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1. Attendance

	Name
	Affiliation
	May 31st
	June 2nd

	Winston Caldwell
	FOX
	X
	

	Apurva Mody
	BAE Systems
	X
	X

	Ranga Reddy
	Self
	X
	X

	Antony Franklin
	ETRI
	X
	X

	Ivan Reede
	Amerisys
	
	X

	Gerald Chouinard
	CRC
	
	X


May 31st 

1) Record Attendance: 
Meeting started at 20:06 ET and the attendance was noted (4 people on the call).

2) Ask if everyone is familiar with the IEEE patent policy:
http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/pat-slideset.pdf
Everyone on the call was familiar with the IEEE patent policy.

3) Approve the agenda:

The agenda was approved as presented.

4) Approval of the minutes of the previous telecon

There were no minutes to approve.

5) Discussion on DCN 59r2

R Reddy: Top of page 2. Gerald asks a question regard to "Type of Project" and "status"

A Mody: This current document was built using the .16 MIB/management project's PAR. Agree with Gerald. Modified corresponding text. Will still need to follow up with SA-Staff.

W Caldwell: In 5.2, the scope indicates that we adding to clause 13 and creating a new clause. Adding technical material to the new clause, may be considered out-of-scope. How would we handle this?

R Reddy: In the scope of this project, the WG isn't engaging in other work (in another TG) to add new features to the base standard, which subsequently would require this amendment's work to add text outside of clause 13 and the new clause 14. So, specifying exact technical modifications shouldn't be a problem. However, keeping the scope broad might be okay. How do we then broaden the scope?

A Mody: Any technical changes made outside the scope, ma be handled as part of the revision project.

W Caldwell: Modify text to specifically state that a new clause will be created, and that technical text will be added to both Clause 13 and the new clause .

W Caldwell: What is meant by "standards-based management" and "Managed Objects" in 5.4?

A Mody: Text here is pulled from the .16 PAR

W Caldwell: Is asking in 5.4, "who" is being allowed to manage the system? We could possibly mention the network operators using the NCMS?

R Reddy: Should we say authorized TV bands database in addition to NCMS/operator?

W Caldwell: We have primitives in other aspects of the system, e.g. the geo-location, antenna, sensing? Which have their own SAPs. There may be a need to included geo-location, sensing, antenna.

A Mody: Some of this, with regard to geo-location, sensing, and the antenna interface has been done in the base standard and is taken to account in the current PAR scope. 

W Caldwell: If we're suggesting that work will be done to manage/control the system, then all aspects of control should be addressed. We could update the purpose, because it doesn't hold the same level of importance of scope. We should address what is being monitored and controlled. 

A Mody: We should then add the reference to 10.7 (the existing SAPs) to the scope. This would be to make sure it aligns with the rest of the system primitives and the MIBs in Clause 13. The purpose text then also needs to be broken up for readability.

W Caldwell: Pls remove reference to TV bands database and NCMS, we shouldn't limit ourselves to serving just those two users.

A Mody: in 5.5, we should add reference to external entities (e.g. TV bands database providers). Rewrote text for 5.5 accordingly. 

R Reddy: Do we need to verify against the IP and copyright, as stated in 6.1?

A Mody: No, as we did borrow text concepts from within IEEE 802 (e.g. .16). If we had gone to outside SDO's we would.

6) Any other business

A Mody to schedule another Thursday, June 2nd to finish reviewing the document sections pertaining to the 5C .


The meeting was adjourned at 21:45 ET.

June 2nd 

1) Record Attendance: 
Meeting started at 20:12 ET and the attendance was noted (5 people on the call).

2) Ask if everyone is familiar with the IEEE patent policy:
http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/pat-slideset.pdf
Everyone on the call was familiar with the IEEE patent policy.

3) Approve the agenda:

The agenda was approved as presented.

4) Approval of the minutes of the previous telecon

The previous meeting minutes are located in DCN 65r0: https://mentor.ieee.org/802.22/dcn/11/22-11-0065-00-0000-mib-par-5c-conference-call-minutes.doc. The minutes were approved.

5) Discussion on 5C in DCN 59r4:

Broad Market Potential (a)

G Chouinard: last part of sentence may open up scope of PAR. 

R Reddy: redefinition of scope is talking about just modifications to main standard

R Reddy: agreed, will also remove compatible

I Reede: remove “in TV whitespaces”, to simplify the text
Broad Market Potential (b)

R Reddy: Should we remove “around the world”, is it redundant

I Reede: 802.22 is international so remove it. However, do we reference multiple vendors?

R Reddy: Text does, but more review might be needed.
Broad Market Potential (c)

I Reede: Mention that MIB and management are required by the base-standard. 
R Reddy: Group having trouble with this one.
G Chouinard: We will come back to this after we discuss “Economic Feasibility” criteria.
Compatibility

G Chouinard: Remove 2nd blue paragraph it's redundant with the text in black

A Mody: Why “shall” in the 1st paragraph?

I Reede: Remove, whole first paragraph in black. 802.22 already accepted and follows 802.1

A Mody: Why is the text referring to ASN.1?

G Chouinard: Because to specify which way to notate MIBs?

I Reede: better to remove last sentence of last paragraph, because some technologies might not make use of this type of notation.
Distinct Identity
A Mody: add a sentence to A to describe uniques of .22.
A Mody/I Reede: replace (b) “The intended MIB and Management Plane Procedures enhancements are uniquely applicable to 802.22 devices”.

G Chouinard: title/scope/purpose defined in PAR? Do we need to say "will be defined", simply "are" should be sufficient?
I Reede: should we consider adding reference to WRAN alliance in B) of BMP?

R Reddy: Has this been done before? We may have to come back to this later.
Technical Feasibility
A Mody: reference Management Plane Interfaces and Procedures in (a) as well as MIB

I Reede: change "today most" to many in (a)

I Reede: in (c) we should mention that lack of components will hinder development of 802.22

A Mody: (c) component should be updated by stating that reliability/confidence making systems interoperable with management tools

R Reddy: delete “Coexistence of 802 wireless standards specifying devices for unlicensed operation [???]”. No one knows where this came from, and the text is not applicable here
Economic Feasibility
I Reede: (c) why/how are these enhancements tied to performance. we should replace all the text, mention this work is required by base standard, and should be minimal in cost.

A Mody: and reduce cost by enhancing interoperability

G Chouinard: too important topics to consider: remote control and management 

R Reddy: we should mention footprint of network

I Reede: traveling to device locations is prohibitive.
6) Any other business

R Reddy to create an r5, DCN 59r5, and post to Mentor.

Working group to consolidate the PAR/5C in this contribution and submit to EC by Mid June.


The meeting was adjourned at 22:12 ET.
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