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May 14, Monday 10:40am-12noon

Meeting called to order by Matthew Shoemake at 10:30pm

Matthew S. made announcements

· No logos or copyrighted information on submissions

· Please turn off mobile phones

Chairs Status Update and Review of objectives for the session

Covered results and status of proposals

Reviewed and approved minutes of Hilton Head meeting Doc. 214 “TGg Minutes Hilton Head”

Rob Roy makes motion to adopt minutes

Minutes are adopted by unanimous consent

Reviewed agenda for the week


Key items on agenda for the week:


First vote at 10:30am on Wednesday, May 16, 2001


Second vote at 9:30am on Thursday, May 17,2001

Old Business

· Presentation of modifications to proposal

· Explanation of voting procedure

· Selection procedure

Chair asked if anyone would like to present.  The following individuals requested time to present under the following topics

I. Related to Regulatory issues

· Jim Zyren – Doc. 11-01-249r0 “FCC Further Notice”

· Chris Heegard Doc. 11-01-254r0  “Great News for the FCC” 

II. Related to Selection Procedure Non-authors of proposals

· Chris Hansen – Broadcom, Doc 11-01-228r0

· Jim Lansford, Ephi Zehavi – Mobilian, Doc. 11-01-061

· John Terry – Nokia “ Error Rate of OFDM Interference” Doc. 11-01-226

Unfinished business presentations from authors of CCK-OFDM and PBCC proposals

· Chris Heegard

· Mark Webster

Motion I: Accept agenda for the week. Doc. 216r3

Bill Carney

2nd  Anuj Batra

For: 71

Against: 0

Abstained: 1

Motion I Passed
Recessed at 11:20am by Matthew Shoemake

May 14, 2001, Monday 1-3pm

Meeting called to order by Matthew Shoemake at 1:00pm

A coin was tossed to determine the order of the presentations and voting order on the ballot.  Order is as follows:

Regulatory  presentations

1. Jim Zyren Doc. 11-01-249r0 “FCC Further Notice”

2. Chris Heegard Doc. 11-01-254r0 “Great News for the FCC”

Final proposal presentations

1. Bill Carney\Mike Wilhoyte, Doc. 11-01-256 “ Enhanced PBCC Proposal with Optional, Forward-Compatible OFDM” 

2. Mark Webster - OFDM

Closing Statements

1. PBCC

2. OFDM

Order placement of proposals on the Ballot

1. OFDM

2. PBCC

The following presentations were given under the topic of “Regulatory Issues”

I. Jim Zyren presented Doc. 11-01-249r0 “FCC Further Notice”

· Both proposals will meet FCC waiver requirements

II. Chris Heegard presented Doc. 11-01-254r0 “Great News for the FCC” 

· PBCC could be certified under existing rules

· The FCC clearly anticipates a PBCC-22 submission – Paragraph 6 of FCC document

Recessed at 3:00pm by Matthew Shoemake

May 15, 2001, Tuesday 8:00am-10:00am

Meeting called to order by Matthew Shoemake at 8:15am

The following quotes from 802.11 rules were read to the group:

2.8.1 Draft Standard Balloting Group

The 802.11 WG balloting group consists of all voting members of the 802.11 WG as of the close of day the ballot package distribution was completed as determined by the WG Chair.

7.1.4 Working Group Ballot

Voting members have an obligation to vote.  Not returning two, valid, ballots in a sequence of 3 letter ballots will automatically terminate voting rights.  Abstentions are only counted as valid if they are based on “lack of expertise”.

The following announcement from the chair of 802.11 was read to the group:

1.1.1.2 Announcement from the chair of 802.11

1.1.1.2.1   ExCom members have discussed voting rights.  The new voting members as of this sessiondo not have vote according to 2.8.1 and so are not affected by any loss of voting rights for LB 25,26 and 27.

1.1.1.2.2    The chair rules that those members that were in the 802.11 WG balloting group (see 2.8.1) and are eligible for loss of voting rights due to failure of submitting two out of 3 consecutive Letter Ballots will maintain their voting rights until noon Friday, at which time they will lose their voting rights.

1.1.1.2.3     New voters at this meeting are not part of the 802.11 WG balloting group for LB 27, so they are not effected.

1.1.1.2.4      The Chair restates that the rules state that voting on a letter ballot are based on voting status as of the start of the letter ballot.

1.1.1.2.5     Do comments then have to be in by Tuesday?  Yes, because they are part of your vote

The following presentations given under the topic of “Selection Procedure non-authors of proposals”:

Chris Hansen – Broadcom presented “A Comparison of Feedforward 256-state Trellis Codes” Doc. 11-01-228

· Claimed that current PBCC proposal does meet the coding gains stated in proposal

Ephi Zehavi – Mobilian presented “  ” Doc. 11-01-061

· Reviewed Bluetooth impact on OFDM and PBCC

John Terry – Nokia presented “ Error Rate of OFDM Interference” Doc. 11-01-226

· Highlighted interference of Bluetooth on OFDM 

Recessed at 9:30am by Matthew Shoemake

May 15, 2001, Tuesday 10:30am-12:00noon

Meeting called to order by Matthew Shoemake at 10:30am

Bill Carney \ Mike Wilhoyte presented, Doc. 11-01-256 “ Enhanced PBCC-22 Proposal with Optional, Forward-Compatible OFDM”

Recessed at 12:00noon by Matthew Shoemake

May 15, 2001, Tuesday 6:30-9:30pm

Meeting called to order by Matthew Shoemake at 6:30pm

Bill Carney \ Anuj Batra presented Doc. 11-01-286r1 “Range vs. Rate Comparison of Remaining IEEE 802.11g Proposals: PBCC and CCK-OFDM
Sean Coffey presented Doc. 11-01-257r1 “ Multipath Comparison of OFDM (.11a) vs. CCK-OFDM”

Steve Halford presented Doc. 11-01-285r0 “Why OFDM for the High Rate?”

Jim Zyren, Mark Webster, Steve Halford presented Doc: 11-01-282 “ OFDM High Rate Extension”

Chair reviewed agenda\schedule for May 16, 2001, Wednesday:

· Meeting will start at 9:00am

· Closing Remarks at 9:30am

· Voting is at 10:30am

Recessed at 9:40pm by Matthew Shoemake

May 16, 2001, Wednesday 9:00am-10:00am

Meeting called to order by Matthew Shoemake at 9:14am

Chair Matthew Shoemake reviewed the agenda for the morning.  

The agenda was set as follows:

· 9:00am Procedure

· 9:30am Final Statements (15minutes each)

· 10:00am Recess

· 10:30am Down Selection Vote

A request was made by Chris Heegard  to change the letter ballot as follows:

· Change OFDM to read CCK-OFDM on the letter ballot

It was noted that 2nd Vote is May 17, 2001, Thursday at 9:30am

Chris Heegard – PBCC Final Statement

· Technical superior technology

· Best technology: Backward compatibility and provides 22 Mbps

· Time to market is an advantages, since FCC will have a waiver process to allow new technology into the band

· Stated OFDM is uncertain on when is will be in the market: Q3 ‘02,Q4 ’02, Not clear when it will be available

· PBCC roadmap is not to have a lock on market, intent is to have a market that is large and with several sources

· TI has a commitment to offer a Royalty free license

· Can and will license TI core 

In Conclusion:

· Technology is superior with forward and backward compatibility

· Fastest time to market

· Intent is to create a large market

Steve Halford – Doc.  11-01-349 “CCK-OFDM Final Statement”

· Direct step to OFDM:  CCK-OFDM to OFDM

· CCK-OFDM natural way to provide higher rates and backwards compatibility

· OFDM has an advantage over Bluetooth (Submitted new results)

· CCK-OFDM has lower complexity

· CCK-OFDM offers a natural route to OFDM at 2.4GHz

· CCK-OFDM meets the PAR requirements

· CCK-OFDM is a multi-company solution

Recessed at 10:00am by Matthew Shoemake

May 16, 2001, Wednesday 10:30am – 12:00noon

Meeting called to order by Matthew Shoemake at 10:35am

Chair explained this will be a down selection vote based on Step 19 of “Selection Criteria”

Chair gave instructions to the group on how to fill out the ballot.  Noted that there were a total of 227 ballots created.                 

Require fields on ballot for voting:

· Name 

· Signature

· Affiliation (Optional)

Chair asked Stuart Kerry and Al Petrick to assist with the voter eligibility and vote counting.  Every voter was required to have a voting token, before they could receive a ballot.

Vote was conducted:

· Doors were closed and no one was allowed to enter or leave the room until all ballots were submitted

· Total number of votes recorded:  177

· Ballots 178 – 227 were destroyed

Chair stated of the down selection voting results would be available in Doc: 11-01-310 “Voting Results”

Voting results will be announced at the Joint 802.11/15 WG meeting May 16, 2001 Wednesday at 1:00pm

Matthew Shoemake, Stuart Kerry, Al Petrick, and Ron Provencio counted the votes

May 17, 2001, Thursday 8:00-10:00am

Meeting called to order by Matthew Shoemake at 8:15am

Chair began the agenda for May 17, 2001, Thursday 8:00am-10:00am

Chair reviewed the results with the group as follows:

I. Voting Results of the down selection related to Step 19 of the “Selection Procedure”

· Total number of votes recorded:  177

· Votes for CCK-OFDM: 96  (58%)

· Votes for PBCC: 70 (42%)

· Votes Abstained: 11


Point of Information I: Request for clarification of voting and eliminations process


Chair Matthew Shoemake stated that there are two scenarios, which could take place:

· Scenario I: The remaining proposal must receive 75% or greater to move forward in the selection process

· Move to select an editor for the proposal

· Move to Letter Ballot

· Scenario II: Remaining proposal does not reach 75% or greater

· Eliminates remaining candidate

· In this case, the body must vote to select the procedure moving forward.  The body must achieve 50% to adopt the procedure.

Point of Information II – Jim Zyren: Request to review Step 19 of Selection Criteria” Stated that the chair’s clarification to Step 19 was a misinterpretation.                                 

Chair Matthew Shoemake stated that he had already reviewed Step 19 and that he must proceed with the agenda, as it was within the orders of the day.  

Chair asked for presenters  of CCK-OFDM proposal to present as they were next on the agenda

The following presentations were given:

Steve Halford presented Doc. 11-01-317

Jim Zyren presented Doc. 11-01-284 “ Intersil IP Statement”

Jim Zyren requested a formal ruling from the chair, so that it could be placed into the minutes

· Requested chair to make a ruling on Step 19 of Selection Criteria

· Then requested that TGg be allowed to appeal the chair’s ruling

Chair Matthew Shoemake made the following ruling on Step 19 of  “Selection Criteria”:

· Scenario I: The remaining proposal must receive 75% or greater to move forward

· Move to select an editor for the proposal

· Move to Letter Ballot

· Scenario II: Remaining proposal does not reach 75% or greater

· Eliminates remaining candidate

· In this case the body must vote to select the procedure moving forward.  The body must achieve 50% to adopt the procedure.

Motion I:  Appeal Ruling of the Chair on Step 19

Jim Zyren

2nd John Frakasalis

For: 65

Against: 75

Abstained: 12

Motion I Passed

Jim Zyren request for discussion\debate on the motion

Chair rules this is not a debatable Motion: Vote is taken

Motion II:  Move to set aside for the rules for the purpose of making motions and to modify the agenda to delay the explanation of voting procedure and vote under selection procedure Step 19 to 1:00pm and 1:15pm respectively and to immediately discuss the interpretation of selection procedure Step 19.

Chris Heegard

2nd Stuart B.

· Several friendly amendments were made to Motion II.

· Meeting was recessed prior to vote on Motion II.

A request for order of the day, as it was 10:00am

Recessed at 10:00am by Matthew Shoemake

May 17, 2001, Thursday 10:30am-12:00noon

Meeting called to order by Matthew Shoemake at 10:30am

Chair stated that allowing the amendments to the motion was out of order.  A vote must be taken on the original motion

Motion II:  Move to set aside for the rules for the purpose of making motions and to modify the agenda to delay the explanation of voting procedure and vote under selection procedure Step 19 to 1:00pm and 1:15pm respectively and to immediately discuss the interpretation of selection procedure Step 19.

Chris Heegard

2nd Stuart B.

For: 60

Against: 34

Abstained: 6

Motion I: Fails (2/3 of the vote required to Pass)

Motion III: Adjourn session, based on delays in TGg are delaying progress in other meetings


Greg Chessen


2nd Jan Boer 
For: 51

Against: 35

Abstained: 8

Motion III: Passed

Motion passed to Adjourn TGg Session

Adjourned Session at 11:04am  by Matthew Shoemake
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