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These are the minutes of the IEEE 802.18, Radio Regulatory Technical Advisory Group, which met 19-23 September 2005.  The meeting was held at the ITU facilities in Geneva, Switzerland.
The meeting Chair is Mike Lynch and the Secretary is Denis Kuwahara.

The members experienced some startup difficulties in obtaining their credentials to gain access to the building, which delayed start of the meeting.
Monday 19 September 2005

Chair called the meeting into session at 9:40 am CET.

The Chair reviews the agenda 18-05-0035-00-0000_RR-TAG_Agenda_Sep05
· Chair introduces 18-05-0034-00-0000_Information_Paper_on_the_use_of_the_698-806_MHz Frequency_Band_in_United_States   this paper was originally presented to ITU-R WP-8A
.
· Chair reports receiving a consultation from European Commission asking for comments on the degree of technology neutrality that should be applied to the 2.6 GHz band. Johnny Dixon was volunteered to investigate and prepare notes and comments toward a response to the consultation
· The other item for consideration is update of the RR-TAG P&P to address how individuals gain/lose access to the group’s email reflector.

Chair reported that he had received communication from 802 Chair, Paul Nikolich, encouraging the RR-TAG regularly meet with international regulatory agencies, such as ITU-R and CITEL meetings.  
10:45am Johnny Dixon reviews the EC consultation, which asks if the 2.6 GHz spectrum should be limited to IMT 2000, or if the spectrum should allow other users in the spectrum.  He raises the question of how inclusive the term IMT 2000 is, given that there are five technologies under the IMT 2000/UMTS umbrella.  There is some concern that limiting spectrum access could discourage development of new technologies that would be capable of meeting the channel plan and mask requirements.
Johnny presents a draft response to the consultation for comment and editing.  In the response, a definition of terms, as we understand them, are included as a reference to the group’s line of thinking.  The group agreed that a technology neutral position afforded the best opportunity for future developments and edited the proposed text
Q – Do we need to answer all of the questions? Some are not specifically technology related and are beyond the scope of IEEE.
A – Our responses are broad support statements which support the IEEE point of view.

Motion:  

To approve document 18-05-0033-r0-0000-EC_2.6GHz_band_consultation_response.doc   to be submitted as r0; to authorize the chair make necessary editorial and format changes; and to Submit for the five day Executive Committee review for approval for filing with European Commission.

Motion: John Notor

Second: Johnny Dixon

Discussion: none 

Any objections: – motion passes by unanimous consent 2:48pm CET

Q – Exact relationship between EC, ECC, CEPT, RSA, RSC is not clear, can Johnny provide any clarification or organization relationship?
A – Johnny talks through the relationship of the agencies, that the CEPT predates the EC and operates in parallel with some of the organizations of the EC there is cooperation between the groups.  He recommends referring to the European Radiocommunications Office site www.ero.dk for accurate information.  

Denis reviews changes to RR-TAG P&P to determine observer status and closure – 

C -- It appears that the wrong base document was used as the base document for edit change development
A – Confusion occurred with the documents, they open showing the current date not the filed date.  Chair will provide the copy submitted to the EC for confirmation and editor will move the changes to the correct document. 
Meeting called into recess at 4:57pm until Tuesday morning at 9:00 am
Tuesday 20 September 2005
Chair reconvenes the meeting at 9:15am
Denis presents the P&P changes in the correct document (18-03-032r2(20Sep05Final)_RR-TAG_Policies_and_Procedures.doc) part of the confusion stemmed from the document contained an auto date function which altered the document’s date to be the current date, this was changed to the correct fixed date.  

The changes provide for a third level of participation in the RR-TAG which is an interim step toward voting and gives the individual access to the group email reflector.  

C – The term ‘Non-Voter’ carries a negative connotation, and should be changed to a more neutral term.  For instance 802.16 uses the terms ‘Participant’, ‘Observer’ and ‘Voter’ for the three levels.
A – Comment is acceptable, but ‘Observer’ has the more passive role of the two terms that we feel it should represent the lowest level of participation.  

The group discussion settles on the titles ‘Observer’, Aspirant’ and ‘Member’ for the three levels.  Where an ‘Observer’ occasionally drops into the meeting but does not attain the requisite 75% attendance.  An ‘Aspirant’ is one whose attendance satisfies the criteria, but has not yet qualified as a Voter, this individual can access the group reflector. A ‘Member’ has full privileges of the RR-TAG, including voting.

Q – What are the individual’s roles and responsibilities during the WP 8A sessions that we will be attending?
A – As IEEE members we are observers to gain an understanding the operation and membership of SG-8 (Mobile Service) and its sub groups, which at this meeting are:
· Working Group 4 (Interference and sharing)

· Working Group 7 (Wireless Access, including RLANs)

· Drafting Groups to coalesce the individual papers that have been submitted addressing Agenda Item questions
As a sector member we are able to provide input and opinions.  The RR-TAG member is responsible for locating and maintaining their data in the RR-TAG attendance roster while attending the sessions.
Action item to Chair – put templates and style guides on the RR_TAG webpage

Motion:  

To approve document 18-03-0032-02-0000_RR-TAG_Policies_and_Procedures.doc   the chair to review the document with EC Vice Chair responsible for LMSC P&P to insure conformance with existing rules, and if required bring a motion to the EC.  Once approved, the RR-TAG Chair to put the document on the 802.18 website.
Motion: John Notor
Second: Johnny Dixon
Discussion: none 

Any objections: – motion passes by unanimous consent at 2:50pm

Meeting discussion voices the concern with RR-TAG meeting with Regulatory Agencies.

C -- Concern with scheduling annual meetings with regulators just for the purpose of meeting

C -- Concern with holding these meetings with regulators in conflict with 802 wireless WG meetings.
A – The EC feels that the RR-TAG should gain and maintain a relationship with Regulators and supports the RR-TAG holding interim meetings away from the 802 wireless WGs.
C – Should also consider meeting with other Regulators and standards bodies such as CEPT,  ETSI/BRAN
C – When meeting with another group we should encourage observers from the other group to visit the RR-TAG session

C – RR-TAG should explore working with other agencies to “get the word out” of collocated meeting.

C – Setting up potential schedule of external meetings and sending it to the EC would allow other 802 wireless WGs to plan and participate at those of interest.

Chair declares a recess until Wednesday 2:00pm at which time Dr. Jose Costa will meet with the RR-TAG to review ITU-R processes and procedures, and to exchange IEEE thoughts on the rational for the RR-TAG.

Wednesday 21 Sep 05 

Chair calls meeting into session at 2:01pm

Denis reports that feedback on the P&P document indicates there is a paragraph reference that does not identify the source document.  This will be reviewed.

Chair introduces Dr. Jose Costa Chair of ITU-R WP 8A
Jose provides a set of slides providing an overview of where the ITU fits in the product evolution chain, what SG-8 areas of responsibilities are, and what topics are currently being addressed.  His slides will be put on the RR-TAG site as: 18-05-0038-00-0000_ITU-R_Overview.pfd
Q – Is there any effort toward addressing the Fixed and Mobile service definitions

A – WP-1B M951 has document study, Jose had a contribution to 1B on subject

JRG 8A-9B was formed to answer the overlap by RLANs, but has disbanded and work is carried in 8A and 9B
Amateur and Amateur Satellite service arrived in 8A by historic paths

WP-8A Document 8A/202-E, Annex 1, Chairman’s report, has the structure of 8A and is available to those ITU members with a TIES account.
1st chart to differentiate services 

Identification services Mobile Fixed address applications not regulations - - - Fixed does not allow for motion while in use.  

F1399 define services and let applications 

1.003 there are additional mobile service – (maritime and aeronautical service outside 8A
3rd Chart was in a Canadian chart that skips Amateur service which has it’s own recommendation

Lists the topic area of the groups responsibility for 8A

4th chart 

1.15 Amateur services

1.11 and 13 lots of activity

Q – RRC Documents seem to arrive from IPG 
A – IPG is like a CPM is to WRC and SGs provide input to CPM

RRC develops input into Region for their input to the WRC

There is effort for DTV

There are efforts for the ‘Digital Dividend’ to provide spectrum for other services beyond broadcasters

Q – There appears an element of instruction providing guidance into 8A on the numbers 

A – These are input resulting from RRC recommendations – these are to be further discussed
C – While some see the digital divide as the opportunity for spectrum and Broadcasters are saying that they need more spectrum – stay tuned for further developments
Beyond the first two items the 4th chart is not in any order but lists the items.  Protection has been controversial

Q – More on DFS

A – 229 identified power control M.1652 addressed further studies – Japan proposed revision M.1652.
List of standards frequency bands 

Liaison 9B F1481? Recommendation dealing with Radio LANs that couple to M.1450  plan to discontinue it at some point being that the data is ancient (Editors note – RR-TAG plans on updating document)
Jose will provide a copy of his slides into the format.  

Question 5GHz in Infrastructure mode should not transmit prior to detecting an AP beacon.  
ETSI EN300 covers characteristics for short range devices.  

Meeting called into recess at 3:30pm group to resume Thursday at 9:30 am within WP-8A as observers and if needed convene a RR-TAG meeting in the delegates lounge.

Thursday 22Sep  ITU-R Working Party 8A 
10:05 Chair Jose Costa calls meeting to order

WP 8A has six Working Groups and two Ad Hoc groups scheduled  to meet during it’s session 22-28 September meeting.  The groups are:

Working Group 1 – Amateur Sevices
Working Group 2 – Intelligent Transport Systems (ITS)

Working Group 3 – Public protection, trunking and paging

Working Group 4 – Interference and sharing

Working Group 5 – New Technology and services

Working Group 7 – Wireless Access, Including RLANs

Ad Hoc Group – LM Handbook

Ad Hoc Group – Vocabulary

The meetings are scheduled to support individual participation in allied sessions and meetings were scheduled from 0900 to 1900 hrs. 

WG 4 Chaired by Bruno Espinosa, has eight meetings scheduled and has an objective of preparing document 8A/202 Annex 1 and 2. 

In Input Documents, there are:

Ten documents in Sharing

Twelve documents for RRC-04
Eight documents related to WRC-07

Canada has taken 256 to consolidate several  previous papers using dedicated parameters and combine them into ‘typical’ values for interference studies – in an attempt to move the document ahead – the basic information is available in Anx 8 of 8A/121 (15th Chair Rpt)

Canada’s proposal 255 was  a format for characteristics of systems to assist sharing studies. And if these are sufficient and or if there are additional parameters . 
Canada believes 255 is the characteristics that they believe necessary for sharing studies

3 – LMS Characteristics - Sharing 

Based on 8A/ 255 from Canada – is a method for sharing in the mobile -- agreed on in DG

“Methodologies for sharing between systems in the land mobile service”

“”Working Documents toward a preliminary draft new  recommendation on methodologies  for sharing studies related to systems in the land mobile service””

This is a general framework document showing the table from 255 of minimum charctreristics that should be reported of a system for sharing.

WG 5 Chaired by Pekka Lansman, has seven meetings scheduled 
The agenda consists of four items:

· Consider the list of Input Documents 

· Discussion on methods to satisfy Agenda Item

· How to reduce amount of text

· Drafting of CPM
 text for Agenda Item 1.13

In the Input Documents there are twenty documents, of which fourteen have sponsors and are being developed.

Nine method documents are under discussion to meet Agenda Item 1.13 

Working Group 7 Chaired by Steve Bond, has three meeting scheduled

Resolution 229 (DFS) has  four documents to be considered

Broadband Wireless Access has six documents for consideration

Annex 15 from the prior Chairman’s report needs to be addressed

There is a Terms of  Reference meeting for DFS that Charles Glass will chair

TEMP/134 CharlesGlass 

This will setup Correspondance Group to use the WG7 reflector 

C – Would not want to wait until 2009, this  should report to 8A and WG7 at each meeting

Closing Reports:
WG 2:

Will carry forward document TEMP 146 to next meeting

Volume 4 of Handbook is in first draft

WG4:

Ten documents were approved to be carried forward

WG 7:

DFS discussion to Resolution 229 – formation of Correspondence Group as part of WG 7 subgroup

Broadband Wireless Access working document carried to this meeting – drafting a new question – Liaison Statement
TEMP/134 establishes the DFS Correspondence Group

TEMP/136 is the Scope ongoing studies

TEMP 137 and 147 are similar documents and the future of both are in question – decide what goes forward

Working Party 8A meeting called to adjournment at 1610 hrs, 28 September 
RR-TAG members indicated their participation in ITU-R meetings was very informative on function of ITU and it’s groups.

RR-TAG next meeting is scheduled for 14-18 November 2005 and will meet in Vancouver, British Columbia, Canada.

Respectfully submitted:

Denis Kuwahara
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Mike Lynch

John Notor

Johnny Dixon

Denis Kuwahara
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James Hoffmeyer – IEEE P1900 SDR support

Tom Wasilewski – Qualcomm – 802.20 Liaison
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