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Tuesday, January 17, 2006, AM1
08:00  Chair called the meeting to order. Agenda was reviewed. (Document 15-05-0744-01-005) Motion was made to approve the agenda and the minutes (Document 15-05-0693-01-005) from Vancouver, and approved by unanimous consent.
08:10  Chair opened the No-vote comments Database file (Document 15-06-0010-00-005) and explained that there were 41 No-vote comments. Upon the chair’s request, Sebastian started presenting the response to No-vote comments (Document 15-06-0036-00-005). He also mentioned that there was also one more document written in MS Word that the group can refer to (Document 15-06-0035-00-005).
09:58  Chair reminded the group that Sebastian would not have enough time to finish the presentation on the response to the No-vote comments. So, he moved to recess until AM2 session, and Jeon seconded. Chair asked if there were any objections to recess. Hearing no objection from the floor, chair declared to recess until 10:30 AM.
Tuesday, January 17, 2006, AM2
10:30  Chair called the meeting to order. Sebastian continued his presentation on response to the No-vote comments. The presentation covered all the No-vote comments and their responses including some questions and answers during the AM2 session.
12:28  Chair asked if there were any objections to recess. Hearing no objection from the floor, chair declared to recess until Wednesday 1:30 PM.

Wednesday, January 18, 2006, PM 1

13:30  Chair called the meeting to order. According to the agenda, election of officers was scheduled. So, the election of vice chairman was made. After a short speech made by the single volunteer, Ho-In Jeon, the chair asked if there were any objections for electing Jeon as the vice-chairman. Hearing no objection, the chair declared that Jeon was appointed as the vice chair of TG5.
 
After the election of officer, the group entertained Sim’s presentation titled “Mesh Networking Considerations for IEEE 802.15.3” (Document 15-06-0056/r0) followed by Sebastian’s presentation titled “comparison-baseline-document-15-05-0552-02-and-proposal-15-05-0491-01" (Document 15-06-0034/r0).
There was a motion to change the agenda to have 60 minutes of technical discussion for the “No” vote comments prior to the scheduled confirmation vote. The motion failed because the voting result was 7 “Yes” votes, 11 “No” votes, and 4 abstentions. 
15:00  The confirmation vote on the merged proposal (Documents15-05/0670r0, 15-05/0443r1, 15-05/0552r2) was made as scheduled. The result was: 

Yes: 5 (21.7%),    No: 18 (78.3%),    Abstain: 3


And the motion failed. 

Based on the result of the confirmation vote, Bill made a motion to temporarily suspend down-selection process and accept Mr. Sim’s 06-0056 and 05-0469-01 as the baseline document. Chair ruled Bill’s motion out of order. Bill appealed the ruling of the chair and the chair called for a recess to consult with WG 15 chair. After the recess the WG 15 chair ruled the motion dilatory because of the wording to temporarily suspend the downselection process.
15:28  Due to the lack of time, chair made a motion to recess for the PM2 session. Hearing no objection, Chair declared to recess until 16:00.
Wednesday, January 18, 2006, PM 2

16:00  Chair called the meeting to order. In continuation of the PM1 session, Bill made a new motion to reopen the down-selection process for the CFP. The group asked the chair to show the down-selection procedure. Step 8 says that if the 2nd roll call vote fails to get 75%, they need to go back to Step 4. Based on the DS process, the situation was in the endless loop because we had only 2 proposals. Therefore the Bill’s motion had been modified as follows: 
Motion: To reissue the CFP (Document 05-0071) and restart the down-selection process. The group will decide later the due date for the proposals. The motion was seconded by Robar. The voting results were as follows. 
Yes: 35 (70%), 
No: 15 (30%), 
and no abstention. 
So the motion failed. And the chair decided to go back to the general order. 
John Barr said the results of the first confirmation vote obtaining below 50%, and second below 25%, reflected that no matter how compromised, the recommendation was to withdraw the proposal and do the restart of the CFP. However, upon the careful investigation of the down selection process, Bill said that step 4 does not say anything about possible breakthrough because only 2 proposals were received. There were several controversies on the interpretation of the down selection process. Robar said he did not want 15.3a situation any more. So, Barr recommended Heile, WG Chair, to provide a breakthrough. There was a short recess for the consultation.
After the short recess, the group discussed some defects of the down selection process, and Arthur proposed to modify it in order to get out of the deadlock situation. Since Astrin needed more time to modify it, the group decided to recess until AM1 session of Thursday.
17:58  Chair made a motion to recess for the PM2 session. Hearing no objection, Chair declared to recess until Thursday, 08:00.

Thursday, January 19, 2006, AM 1

08:00  Chair called the meeting to order. The group tried to modify the down-selection process as Astrin indicated. To do so, the group performed the straw-poll whether we are going to change. The result was as follows. 
        
Yes: 12 

No: 5 

Abstain: 1 
After the straw-poll, Astrin made a motion to form a task force team led by himself to rework the down-selection procedure and present a proposal in the first session of next Denver meeting. The motion was seconded by Charles Razzell. The result was as follows. 

Yes: 18 

No: 0 

Abstention: 0 

And the motion passed. 

Bill proposed to have more contributions to be considered. However, Jim worried about it because it could be out of order, and having completely different frame format and beaconing mechanism may be non-realistic for generating recommended practice. 
William Shvodian made a motion to break for 30 minutes to form an ad hoc meeting to develop a motion for moving forward with the recommended practice for both distributed and centralized MAC. The motion was seconded by Charles Razzel. The result was as follows.       

Yes: 13 

No: 3 

Abstention: 1 
The motion passed. So the group decided to recess for 30 minutes and reconvene at 9:30.


09:30  Chair called the meeting to order. Ho-In Jeon presented “Mobility issues and their solutions” (Doc. # 15-06/0064r0). The group entertained Q&A after the presentation.
Thursday, January 19, 2006, AM 2

10:30  Chair called the meeting to order. Since most of the critical issues were resolved, chair recommended to have another ad hoc meeting to go forward. And the chair moved to adjourn until next Denver meeting. Hearing no objection, the meeting adjourned until March 6, 2006.
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