAR and 5 Criteria.  Open up call for comments.

No comments.

RR—Are there any objections to moving approval of PAR and 5 Criteria.

Michael D—This will give us some breathing room.

RR—Still asking for letter of intent to propose in January meeting.

CB—Are we going to be doing approval of PAR and 5 Criteria at the same time as we go for approval requirements documents?

Mary D—Should we be trying to stager some of these events?  Set the 5 Criteria for a later date.

JA—Down side is if a group comes up that tries to vote you down it will be more difficult to work around.

CB—Agree with Mary that we need to do a lot of work on the requirements document in May.  It will be difficult to get everything passed at once.

RR—Agreed that there is some risk.

CB—Acknowledges that there is not a better solution.

RR—Does the group see a need to continue conference calls in January prior to the Dallas meeting.

Michael D—What would we be doing?  We have the drafts of the paper work.

RR—Since there will not be pressing work, we will scrub con calls in January.

RR—Went over session scheduling for January meeting.

Mary D—When do you expect the Call For Application presentations?  The current schedule does not allow me to present.

RR—Let’s accommodate time on Tuesday morning so Mary can present.  How much time do you need?

Mary D—15-10 minutes should suffice.

RR—Agree to make time for Mary.

BS—On the security topics XtremeSpectrum is working on another conference call to discuss ranging topics within security.

BS—We will be on the agenda for the next security call meeting.

RR—Need to determine if this is part of the security group or will it be a new subgroup.

RR—Any other new business.

No comments.

RR—Asks for comments on the text for 5 Criteria.  Would like to get comments via email to not hold up the call.

No objections.

RR—Any general comments.

JB—Are we getting anywhere with a separate email reflector.

RA—Tracking down the people that will be able to put up the new reflector.

RR—Would like security on the reflector?

CB—Would like to see that everybody uses the .3a to identify our sub-task group.

1:30pm EST
Meeting was adjourned.
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