July 2001

doc.: IEEE 802.11-01/354r0

IEEE P802.11
Wireless LANs

Tentative Minutes of the IEEE P802.11 Full Working Group

July 9 - 13, 2001

Portland Marriott Downtown, Portland, Oregon, USA
Opening Plenary Session: Monday, July 9, 2001

1.1. Introduction

1.1.1. Meeting called to order by Stuart Kerry at 1:05PM.   Agenda of 68th session of 802.11 is in doc.: IEEE P802.11-01/335r4 – on the web site, server, and flash cards.

1.1.2. Secretary – Tim Godfrey

1.2. Roll Call

1.2.1. The 219 people in the room introduced themselves.

1.3. Review of objectives for this meeting:

1.3.1. Objectives from the “Objectives” tab in document 01/335r4 were read by the chair.

1.3.2. The chair’s advisory group has reviewed these objectives the night before.

1.4. Review of Policies

1.4.1. The chair welcomes the members of the press.

1.4.2. The chair asks members to rise when addressing the floor, and when recognized by the chair.

1.4.3. The chair introduces the other officers and their duties.

1.4.4. Attendance book review – two books for new and voting members.

1.4.4.1. Voting tokens are not in the books.

1.5. Review of Voting rights

1.5.1. Review of voting rights – read from document 00/278

1.5.2. Review of Voting Member Status: New members and Aspirant Members

1.5.2.1. Document 401r4.

1.5.2.2. There were voters who did not return letter ballots, as a result, they have lost their voting status. Two member will be re-considered due to health reasons.

1.5.2.3. We have 219 voters

1.5.2.4. 73 nearly voters

1.5.2.5. Potential of 292 voters at this meeting

1.5.2.6. 209 aspirant voters.

1.5.3. Voting tokens have been distributed to pre-registered members in their badges. Others who registered on-site need to see Al Petrick. This is due to ten voting tokens being taken from members that were not present at the meeting.

1.5.4. Access to private members area on the web site is granted to those who are present at 75% of the sessions at a meeting.  It contains draft standards. All other documents are public.

1.6. Review of Logistics, , etc

1.6.1. Documentation – only electronic document distribution, flash cards or wireless from the server. 

1.6.2. Review of patent policy from document 00/278.

1.7. Announcements

1.7.1. Regarding Spam on the reflector. We are trying to block it. 

1.7.2. Publicity and Media communications. The chair and vice chairs shall be the points of contact for any communications with the press and media bodies. There have been issues with press releases releasing sensitive information and details of public statements made in the task groups – please refrain from directly discussion 802.11 issues with the press or media.

1.7.3. Barcode trial for attendance – document 01/418, Denis Kuwahara

1.7.3.1. We are not using this method at this meeting.

1.7.3.2. New participants are asked to staple their business cards into the Green attendance book. 

1.8. IP Statements

1.8.1. Philips has IP statements regarding TGg and TGh. The will be filed and posted.

1.9. Publicity

1.9.1. The chair of publicity would like to step down. The group is looking for volunteers for a new chair

1.10. Agenda Time Limits

1.10.1. 8:00AM to 9:30PM Monday to Thursday

1.10.2. 8:00AM to 12:00 Noon on Friday.

1.10.3. These are the meeting time bounds for the week

1.11. SEC chair

1.11.1. There will be a nomination upcoming to replace Jim Carlo as the chair of 802.

1.12. Special Award

1.12.1. The group presents an award to Bob O’Hara and Al Petrick, for their book The 802.11 Handbook. It is the IEEE standards association best seller for the year 2000.

1.13. Agenda

1.13.1. Review of the agenda in document 335r4.

1.13.2. Addition of 802.16 PAR discussion to the New Business Agenda.

1.13.3. The chair ask for any changes to the agenda. None

1.13.4. Any objections to adopting the agena. None

1.13.5. The agenda is approved by unanimous consent

1.14. Minutes from Orlando

1.14.1. The minutes are approved by unanimous consent.

1.15. Financial review

1.15.1. Orlando interim meeting ran a 48K surplus. Proposal to use surplus to fund plenary network costs for a year.

1.16. Review of Monday Ex Com meeting

1.16.1. Discussion of 802 level coexistence

1.16.2. Roberts rules

1.16.3. Chair election process

1.16.4. Number of PARs going to Nescom are decreasing

1.16.5. Carlo promoting getting wireless representation on Nescon and RevCom

1.16.6. 5GSG PAR on the table for review. TGj is going through the normal process.

1.16.7. IEEE reviewing IEEE trademarks protection.

1.17. Subgroup Updates

1.17.1. TGbCor1 – Carl Andren

1.17.1.1. Second recirculation sponsor ballot passed unanimously. Document to be sent to SEC.

1.17.2. TGe – John Fakatselis

1.17.2.1. For this week we are planning to come up with a new draft for a letter ballot at the end of the week. We have been resolving comments on the previous letter ballot. We have had ad hoc teleconferences to start the work. 

1.17.3. TGf – Dave Bagby

1.17.3.1. Two goals – complete letter ballot comment processing. Hopefully generate a new draft. Schedule decision on whether TGf continues independently, or synchronize with TGe or TGi.

1.17.4. TGg – Matthew Shoemake

1.17.4.1. Four objectives. Fair debate on selection procedure step 19. Complete selection procedure. Enable first draft with 75% consensus. Select an Editor for TGg. (Two people have expressed interest). There is also consideration of a vice chair for TGg. 

1.17.4.2. John Terry has volunteered to be Vice Chair of TGg. It is traditional to approve a TG Vice Chair by the working group. 

1.17.4.3. The 802 WG Chair ask: Is there any objection to have John Terry as vice Chair? None.

1.17.4.4. John Terry is accepted as the Vice Chair of TGg by unanimous consent.

1.17.5. TGh – Mika Kasslin

1.17.5.1. There is a draft normative text proposal for TGh that will be discussed. The objective is to send out for a letter ballot in the closing plenary. There will be a confirmation vote on Wednesday at 8:30. 

1.17.5.2. This is a specific agenda time, not guidance.

1.17.6. TGi – Dave Halasz

1.17.6.1. At the May meeting we had a call for new authentication proposals. There are time slots for presentation this week. TGi is also creating a requirements document. TGi will continue comment resolution. There is a possibility of having another letter ballot this week.

1.17.7. 5GSG – Bruce Kraemer

1.17.7.1. Working towards a single global standard for 5GHz. Will review the status of the TGj PAR and 5 criteria. Defer to later in agenda. Will also review goals for “5WING” standard. 5GSG alternates between IEEE and ETSI/BRAN. The next meeting will co-locate in September. 5GSG is considering asking for an extension of the study group. Reconsidering how to progress with TGj.

1.17.8. Regulatory Ad Hoc – Vic Hayes

1.17.8.1. Document 396r0. 

1.17.8.2. Review of May activities. 

1.17.8.3. Activities for this week: to place 6th criterion as part of 4th criterion. Regulatory work in document 291. Further work in NPRM 99-231. Draft and submission doc 391 and 395. Expecting additional submissions this week.

1.17.8.3.1. NPRM proposes improved sharing capability with adaptive hopping. Recommends waivers for new methods. Recommends proposed requirement for review of hop sequence every 30 seconds. Recommends gliding scale of number of required hops between 1 (15.249) and a number according to 15.247.

1.17.8.3.2. Concern about new digital transmission technologies. Proposes 100mW rather than 1W peak power, and peak density 10mW/MHz. 

1.17.8.3.3. Looking for additional proposals – small aperture, fixed/mobile wireless access.

1.17.8.3.4. Alignment of UNII rules.

1.17.8.4. Objectives – establish a permanent group at the 802 level. Work on PAR rules amendment. Prepare other position statements if needed.

1.17.9. Publicity – Al Petrick

1.17.9.1. Objectives – update general web site presentation. Work with IEEE staff in NJ. Review calendar and trade shows. 

1.17.9.2. Review WECA issues

1.17.9.2.1. Last Friday there was a WECA teleconference. The call recapped the WECA meeting in Helsinki. WECA provided strong support for continued work together. A common story for the media. WECA to be publicity arm for 802.11. 802.11 chairs and liaisons will speak at WECA meetings. 

1.17.9.2.2. There are 141 certified WiFi products.

1.17.9.2.3. There was discussion of Dual Band 802.11 products. WECA is gearing up to do interoperability certifications. New brand name for 5GHz – when products are available from multiple vendors.

1.17.9.2.4. WECA concerned about delays in 802.11g. Want to see resolution. WECA sees strong demand for higher rates. They have no official position on the technology selected. They sent a letter of concern to the chair and vice chairs of 802.11.

1.17.9.2.5. The letter was read to the body. 

1.17.9.2.6. This letter brought up a number of questions. It was confirmed that the WECA board did approve this letter. 

1.17.9.2.7. No further discussion from the floor.

1.18. Liaison Updates

1.18.1. Affirmation of liaisons- document 406r4

1.18.1.1. Between 802.11 and 802.15

1.18.1.2. Between 802.11 and 802.16

1.18.1.3. Between 802.11 and ETSI

1.18.1.4. Between 802.11 and WECA

1.18.1.5. Between 802.11 and P1394.1

1.18.1.6. Between 802.11 and NIST

1.18.2. Liaison Reports

1.18.2.1. 802.11 – 802.15 : Bruce Kraemer : document 431.

1.18.2.1.1. 802.15.1 – Bluetooth standardization. Have been converting from Bluetooth form to 802.11 form. Hoping to complete work by September 2001. Compliant to Bluetooth 1.1. Not tracking Radio 2.

1.18.2.1.2. 802.15.2 – coexistence recommended practice. Have solicited and received a number of proposals for BT – 802.11b in the 2.4G band. Also looking at 5G band for the future. All proposals of received, and voting on them. 

1.18.2.1.3. 802.15.4 – Low rate wireless PAN. There were 9 proposals in May. There will be a downselection this week. There has been some proposal 

1.18.2.1.4. 802.15.3 – high rate PAN. There are proposals up to 54Mbps. Working on a draft. Discussions on the MAC. The PHY is completed. Hoping for a letter ballot this week. A new promotion group for 802.15 has been formed. “Wireless Multimedia Alliance”. The group details are under an NDA.

1.18.2.1.5. Discussion

1.18.2.1.5.1. The group can be under an NDA because they are not an IEEE group. It is an industry group.

1.18.2.2. 802.11 – 802.16 : John Kowalski

1.18.2.2.1. Would like to step down as liaison. Requesting a volunteer. 

1.18.2.2.2. TG2 recommended practice has been approved by IEEE Standards board. 2a PAR is out for review this week.

1.18.2.2.3. If we have questions about an 802.16 PAR, how do we provide feedback. We have to provide input by Tuesday by 5PM. There will be a vote Friday.

1.18.2.2.4. TG1 is dealing with basic air interface for 10 to 66GHz bands. Finishing letter ballot. Document 802.16ab is merged document published in June. New PHYs for 2-11GHz. 802.16a is licensed 802.16b is license exempt. 

1.18.2.3. 802.11 – P1394.1 – Peter Johanssen.

1.18.2.3.1. 1394 PAR is closing this week. Working with them is essential for connecting to wireless.

1.18.3. Announcement

1.18.3.1. Missing pages in the attendance book

1.19. Attendance

1.19.1. 250 people in attendance

1.20. Agenda for 802.11 / 802.15 joint meeting

1.20.1. Review of agenda for Wednesday Joint meeting

1.20.1.1. Will have review of September Interim

1.20.2. Agenda adopted by unanimous consent.

1.21. Review of Submissions

1.21.1. Review of rules and required templates for document submissions.

1.21.2. Reminder to not open documents on the server

1.21.3. Reminder to use templates.

1.21.4. Last year we had 468 for the year. We have 431 already this year. Please help the job of maintaining these by submitting correctly.

1.21.5. First document submitted to 802.11 must be R0. 

1.22. Old Business

1.22.1. Operating Rules

1.22.1.1. Changes to the rules have been submitted. Only the changes, not the whole rule book. Any changes made at this meeting will be voted at the next meeting.

1.22.1.2. Roberts Rules – now the 10th revision. 

1.22.1.2.1. Quote in the front cover: The 10th edition supercedes any previous editions, and the intent is to automatically become the official rules”. The LMSC rules specify the rules should be “the current edition”. We want to use the 10th edition. 

1.22.1.2.2. There is a web site that describes the differences between the 9th and 10th editions.

1.22.1.3. We have been working from 00/331r1. This is a living document. 

1.22.1.4. We plan to review these changes proposed at the last meeting. The changes were presented in document 01/315r0. 

1.22.1.5. Revisions to 2.3.9, 2.5.5, 2.7.2, 2.8, 2.9, 3.0. 

1.22.1.5.1. 2.3.9 liaisons. We did vote on the liaisons. We gave the WG chair to appoint liaisons and give them voting rights. The 802.11 chair confirms that the other group affirms the liaison first.

1.22.1.5.2. 2.8 WG ballot – change from 30 to 40 day letter ballots in accordance with 802 rules.

1.22.1.5.3. 2.8.2 –  Balloting requirements. Must be complete with no open technical issues.

1.22.1.5.4. Discussion – 

1.22.1.5.4.1. How do you decide that there are no technical open issues? It is to the best of our ability.

1.22.1.5.4.2. Who is the arbiter of no technical open issues? The TG chair. 

1.22.1.5.4.3. If there are TBD’s in the text, then it should be disqualified. There have been issues with LBs that have been out. 

1.22.1.5.4.4. We have a draft of TGh on the server. If there are changes, can we still go to LB? Yes as long as the documented changes are on the server in time.

1.22.1.5.5. 2.9 – maintenance of operating rules. Allows changes after any regular session. Same advance availability requirements as WG drafts. Removed the requirement for presence a week before Plenary. 

1.22.1.5.6. 3.1 Task Group Functions – all business for the TG brought up in the WG shall be referred to the TG without discussion in the WG.

1.22.1.6. Move that the 802.11 working group adopt doc:11-00-331r2 as the changes to the operating rules for 802.11 working group.

1.22.1.6.1. Moved – Al Petrick

1.22.1.6.2. Seconded – Denis Kuwahara

1.22.1.6.3. Discussion

1.22.1.6.3.1. How do you discuss matters of the Task Group in the WG if you need to? How do you move forward? Once an item has been referred to committee, it is not discussed in the full WG until the committee completes it work. There is nothing to prevent discussion of the TG work, only motions.

1.22.1.6.3.2. There might be something missing regarding active TG items? Can we look at this later? 

1.22.1.6.4. Vote on the motion (requires a 2/3 majority)

1.22.1.6.4.1. Motion Passes 104:2:10

1.23. New Business

1.23.1. Discussion of WG position of 5GSG “TGj” PAR and 5 Criteria.

1.23.1.1. Based on the approval, the PAR and 5 Criteria would be presented to ExCom today, and the formal vote would take place Friday. That process has been moving forward.

1.23.1.2. Meantime, this morning there was other discussion, in ETSI and today. Are the TGj goals what we really want to spend the time on. The straw polls in other sessions indicate that the group wants to redefine the goals of the SG. There is general agreement that the long term objectives of 5GSG are desirable: We should continue the SG and collaborate with ETSI and MMAC. It is no longer apparent that we want to continue TGj. 

1.23.1.3. We will discuss this more formally in the first session this evening. Expect to have a recommendation by Wednesday. SG may wan to table or rescind the previous decision to present the PAR and 5 Criteria to ExCom this Friday. We assume we would extend the life of the study group, and reconstitute a new proposal (PAR). The action to recall the PAR and 5 Criteria are consistent to discussions with ETSI/BRAN and MMAC. 

1.23.1.4. This is a notification of the process of preparing a revised proposal to bring back to the WG plenary group. The SG has to make recommendations to the WG plenary. The WG passes motions to present to ExCom.

1.23.1.5. Discussion

1.23.1.5.1. The procedures say a SG produces a PAR. The rules say the SG expires after one year. 

1.23.2. Al Petrick takes the Chair

1.23.3. 802.3 Ethernet in the first mile PAR and 5 criteria. On the server. We have to make comments back on these PARs. 

1.23.3.1. We will review this PAR

1.24. Announcements

1.24.1. Stuart Kerry takes back the Chair

1.24.2. How many will not go to the social to work in TGe? 11 people.

1.24.3. Look at the attendance book and check the information. The missing pages will be printed.

1.24.4. New participant orientation will take place after this meeting

1.24.5. On the web site, all revisions to a document are in the same ZIP files.

1.25. Recess for subgroups at 3:25PM

2. 802.11 802.15 Joint Plenary Session, Wednesday, July 11, 2001

2.1. Opening

2.1.1. The 13 joint meeting of 802.11 and 802.15 is called to order by the 802.11 Chair, Stuart Kerry, at 1:00PM.

2.2. Announcements

2.2.1. Looking for publicity chair for 802.11

2.2.2. Thanks to Winfield Wireless for providing our Internet Access

2.2.3. Do not open documents on the server

2.3. Agenda

2.3.1. The chair reviews the agenda

2.3.2. The agenda is approved without objection

2.4. Matters arising from the minutes

2.4.1. None

2.5. Old Business

2.5.1. Social – busses at 6:30. 

2.6. Interim Meetings

2.6.1. September 2001.

2.6.1.1. Location under contract. Hyatt Regency Bellevue

2.6.1.2. Thanks to Amer Hassan at Microsoft for helping make arrangements. 

2.6.1.3. Venue described in document 01/405, and on the web site. 

2.6.1.4. Hosted by Microsoft.

2.6.1.5. Hyatt Regency Bellevue. IEEE 802 Group Code G-IEE1. Rate $182 per night.

2.6.2. Future meeting locations

2.6.2.1. The tour host in Australia has come back with a proposal for a hotel in Sydney Australia for either January or May 2002. We have not made commitments. 

2.6.2.2. Other alternative locations are Dallas and Monterey.

2.6.2.3. Straw Poll – should we pursue an Australia meeting in January or May: 78 Yes, 44 No.

2.6.2.4. Suggestion that September is nicer than May in Sydney.

2.6.2.5. Straw Poll: Of the Australia option, which is the preferred date? 44 January , 15 May , 13 September.

2.6.2.6. Two other volunteers for hosts. 

2.6.2.7. Aware hosting in Bay Area (Hyatt Monterey). 

2.6.2.8. TI hosting in Dallas (downtown), 

2.6.2.9. Straw Poll; Preferred dates for these two locations:

2.6.2.9.1.  Monterey Jan 41, May 65, Sept, 22. 

2.6.2.9.2. Dallas Jan 18, may 15, Sept 23

2.7. Financials

2.7.1. Bank account is $11,500

2.8. Task Group Reports

2.8.1. TGe – John Fakatselis

2.8.1.1. Moving on with comment resolution from previous WG letter ballot. Will continue for the rest of the week, and prepare a new draft. 

2.8.1.2. In the revised TGe agenda, the Thursday schedule has two special order agenda items. Presentation and review of new draft 4:00PM. Vote to send out draft to Letter Ballot at 5:00PM. These are fixed time events

2.8.2. TGf – Dave Bagby

2.8.2.1. TGf has completed processing all comments from last letter ballot. Drafting text for a new draft. Will be completed by Thursday. Will have a second letter ballot. Document 388r1 has comment resolutions. There will be motions on Friday for the working group.

2.8.2.2. Letter Ballot 28 has been assigned, pending approval

2.8.3. TGg – Matthew Shoemake

2.8.3.1. Agenda has been set. Conducting debate of selection procedure. Presentation of documents on the topic. 

2.8.3.2. Questions

2.8.3.2.1. Do you foresee a vote this week? Cannot predict what happens. There is always a potential.

2.8.4. TGh – Mika Kasslin

2.8.4.1. TGh has been reviewing the single proposal, and had a confirmation vote. Over 90% support. Starting to prepare a draft based on the proposal. Will have draft on the server. Document 01/482. There will be a vote to send to Letter Ballot.

2.8.4.2. Letter Ballot 29 has been assigned, pending approval

2.8.5. TGi – Dave Halasz

2.8.5.1. Trying to reach next letter ballot. Probably not by the end of the week. Looking for ways to expedite progress. Passed a motion to move EAP authentication types out of the scope of TGi. Also working on comment resolution. Working towards another version of the draft. Probably have an interim to review.

2.8.6. 5GSG – Bruce Kraemer

2.8.6.1. Initiated a PAR and 5 Criteria. The SG has made a motion to rescind the PAR and 5 Criteria. Also made a motion to continue the Study Group. Need to regroup and come back with future recommendations. Re-organizing the leadership of the group. Looking forward to co-locating with ETSI/BRAN in September.

2.8.7. 802.15.1 – Tom Seip

2.8.7.1. The standardization of Bluetooth is coming to closure. Have processed LB11. No changes to the draft since LB10. Will be submitted to go on Sponsor Ballot.

2.8.8. 802.15.2 – Steve Shellhammer

2.8.8.1. Have been drafting a letter to BT Sig to develop a unified adaptive hopping specification

2.8.9. 802.15.3 – John Barr

2.8.9.1. High rate task group. Preparing a draft to forward to WG. The 2.4GHz phy issues have been resolved. There are a few issues in the MAC. Will be working with 802.11e AV for QoS. First LB to go out in September. 

2.8.10. 802.15.4 – Bob Heile

2.8.10.1. Goal to establish a baseline MAC and PHY. There were 7 proposals. Down to 2 MAC proposals this meeting. A final merger left one proposal, confirmed unanimously. Started the week with 7 proposal, down to 4 for first vote due to mergers. One was voted out, and there was a tie for two others that were eliminated, and the remaining was unanimously approved. There may be an alternate PHY for the 868 band in Europe.

2.8.11. Publicity – Al Petrick

2.8.11.1. Report in document 01/466r0. There were nominees for new chairs, to be announced on Friday. Went over WLAN/PAN forecast. Discussion of use of IEEE logo for branding. Document 424r0 recap of Helsinki WECA meeting. Letter of concern. Doc 01/484r0 on server. 

2.8.12. Radio Regulatory – Vic Hayes

2.8.12.1. Midweek Report in document 01/397r0. Objectives to establish RR as permanent group. PARs and Rules have not yet been discussed. Still working on NPRM comments, will present on Friday plenary. Digital Transmission technologies – there are problems with power levels as specified now; identified to FCC. Looking for additional 25MHz in UNII band at 5GHz. Liaison letter from ETSI bran regarding mobile applications in 5150-5350Mhz and 5460-5725 band in concert with WRC2003. 

2.8.12.1.1. Questions

2.8.12.1.1.1. What are the equal levels in the 5GHz? Equalizing the power levels for new digital transmission technologies the same as UNII

2.8.13. 802 Coexistence group – Jim Lansford

2.8.13.1. Had the initial meeting of the coexistence SG. Discussing how to organize the activity. Activity at the ExCom level, but this is primarily at the WG level. There needs to be formalized engagement from 11, 15 and 16, to address issues for PAR and Ballot.

2.8.13.2. Planning ombudsmen between WG. Possibly a TAG within WGs to coordinate at ExCom level. Will give ExCom levels of coexistence issues.

2.9. New Business

2.9.1. None

2.10. Adjourn at 2:20PM

802.11 Plenary Session, Wednesday, July 11, 2001

2.11. Opening

2.11.1. The session is called to order by Stuart Kerry at 3:30PM.

2.12. Announcements

2.12.1. IP Statements

2.12.1.1. Any New IP Statements?

2.12.1.2. One has been received from Philip Rogaway regarding OCB in 802.11i

2.12.1.3. IP Statements have been received from Broadcom regarding 802.11h.

2.12.1.3.1. There is a broad one regarding 802.11h

2.12.1.3.2. There is a specific on for DFS/TPC referring to 01/217 paper. Giving the usual non-exclusive terms.

2.12.2. Thursday AM Chairs meeting 7:00AM

2.12.2.1. Inviting Butch Anton and Brian Matthews (Publicity)

2.12.3. Attendance Book

2.12.3.1. Keeping honor system this week due to problems with getting book around the rooms.

2.12.3.2. Check contact information

2.13. Agenda

2.13.1. 5GSG and 802.11b-COR1 have motions

2.13.2. Added new business

2.13.2.1. Proposal for Radio Resource Mgmt Group

2.13.3. Any other changes to agenda? None

2.13.4. Modified Agenda is approved without objections

2.14. Reports

2.14.1. 5GSG – Bruce Kraemer

2.14.1.1. Document 01/472r0. 

2.14.1.2. Contains additional material not in this presentation.

2.14.1.3. 5GSG was formed in September 2000. Goal of working towards harmonization of 5GHz standards – 802.11a, ETSI, MMAC.

2.14.1.4. Original intent – single global standard.

2.14.1.5. Interim objective – interworking of standards. HCF has been considered as an interworking option.

2.14.1.6. 5GHz Partnership now called 5WING

2.14.1.7. Interworking task group had approved a PAR in March. 

2.14.1.8. Along the way, question came up – was the interworking mechanism what was wanted to pursue? Would there be enough support from industry? 

2.14.1.9. There was a general reconsideration of the interworking proposal, specifically in BRAN 24. They deferred a decision to the 5GSG here in Portland.

2.14.1.10. The SG recommends the 802.11 WG to rescind the PAR and 5 Criteria for TGj. This was approved in the SG with a vote of 13:0:13. The reason for the ambivalence is the lack of knowing what will take its place. When voting on the extension of the study group, there was a higher level of support, with a vote of 21:2:2. 

2.14.1.11. SG will continue with alternating/joint meetings with ETSI/BRAN

2.14.1.12. Motion to extend the 5GSG until the conclusion of the November plenary, with the original goals as previously adopted, allowing a joint discussion with the other standards bodies (ETSI BRAN, MMAC) in the September 2001 meeting of the Joint SG to refine the aforementioned goals.

2.14.1.12.1. Moved Bruce Kraemer (on behalf of 5GSG)

2.14.1.12.2. Vote on the motion: Passes 114:1:7

2.14.1.13. The SG recommends a motion to the 802.11 WG to rescind the approval and forwarding to Exec Com of the PAR and 5 criteria for TGj (doc 01-172 01-173 ). Approved in SG 13:0:13.

2.14.1.13.1. Moved Bruce Kraemer (on behalf of 5GSG)

2.14.1.13.2. Vote on the motion: Passes 107:0:13

2.14.2. 802.11b-cor1 – Carl Andren

2.14.2.1. Report in document 01/259r1. Regarding updates to the MIB. We had votes in the 2nd recirculation ballot 45 yes votes, 0 no votes. 100% approval. There was an accidental No vote from Johnny Zweig, which was reversed through an exchange by email.

2.14.2.2. Move that draft D1.6 of 802.11b-corrigendum be sent to the SEC for final incorporation into the standard.

2.14.2.2.1. Moved Carl Andren

2.14.2.2.2. Vote on the motion: Passes 111:0:8

2.14.2.3. Discussion

2.14.2.3.1. Given that these are changes to the MIB, will there be a text file on the web site with the corrected MIB, and merge with the original MIB? The IEEE editor was expected to do that. Take off-line.

2.15. New Business

2.15.1. Operating Rules

2.15.1.1. Document on the server 01/331r2.

2.16. Recess

802.11 Closing Plenary, July 13, 2001

2.17. Opening

2.17.1. The session is called to order by Stuart Kerry at 8:00AM.

2.18. Agenda Review

2.18.1. Working from agenda r6 as revised

2.18.2. Moving Matthew Sherman’s presentation to the top of New Business.

2.18.3. Agenda approved without objections

2.19. Announcements

2.19.1. WG Chairs reports and minutes by July 16, 2001

2.19.2. Chairs agenda and objectives to be provided by August 6

2.19.3. Conference Calls 9:00AM Pacific Aug 13, Sept 10

2.19.4. Web site postings of agendas and group updates by August 18

2.19.5. We are looking at a different format for September. Proposal for opening plenary to be the Joint 11/15 session. One hour separate WG plenary on Wednesday. 

2.19.6. Chairs have agreed to not have five concurrent meetings in one time slot. 

2.19.7. ETSI BRAN sessions will not work in the evenings.

2.19.8. The chair will fill in the specific agendas for the Task Groups during the conference calls

2.19.9. Discussion

2.19.9.1. Would this format also apply to Plenary sessions? Yes, except the opening session would move down to 1:00PM.

2.19.9.2. No objections from the to overall graphic format change

2.20. IP Statements

2.20.1. None

2.21. 802.11 WG operating rules

2.21.1. 01/331/r2 will be posted on the web site.

2.21.2. Some editorial changes have been submitted. 

2.21.3. From now until September, suggested changes will be entertained.

2.22. Attendance book

2.22.1. Please review book. List to be put on reflector within one week

2.22.2. Discussion

2.22.2.1. It was difficult to tell who lost voting rights, and who was restored by the chairs.

2.22.2.2. The chairs will issue a document with the details.

2.23. Documentation

2.23.1. We have 501 documents so far. 

2.23.2. We are going to automate the document number issuance when we have a server.

2.23.3. Please do not abuse the system and take a number and not use them. It messes the list up.

2.24. Reports

2.24.1. TGb-cor1 – Carl Andren

2.24.1.1. Business is completed. Sending results to RevCom. The forwarding will take place in ExCom

2.24.2. TGe – John Fakatselis

2.24.2.1. Continued comment resolution progress from the last Letter Ballot. We had a motion to instruct the editor to create a new draft incorporating all the changes. 

2.24.2.2. The plan for next meeting is to issue a WG Letter Ballot.

2.24.2.3. There will a teleconference for the AV Study Group on August 28th, 10:00AM Pacific Time.

2.24.2.4. Discussion

2.24.2.4.1. When can we have a list of all comments published? The editor indicates that they will be published within 3 weeks.

2.24.2.4.2. Are these the comments with resolutions, or just the comments from the letter ballot? We started resolving comments one by one. In this meeting we addressed comments in groups. 

2.24.2.4.3. Is there a full document of all comments received at the close of the letter ballot? Not positive if it is on the reflector? Documents 261-4r2 it is on the server in the pre-meeting area. This is a series of grouped comments documents.

2.24.2.4.4. Could all those comments be combined into one document? An excellent idea.

2.24.2.4.5. The documents do not have complete list of comments.

2.24.3. TGf – Dave Bagby

2.24.3.1. Minutes in document 345. Attempting to complete comment resolution. Will bring motion for letter ballot. All comments have been processed, created a revised draft reflecting comment resolutions. 

2.24.3.2. Document 388 contained proposed resolutions. Worked on security implications.

2.24.3.3. Decisions:

2.24.3.3.1. Declined to forward roaming

2.24.3.3.2. Declined to do frame buffering

2.24.3.3.3. Worked on simplifying SLP. Document 490r1.

2.24.3.3.4. Passed motions to support 802.1x security, and TGi. 802.11F wil provide context blob.

2.24.3.3.5. Defined one IE where three bytes can be vendor OUI.

2.24.3.3.6. Decided to not be lock stepped with 802.11e or 802.11i. Will move forward, supporting existing equipment.

2.24.3.3.7. Adopted a new draft. Need two magic numbers

2.24.3.4. The 802.11 chair will provide a number for the letter ballot

2.24.3.5. Moved to start Letter Ballot 28 to forward to Sponsor Ballot. Motion was approved unanimously in the TG

2.24.3.6. There was some question about a patent, but the TG chair was advised to not go looking for it. The WG chair is directed to look into patent issues in 802.11F. 

2.24.3.7. 802.11F requests a MAC change to use the sequence number. This requires a change to the service point of the MAC. This has been made by 802.11i in document 488.

2.24.3.8. Comment resolutions are in document 388r1.

2.24.3.9. Plans to process letter ballot comments from LB28 in September.

2.24.4. TGg – Matthew Shoemake

2.24.4.1. Report in document 358. 

2.24.4.2. Worked on interpreting the selection procedure. Heard presentations of documents 460, 441r1, 415r1, 473r0, 476r1. 

2.24.4.3. Motions to the body were consolidated into document 500r0. 

2.24.4.4. Passed the Hayes/Boer/Carney/Zyren motion.

2.24.4.5. Presentations of technical presentations 446r1. Another document 477r0 has been submitted.

2.24.4.6. There was a motion on the floor when the TG recessed. There may be a motion from an individual member

2.24.4.7. The question of a patent by Agere has been brought up. The chair has not received the latest statement from Agere. The statements are on the IEEE web site and linked to our site.

2.24.4.8. Discussion

2.24.4.8.1. Until the proposal either drops below 33% or reaches 75%, the task group is held hostage? This motion only effects step 19 of the selection procedure. The selection procedure can be changed by a majority vote. So rounds of voting will continue until either threshold is reached, unless the selection procedure is modified by a majority vote of the TG.

2.24.4.8.2. There is not any procedure for the TG to gain ownership of the proposal until the 75% or 33% thresholds are reached.

2.24.4.8.3. Does TGg need a motion to conduct teleconferences? The WG chair has a rule that teleconferences must be pre-announced. 

2.24.4.9. Motion to empower teleconferences for all Task Groups

2.24.4.9.1. Out of Order – not in new business.

2.24.5. TGh – Mika Kasslin

2.24.5.1. A single proposal – document 411r1 from joint proposer group.. 

2.24.5.2. A confirmation vote was passed 26:2:0. 

2.24.5.3. Normative text was drafted – document 482r0. Removed references to unfinished work in TGe TGi, etc

2.24.5.4. Motion to accept as draft passed unanimously

2.24.5.5. 3 motions to be brought forward in old business.

2.24.5.6. Teleconferences every second Thursday at 1:00PM Pacific, starting July 26. 

2.24.5.7. Objectives for September – comment resolution, liaison with ETSI

2.24.5.8. Discussion

2.24.5.8.1. When one group makes changes that effects other groups, who are also making changes, how is that coordinated? The WG chair notes that the WG Letter Ballot system should address this. All members should review drafts for this reason.

2.24.5.9. The chair notes that the teleconference on July 26th is not within the 30 day advance rule.

2.24.6. TGi – Dave Halasz

2.24.6.1. The chair moves to Harry Worstell

2.24.6.2. Closing report 01/360, minutes 01/348

2.24.6.3. Papers were presented on AES/OCB. 

2.24.6.4. There were clarifications on the TG requirements origination from TGe. 

2.24.6.5. There was a motion to remove specific EAP authentication types as being out of the scope of this TGi standard.

2.24.6.6. The bulk of comments have been resolved. The editor will make those changes into a document. 

2.24.6.7. An interim meeting will take place on August 28th in Akron Ohio. The editor will have an updated document with all adopted changes.

2.24.6.8. A paper on interaction with TGf was presented. A motion was passed to follow up with text to review.

2.24.7. 5GSG – Bruce Kraemer

2.24.7.1. Report in document 361r0.

2.24.7.2. PAR and 5 Criteria were rescinded. 

2.24.7.3. The Study Group was extended until the November 2001 Plenary.

2.24.7.4. Will re-extend requests to MMAC. A number of reports and presentations are detailed in the report. 

2.24.7.5. Further consideration of HCF as a coexistence mechanism will be given in subsequent meetings

2.24.7.6. The chair moves to Stuart Kerry

2.24.8. The chair presents a motion to be made to the Ex Com meeting to formally rescind the TGj PAR, and extend the Study Group

2.24.9. Publicity

2.24.9.1. Candidates for chair – Butch Anton, Brian Mathews, Greg Parks. 

2.24.9.2. Are there any other Candidates? 

2.24.9.3. IEEE staff supports research for conducting market forecast. Will present update in September

2.24.9.4. Summary report in 424r0. Letter of concern from WECA 48r0. 

2.24.9.5. Announcement of teleconference.

2.24.9.6. Objectives for September. Elect chair, continue with other activities.

2.24.10. Liaison Reports

2.24.10.1. 802.15.3 – Mary Duval

2.24.10.1.1. Completed PHY comment resolutions

2.24.10.1.2. MAC is not complete. Will be having an interim, August 28-29 in Shaumberg.

2.24.10.2. 802.11 – 802.16 Liaison

2.24.10.2.1. John Kowalski asks for a replacement as Liaison.

2.25. Old Business

2.25.1. TGe – John Fakatselis

2.25.1.1. Move that TGe asks the working group to empower the September Interim meeting of TGe to be able to ask the working group to issue a letter ballot. 

2.25.1.1.1. Discussion

2.25.1.1.1.1. The TG chairs ask Is this necessary?

2.25.1.1.1.2. The WG Chair rules that this motion is unnecessary as Task Groups always have the authority to issue a LB under our operating rules.

2.25.1.1.1.3. This was intended to guard against the possibility that a quorum is not present at the September Interim.

2.25.1.1.2. In the operating rules, there is a specific allowance for a lack of quorum. In that case, the work may be re-affirmed by a letter ballot or a next plenary. So a letter ballot is acceptable following a letter ballot. 

2.25.1.1.3. Discussion

2.25.1.1.3.1. This is an interesting problem. It seems that it would take 30 days to get approval to send out a letter ballot. 

2.25.1.1.3.2. The group wants to get approval to send a letter ballot, not to have a letter ballot to get approval to send out a letter ballot.

2.25.1.1.3.3. The reason we are considering this is because we have already passed a motion to have the WG consider this. 

2.25.1.1.4. It is pointed out that the TG chair did not make the motion on advice of the chair. 

2.25.1.2. Move that the Working Group empower the September Interim meeting to be able to forward the TGe draft to WG Letter ballot to ask to forward the TGe draft to Sponsor Ballot.

2.25.1.2.1. Moved Duncan Kitchin

2.25.1.2.2. Second Simon Black

2.25.1.2.3. Motion ID 305

2.25.1.2.4. Discussion

2.25.1.2.4.1. Opposed to the motion. Have we not had quorums recently? Yes, the third back we did not. Suggests that passing this would not diligent in attending the meeting.

2.25.1.2.4.2. In favor of the motion. The previous draft was not perfect. This is a precaution against not having a quorum

2.25.1.2.4.3. In favor. It is good to empower the interim. We may not go to letter ballot, but this is good because it lets us have the LB as soon as possible.

2.25.1.2.4.4. Call the question (Stuart / Sunghyun) The question is called with no objection

2.25.1.2.5. Vote on the motion: passes 58:3:12

2.25.1.3. Discussion

2.25.1.3.1. So there is now no quorum requirement to initiate a Letter Ballot? The Chairs position is Yes, that is what the motion states.

2.25.1.3.2. Does a motion have to be passed in September to issue a letter ballot, or is TGe forced to letter a ballot 

2.25.1.3.3. The chair clarifies that it is not a forced action, but the TG has the ability to issue a letter ballot.

2.25.2. TGf – Dave Bagby

2.25.2.1. Motion to conduct a working group letter ballot to forward the 802.11F draft 2.0 to Sponsor Ballot.

2.25.2.1.1. Moved Dave Bagby

2.25.2.1.2. Motion ID 306

2.25.2.1.3. Vote on the motion : Passes 70:0:6

2.26. Reports

2.26.1. Radio Regulatory Ad Hoc Group– Vic Hayes

2.26.1.1. Document 38r0

2.26.1.2. Objectives to establish 802 group as a charter, PAR, comment on NPRM

2.26.1.3. Drafted rules for an SEC standing committee. Document 01/416. Rules proposed and accepted unanimously.

2.26.1.4. Will bring to SEC.

2.26.1.5. Worked on NPRM comments – adaptive hopping, digital modulation in 2.4 band. Proposed extending UNII by 25MHz.

2.26.1.6. Liaison statement to ETSI/BRAN – doc 01/268r2. The chair is requested to send this to the executive committee. 

2.26.1.7. Output documents – submission to IWG5 and US JRG 8A-9B requesting additional mobile allocation spectrum in the lower UNII bands. Request additional industry support in this effort. 

2.26.1.8. Straw poll – who would participate in teleconference or go to Washington in August to support this effort? Around 10 people.

2.26.1.9. Passed motion to prepare document 01/469r0 for submission to IWG2 and US JTG 4-7-8-9 and US JRG 8A/9B. Passed in Ad Hoc and in 802.15.

2.26.1.10. Discussion

2.26.1.10.1. The vote tallies seem small – how many are from 802.11? 

2.26.1.10.2. The chair of TGg expresses concern over this, as the only PHY active task group. TGg had over 150 people. TGg wanted to meet with Radio Regulatory, but was unable to find time. It seems only three 802.11 members participated in Radio Regulatory. 

2.26.1.10.3. Also, given these facts, how do the 150 members of 802.11 have the ability to comment on these issues before the deadline. 

2.26.1.10.4. There were three agenda sessions, except for one point Thursday afternoon in TGg. 

2.26.1.10.5. There is an NPRM and comment period. Is the NPRM related to TGg’s work? The NPRM addresses the work in TGg. The FCC is accommodating what we are doing. 

2.26.1.10.6. What is the deadline? It was announced at the May meeting. We had teleconferences. We had announcements on the reflector. Members have had ample opportunity to contribute. 

2.26.1.10.7. What was done to officially solicit input from TGg? They could have passed a motion to send something to the RR group. 

2.26.1.10.8. There was no time for a joint meeting? What funny was going on in TGg? That is outside the agenda.

2.26.1.10.9. How is TGg going to get input into this document? There was no official input? The RR chair was not more cooperative. The RR chair’s position is there was not enough time. 

2.26.1.10.10. The members of TGg as well as the involved WG members, have had ample opportunity to provide input.

2.26.1.10.11. The procedure has broken – there is an important issue and 802.11 has not been able to provide input.

2.26.1.10.12. (Break for ½ hour)

2.26.1.10.13. The chair reprimanded VIc Hayes for inappropriate comments, and the comment was not directed to the member on the floor.

2.26.1.10.14. How did the recess yesterday take place? The RR chair announced the recess to allow the group to continue work. The RR chair was called away because a motion he made was called out of order.

2.26.1.10.15. The group was not formally recessed then? Correct.

2.26.1.10.16. As someone who participated in TGg and RR, notes that on Tuesday afternoon met in this building, at that time TGg was in recess. A number of TGg participants were in the RR meeting. Yesterday, there was another meeting of RR when TGg was in recess. These topics were discussed. Would the RR Chair confirm the times of these two RR sessions were not coincidental with TGg sessions? The RR chair confirms that there were three official RR sessions not coincident with TGg. There were TGg members noted in the attendance log.

2.26.1.10.17. Has a difference of opinion. The RR chair says there has been ample opportunity. Does not believe it was ample. What should we do moving forward? Would like to have a procedure for everyone to have time to review RR documents, to establish an 802.11 position.

2.26.1.10.18. The problem is that agendas have to be set a month in advance. At that time there was no request from TGg for a joint meeting. The WG chair informs the members that there are chairs’ teleconferences to set agendas. The WG chair is physically constrained to 30 days advance agenda due to hotel space issues. 

2.26.1.10.19. Since we have to conduct concurrent sessions, members have to make the choice of what meeting they want to attend. 

2.26.1.10.20. The WG chair request the speakers to refrain from inflammatory words.

2.26.1.10.21. Issues with the operation of RR can be brought to the Executive Committee

2.26.1.10.22. A member of TGg and participant in non-overlapping RR sessions. Document 391 has been on the reflector for a week, and subsequent revisions have been published. Was able to read the document in a few minutes. 

2.26.1.10.23. Thanks the RR chair for doing a good job in difficult circumstances. Request to help alleviate the problems: Teleconferences are announced on the reflector for some TG’s – requests that RR also announce the same way. It would be helpful to have reports in the Task Groups also – a two way information exchange. 

2.26.1.10.24. The chair notes that there will be key times on the agenda for September for RR sessions.

2.26.1.10.25. Thanks the RR chair for a commendable job. The issue is how individual members contribute to RR, and also how can Task Groups contribute. In the case of TGg, it is not clear that the RR chair can be faulted. There was a TGg discussion to put RR matters on the agenda. The members objecting here collectively, raised over 35 objectives on the agenda, taking several hours, thus preventing RR items from having time to be discussed in TGg. It does reflect the priority of TGg, so the chair of RR is not accountable for these decisions.

2.26.1.10.26. Feels the RR Chair has informed the other bodies adequately.

2.26.1.10.27. In document 333r0, teleconferences were announced, and comments were requested for the NPRM. We did get comments, and added more this week. It is not the case that there was no opportunity to comment. Anyone who is interested already knows about this. 

2.26.1.10.28. The chair notes we have a hard stop at 12:00.

2.26.1.10.29. Expresses concern that the same behavior we have seen in TGg is taking place here. 

2.26.1.10.30. Call for the orders of the day. This discussion should stop. 

2.26.1.10.31. Point of information – there is a procedure in place for how the WG interacts with another committees. How do we make a change? Make a motion in new business. 

2.26.1.11. Continuing the report of RR

2.26.1.12. The NPRM comments were amended by 802.15, and approved them to go out. 

2.26.1.13. Objectives for next meeting – establish RR group as permanent, work on PAR, prepare position statements as needed.

2.26.1.14. Discussion

2.26.1.14.1. Would like to request to improve communication between RR and 802.11. Would like this added to the objectives. 

2.26.1.14.2. Point of order – this is a report. New motions in New business

2.27. Return to Old Business

2.27.1.  TGh – Mika Kasslin

2.27.1.1. Move to conduct a WG letter ballot to forward document IEEE 802.11/482r0 to Sponsor Ballot

2.27.1.1.1. Moved Mika Kasslin

2.27.1.1.2. Motion ID 308

2.27.1.1.3. Vote on the motion: Passes 62:0:6

2.27.1.2. Move to empower TGh to hold an interim meeting in September, conduct teleconferences, process letter ballot comments, and, consequently revise 802.11-01/482 before the November 2001 IEEE 802 Plenary.

2.27.1.2.1. Moved Mika Kasslin

2.27.1.2.2. Motion ID 309

2.27.1.2.3. Vote on the motion: Passes 56:0:3

2.27.1.3. Move that the WG, if necessary, conduct a second WG letter ballot after the September interim meeting to forward a revised 802.11-01/482 to Sponsor Ballot

2.27.1.3.1. Moved Mika Kasslin

2.27.1.3.2. Motion ID 310

2.27.1.3.3. Vote on the motion: Passes 57:0:2

2.27.2. TGi – Dave Halasz

2.27.2.1. No Motions

2.27.3. 5GSG – Bruce Kraemer

2.27.3.1. No Motions

2.27.4. Radio Regulatory – Vic Hayes

2.27.4.1. To empower the Regulatory Ombudsman to make document 11-01/391 r6, as amended. complete and internally consistent for filing at the FCC with this WG as one of the sources.

2.27.4.1.1. Moved Vic Hayes

2.27.4.1.2. Discussion

2.27.4.1.2.1. Is this the same motion as passed in the group? Not exactly. 

2.27.4.1.2.2. Then the same motion should be made.

2.27.4.1.2.3. To modify the motion, it must be done in new business.

2.27.4.1.2.4. There is an r6 document. Is that what we are voting on? The document is r6, with the amendment to remove a single section. There is no time to produce r7. 2.1.1 has been stricken out.

2.27.4.2. To empower the Regulatory Ombudsman to make document 11-01/468r2 complete and internally consistent for sending to ETSI Project BRAN.

2.27.4.2.1. Moved Vic Hayes

2.27.4.2.2. Motion ID 311

2.27.4.2.3. Discussion

2.27.4.2.3.1. Point of order: Does this document meet the 4 hour rule? The document was on the server in Documents at 9:30PM last night. Yes it was available.

2.27.4.2.3.2. The operating rules say meeting hours. So it had to be on the server at 8:30. 

2.27.4.2.3.3. It was in To_doc_keeper. 

2.27.4.2.3.4. What is the time stamp of the document? 

2.27.4.2.3.5. The chair rules that this motion is external to our committee. 

2.27.4.2.3.6. What is the time-stamp of the document? The time stamp is 22:07, which is the time of the saving machine. European time? 

2.27.4.2.3.7. Asking the chair to rule if this document meets the availability rules. It was put on the server at 8:07PM Pacific time. It is ruled in order.

2.27.4.2.3.8. Point of information: for future reference – in which rules are the 4 hour rules detailed?. The Chair and Vice Chair will follow up on this. 

2.27.4.2.3.9. Document 391r6 is being put on the server.

2.27.4.2.4. Vote on the motion: Passes 33:3:12

2.27.4.3. To empower the Regulatory Ombudsman to make document 11-01/469 r0 complete and internally consistent for sending to IWG2 and US JTG 4-7-8-9 and US JRG 8A/9B

2.27.4.3.1. Moved Vic Hayes

2.27.4.3.2. Motion ID 312

2.27.4.3.3. No Discussion

2.27.4.3.4. Vote on the motion: Passes 35:1:11

2.27.5. Publicity

2.27.5.1. No Motions

2.28. New Business

2.28.1. TGf – Dave Bagby

2.28.1.1. Move to empower TGf at the September 2001 interim meeting, independent of quorum at the meeting, to send a revised draft to WG LB for the purpose of asking the WG to forward the revised draft to sponsor ballot.

2.28.1.1.1. Moved Dave Bagby

2.28.1.1.2. Second Vic Hayes

2.28.1.1.3. Motion ID 313

2.28.1.1.4. Discussion

2.28.1.1.4.1. None

2.28.1.1.5. Vote on the motion: Passes 49:0:4

2.28.2. TGg 

2.28.2.1. Move to empower TGg at the September 2001 interim meeting, independent of quorum at the meeting, to send a draft to WG LB for the purpose of asking the WG to forward the draft to sponsor ballot.

2.28.2.1.1. Moved Peter Eccelsine

2.28.2.1.2. Second John Kowalski

2.28.2.1.3. Motion ID 314

2.28.2.1.4. Discussion

2.28.2.1.4.1. Why do we have to do this? Why isn’t this a part of the rules? Why pass motions to not empower instead? Suggests that a draft could be sent out by a small group. Would support if there was already a draft. Speak against the motion.

2.28.2.1.5. Vote on the motion: Motion passes 27:10:12

2.28.3. TGh

2.28.3.1. no motions

2.28.4. 5GSG

2.28.4.1. no motions

2.28.5. Radio Regulatory

2.28.5.1. The chair announces that the presentation of document 471r1 has been taking of this agenda, and put on Old Business for the next meeting.

2.28.5.2. Motion to empower the Regulatory Ombudsman to make document 11-01/391 r6, as amended. complete and internally consistent for filing at the FCC with this WG as one of the sources

2.28.5.2.1. Moved Vic Hayes

2.28.5.2.2. Discussion

2.28.5.2.2.1. Point of Order: Is the document that will be sent on the server and available within the four hour rules? 

2.28.5.2.3. Motion is out of order due to not being within time limits:

2.28.5.2.4. Point of information – where is the 4 hour rule in the operating rules? The rules say 1 hour, but in the January meeting there was a change to the 4 hour rule.

2.28.5.2.5. This r6 document was put on the server just now, so it doesn’t meet the one hour rule in the operating rules.

2.28.5.2.6. Point of information – What is that status of the four hour rule. Thought it was in TGe. Was it in the WG? 

2.28.5.3. The chair notes that he has received an IP statement from Sharp on 802.11e, which is on the server

2.28.5.4. Motion to empower the Regulatory Ombudsman to make document 11-01/391 r6, as amended, complete and internally consistent for filing at the FCC with this WG as one of the sources. 

2.28.5.4.1. Point of Order – as long as the document is not available, it is out of order. 

2.28.5.4.2. The chair rules this out of order

2.28.5.4.3. Appeal – Vic Hayes / Denis K

2.28.5.4.4. The chair moves to Al Petrick

2.28.5.4.5. Discussion

2.28.5.4.5.1. There is time pressure to get a response to the FCC, but feels the rules have precedence. Asks for the chair to be sustained.

2.28.5.4.5.2. Against the appeal – has not had enough time to review the document. 

2.28.5.4.5.3. Against the chair – this shows a problem with the regulatory group. We have to get approval from 3 groups. The rules make it impossible to achieve the goal. We should consider the way we bring information in for approval.

2.28.5.4.5.4. For the chair – we should follow the rules regardless. 

2.28.5.4.6. Vote on the appeal: The ruling of the chair is sustained 20:16:10

2.28.5.5. The RR chair realizes it is virtually impossible to do this work. It is not possible to provide document in the time limits. Will reconsider whether to continue the work.

3. Adjourn
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