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February 13, 2012 (Monday) AM 10:00 – 11:00, EST
Notes – Monday, February 13th, 2012; 
1. Dave Halasz (representing Motorola Mobility) is the chair of the TGah and was running this session.  Chair called meeting to order at 10:01AM, EST.
2. The proposed agenda of the teleconference, which was circulated through the TGah email reflector, was reviewed.  The agenda contained:
2.1. Call for secretary

2.2. IPR and other relevant IEEE policies
2.3. Review Specification Development Process and text concerning formation of Draft text Ad Hoc sub groups.

2.3.1. https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/11/11-11-0239-02-00ah-proposed-selection-procedure.docx
2.4. Chair Halasz would also like to discuss the timeline. Chair Halasz asked if there are any objections to discuss on the timeline. Hearing none, the timeline will be discussed if there is time.

2.5.  The proposed agenda was approved by unanimous consent.

3. Administrative items
3.1. Chair Halasz reviewed the administrative items and presented the links for accessing the related documents.
3.2. Chair Halasz reviewed the patent policy and meeting guideline. 

3.3. Chair Halasz asked: “Are there any patent claim(s)/patent application claim(s) and/or the holder of patent claim(s)/patent application claim(s) that the participant believes may be essential for the use of that standard?” Chair Halasz asked: “Does anybody wants to speak up now?” None was heard.
3.4. Chair Halasz reviewed other guide lines of the IEEE WG meetings. 
4. Specification Development Process and text concerning formation of Draft text Ad Hoc sub groups.
4.1. IEEE 802.11ah Proposed Selection Procedure (11-11/239r2, Dave Halasz (Aclara))
4.1.1.  Chair Halasz went through the document and went through the selection procedure process.
4.1.1.1. The task group shall adopt, through a 75% approval in the Taskgroup, a Usage Models, Channel Models and Function Requirements documents for the IEEE 802.11ah amendment.
4.1.2.  Chair Halasz presented the website for the 802.11ah Task Group.
4.1.3.  Chair Halasz mentioned now is the time to create the ad hoc groups.

4.1.4.  Section 6 and 7 of the document 239r2 discusses on the Draft Text Ad hoc groups.

4.1.5.  We need 50% approval to figure out what ad hoc groups that we are going to create. Chair Halasz mentioned that hopefully we will go through this at the end of March Meeting.

4.1.6.  There shall not be more than 4 Ad hoc groups.

4.1.7.  No more than 2 ad hoc groups shall meet simultaneously at the face-to-face meeting.

4.1.8.  Subject to Taskgroup approval, the Taskgroup Chair shall assign at least one Chair and may assign up to 3 Chairs per Ad Hoc group (2 or more Chairs with the same Affiliation is not allowed per Ad Hoc group, Chairs are considered equals who rule by consensus among chairs). Primary responsibility of the Ad Hoc Chair(s) is to ensure progression of work in the Ad Hoc group.
4.1.9.  A motion within the task group has to be done in order to make the work in the ad hoc group formal. However, the bulk of the work will be done in the ad hoc group.

4.1.10. Chair Halasz asked Osama (Huawei) if he had ever had the incident where the ad hoc group could not make progress on a certain subject and the subject has to be taken to the task group. Osama (Huawei) replied that yes, we have actually done that a couple of times.

4.1.11. Chair Halasz asked if there are any questions on Section 6.

4.1.12. Raymond (Panasonic) asked on the pre-motion in ad hoc group. The number of members in the ad hoc group is the number of people attending the subgroup. It is same as straw poll.
4.1.13. Zander (I2R) asked if there are any secretaries to take minutes within the ad hoc group.

4.1.14. Osama (Huawei) mentioned that that is correct; each ad hoc group has to take minutes within each ad hoc group.
4.1.15. The task group secretary does not have to take minutes for the ad hoc groups but only take minutes for the task group.

4.1.16. Chair Halasz asked the group to think if they could volunteer to take charge of the Ad hoc group.
4.1.17. Chair Halasz do not foresee having the ad hoc group in the March Meeting but he advise the volunteers who wants to be the ad hoc group chair to start thinking of what has to be done for the ad hoc group such as having teleconference meetings etc.

4.1.18. We are going to discuss what kind of ad hoc groups we would be forming in the March Meeting.

4.1.19. Chair Halasz is not sure if we need the MIMO subgroup as in the 11ac ad hoc group.

4.1.20. Co-existence might need to get more work to be done there.

4.1.21. Raymond (Panasonic) asked if we need to finalize the functional block in the specification framework before going to the ad hoc group. Chair Halasz replies that yes, within the specification framework, certain section goes to a certain subgroup. E.g. All the stuff that is under PHY goes to the PHY subgroup and all the stuff under MAC goes to the MAC subgroup. Chair Halasz also commented that we would have to figure out where the work on Co-existence goes, i.e. to which subgroup.
4.1.22. The number of ad hoc groups we shall have will be decided by the task group. The maximum number of ad hoc group is 4.

4.1.23. Raymond (Panasonic) is concerned that we need to finalize the functional blocks in the specification framework document before talking about the ad hoc group formation.
4.1.24. Osama (Huawei) commented that the procedure does not match ad hoc groups to functional blocks. You have have an ad hoc group that covers multiple functional blocks, for example, PHY group can cover preamble etc.

4.1.25. Chair Halasz mentioned that maybe in the March meeting, someone could make a motion to include co-existence in the specification framework and we can have the subject of co-existence in another subgroup that we create an ad hoc group for.
4.1.26. Osama (Huawei) commented that if we wait for all the functional blocks to be defined, then it would take a long time.

4.1.27. Minho (ETRI) mentioned from his experience from 11ac, even numbers of ad hoc group are better than odd number ad hoc groups. Minho (ETRI) asked if there are any other ad hoc group besides co-existence in mind?
4.1.28. Zander (I2R) asked if Chair would go through this again during March Meeting and Chair Halasz replied yes.
4.1.29. Minho (ETRI) mentioned that perhaps we could discuss some more about this topic in the next teleconference call before we discuss this topic in the March Meeting.

5. Timeline Discussions

5.1. Chair Halasz mentioned that in the last session, we extended the timeframe by about 4 months. Chair Halasz mentioned that he does not want the timeline to drag on and he would like to see that there is progress.
5.2. Chair Halasz mentioned that we might have a tougher time making progress in March meeting as there will be some people who would have to go to other meetings, e.g. TGac will be in comment resolution in March session.

5.3. Chair asked if there are any comments on the timeline and how we are doing?

5.4. Minho (ETRI) asked when is a good time to finalize the specification framework document. 
5.5. Minho (ETRI) is asking how much time the ad hoc groups have before the final approval of the specification framework document.

5.6. Chair Halasz mentioned that we have 8 more months to finish up the specification framework.

5.7. Chair Halasz mentioned that it is hard to decide now if we need an internal task group ballot versus going to straight to initial letter ballot. We might decide we don’t need an initial task group ballot and go straight to a letter ballot. We need to know how big this amendment is going to look before we decide if we need to initial task group ballot before going to the letter ballot or not.
5.8. Chair Halasz mentioned that maybe we can discuss this further in our next face-to-face meeting.

6. Chair Halasz asked if there are any other discussions. Hearing none, the meeting was adjourned at 10.55AM, EST.
7. Attendance list
Dave Halasz – Motorola
Joseph Teo Chee Ming – Institute for Infocomm Research (I2R), Singapore

Minyoung Park – Intel

Minho Cheong – ETRI

Dwight Smith – Motorola

Osama Aboul-Magd – Huawei Technologies
Mitsuru Iwaoka – Yokogawa Electric Corporation
Sun Bo – ZTE

Vish Ponnampalam - MediaTek
Wang Haiguang - Institute for Infocomm Research (I2R), Singapore

Zhou Yuan – Institute for Infocomm Research (I2R), Singapore

Zander Lei – Institute for Infocomm Research (I2R), Singapore

Raymond Yu - Panasonic
Taejoon Kim - Nokia
Eric Wong – Broadcom
Edward Au – Huawei Technologies
Zhong-Yi Jin - Nokia Research Center
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