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1.1. Introduction

1.1.1. Meeting called to order by Stuart Kerry and Bob Heile at 1:10PM.   Agenda of 72nd session of 802.11 is in doc.: IEEE 11-02-116r5

1.1.2. Secretary – Tim Godfrey

1.1.3. Straw poll of new members in the group: 30

1.1.4. Straw poll of members without wireless connection – 5

1.2. Announcements

1.2.1. Review of Policies and rules (From document 00/278)

1.2.1.1. Roll call is impractical = has been discontinued.

1.2.1.2. Review of voting rights and process.

1.2.1.3. Voting tokens will be handed out directly by Al Petrick.

1.2.2. Review of voting membership status: 

1.2.2.1. 802.11 now has 291 voters, 113 nearly voters; potential voters is 404 at this meeting. 303 aspirant. Total 578. Quorum by definition at plenary., but 202 would be needed.

1.2.3. Attendance Book

1.2.3.1. New on-line system being introduced. 

1.2.3.2. The book will continue to be circulated until the new system is verified.

1.2.4. Document numbering system is moving to an electronic system at this meeting for 802.11.

1.2.5. Review of Patent Policy, individual membership, and anti-trust rules in document 00/278

1.2.6. Plaques and Certificates for work in 802.11b and 802.11d. 

1.2.6.1. Carl Andren, Editor and Chair of 802.11b-cor1.

1.2.6.2. Victoria Poncini for 802.11b

1.2.6.3. Ken Clements for 802.11d

1.2.6.4. Arnoud Zwemmer, Johnny Zweig, Chris Zegelin, also received awards for 802.11d.

1.2.7. New Electronic Attendance Book and Document Number assignment system

1.2.7.1. Thierry Walrant describes the new system he has implemented.

1.2.7.2. New system is described in document 02-160

1.2.8. Wireless Network

1.2.9. IP Statements

1.2.9.1. The chair of 802.11 announces that an IP statement has been received from Intersil regarding 802.11i

1.2.9.2. The chair of 802.15 announces that an IP statement has been received from Sony

1.2.10. WG Elections

1.2.10.1. This is the year for WG and 802 officer elections.

1.2.10.2. Proposed slate of officers for the upcoming 2 year term:

1.2.10.2.1. Stuart Kerry, Chair, Al Petrick Vice Chair, Harry Worstell, Vice Chair, Tim Godfrey, Secretary

1.2.10.3. Nomination : Moved Carl Stephenson

1.2.10.4. Second TK Tan

1.2.10.5. Any other nominations?

1.2.10.5.1. Discussion –

1.2.10.5.1.1. When will the election take place? Friday Closing Plenary.

1.2.10.5.1.2. Is this the last opportunity for nominations? Yes, according to Paul’s recommendation.

1.2.10.5.1.3. Nominations must be made now, to clarify.

1.2.10.5.1.4. Comment that most members were unaware of the nomination time frame requirement. 

1.2.10.5.2. Request to move this business from the consent agenda to the regular agenda, since there are some questions.

1.2.10.5.2.1. The chair agrees.

1.2.10.6. Proposed slate for 802.16

1.2.10.6.1. Jim Allen, Ian Gifford, Pat Kinney Rick Alfin, Mick McInnnis

1.2.10.6.1.1. Nominated Carl Stepehenson, second Benno Ritter,

1.2.10.6.2. No further nominations

1.2.10.6.2.1. Move that nominations are closed (John Barr) accepted without objections.

1.2.11. Publicity Chair

1.2.11.1. Nominee from last meeting – Brian Matthews.

1.2.11.2. No other nominations

1.2.11.3. Postpone vote until Wednesday until Brian is present.

1.2.12. WG Graphic review

1.2.13. Liaisons

1.2.13.1. Liaisons are expected to present updates in the Friday Plenary meeting in order to keep their positions. 

1.2.13.2. Discussion

1.2.13.2.1. Where do we discuss new liaisons? Will be discussed in the Wednesday Plenary

1.3. 802.11 Agenda

1.3.1. The chair reviews the agenda in document 02-116r5.

1.3.2. Any new old business

1.3.2.1. There is an 802 study group? 

1.3.3. Any New business? 

1.3.3.1. None

1.3.4. Move to adopt the agenda

1.3.4.1. Vic Hayes

1.3.4.2. Second Ivan Reede

1.3.4.3. Adopted without objection

1.4. Matters arising from the minutes?

1.4.1. None

1.5. 802.15 Joint agenda (Today only)

1.5.1. Rick Alfin,

1.5.2. John

1.5.3. Passes by unanimous consent

1.5.4. Approval of 802.15 minutes (Rick, John) approved without objections.

1.6. Approval of 802.11 Minutes from Dallas January 2002

1.6.1. Moved by Vic Hayes

1.6.2. Seconded Bruce Kraemer

1.6.3. Approved by unanimous consent

1.7. Future Meetings

1.7.1. May – Sydney, AU

1.7.2. July – Vancouver, BC

1.7.3. September – Hyatt Monterey, CA

1.7.4. November, Koloa, Hawaii

1.7.5. January 2003 – Ft Lauderdale, FL

1.7.5.1. Straw Poll – In favor of Ft Lauderdale: 117:0:5

1.7.5.2. Any volunteers for alternate venues? No

1.7.6. May 2003 – Sophia Antipolis, FR

1.7.6.1. Any volunteers for other venues? No

1.7.6.2. Show of hands for interest in France: 95:8:6

1.8. Financial summary

1.8.1. Will be presented on Wednesday.

1.9. ExCom Activities

1.9.1. Bob Heile reports.

1.9.2. Closing ExCom meetings 1-5 at this and next meeting.

1.9.3. Discussed proposal for 2nd vice chair to SEC

1.9.4. Discussion of the TGg letter ballot

1.9.5. Discussion – WiFi and IEEE logo issue. Should the IEEE have an issue with WiFi, they should take the same position with Bluetooth

1.10. Nominations for officers

1.10.1. Nominations for Chair – none

1.10.2. Nominations for Vice Chair – 

1.10.2.1. Discussion

1.10.2.1.1. Can we table this until Wednesday? To give anyone the chance to come forward.

1.10.2.1.2. Was it announced in January? Candidates should be ready by this point. Everyone should know about this.

1.10.2.1.3. It is not that they didn’t know, but perhaps they didn’t know it was required at the opening plenary.

1.10.2.1.4. Would like to have the candidates explain why the candidates are going for election. 

1.10.2.1.5. Since there are concerns, it is probably worth waiting two days.

1.10.2.1.6. Does anyone know of anyone who is even interested in being nominated? (no response)

1.10.2.1.7. Everyone should know that the meetings start on Monday. There are no guarantees that particular business will take place on a certain day.

1.10.2.2. Move to close Nominations – 

1.10.2.2.1. Moved Bob O’Hara

1.10.2.2.2. Second Atul Garg

1.10.2.3. Objection to Consideration

1.10.2.4. Discussion

1.10.2.4.1. What does it mean to close nominations when there is one candidate? That means there will be a vote coming up. There is still the opportunity to vote no.

1.10.2.4.2. Motion to table this motion until Wednesday 

1.10.2.5. Objection to consideration is only valid for new main motion. 

1.10.2.6. The motion to table was not valid

1.10.2.7. Motion to table the closing of nominations

1.10.2.7.1. Jim Zyren

1.10.2.7.2. Second Kowalski

1.10.2.7.3. Vote 54:28:21

1.10.2.8. Move to bring this motion back from the table

1.10.2.8.1. Dave Bagby

1.10.2.8.2. Eric

1.10.2.8.3. Discussion

1.10.2.8.3.1. Move to postpone until Wednesday.

1.10.2.8.3.1.1. John Kowalski

1.10.2.8.4. Discussion

1.10.2.8.4.1. Agrees that we need to re-elect officers. Against the motion

1.10.2.8.5. Vote: Fails 27:47:29

1.10.2.9. Discussion

1.10.2.9.1. Move to nominate Jim Zyren as parliamentarian

1.10.2.9.2. Dave Bagby

1.10.2.9.3. Second Ivan Reed

1.10.2.9.4. Discussion

1.10.2.9.4.1. Parliamentarian is not an elected post.

1.10.2.10. Discussion – 

1.10.2.10.1. Even after we close nominations, can there be write in candidates? We have one slate under considerations. 

1.11. 802.11 Subgroup Updates

1.11.1. TGe – John Fakatselis

1.11.1.1. Continuing to resolve comments

1.11.1.2. We will approach no voters and try to get consent of the resolution. 

1.11.1.3. We will decide if we send out a new letter ballot.

1.11.1.4. Requests that no-voters give a prompt response of suggested resolutions.

1.11.2. TGf – Dave Bagby

1.11.2.1. LB32 closed last night

1.11.2.2. Do not have the ballot results yet. 

1.11.2.3. Outcome of LB will determine work this week.

1.11.3. TGg – Matthew Shoemake

1.11.3.1. LB33 closed at noon today.

1.11.3.1.1. 291 voters, received 230 valid ballots

1.11.3.1.2. 86:104:40

1.11.3.1.3. 45% yes 55% no

1.11.3.1.4. 855 comments to resolve.

1.11.3.2. Will begin comment resolution with several groups working on specific areas.

1.11.3.3. Discussion

1.11.3.3.1. Why are so many companies advertising TGg products? This has been discussed in the CAC. The chair is working on a position on this. If people build to a draft before it is ratified, that is their own risk. The position will be published on the reflector

1.11.4. TGh – Mika Kasslin

1.11.4.1. Continuing comment resolution

1.11.4.2. Will try to have a new LB at this meeting. 

1.11.5. TGi – Dave Halasz

1.11.5.1. Will try to get out a LB this week. 

1.11.5.2. There are some objections to LB that we will try to resolve. 

1.11.5.3. Will discuss issues 802.1x issues. 

1.11.5.3.1. There is a possibility of meeting with 802.1aa (maintenance to 802.1x)

1.11.5.3.2. Preliminary agenda is for Tuesday evening.

1.11.6. 5GSG – TK Tan

1.11.6.1. There will be three session this week

1.11.6.2. Updates from ETSI BRAN

1.11.6.3. Major topics – call for participation on 802.11a high rate. 3G cellular and WLAN interworking. Collaboration with ETSI BRAN and MMAC. 

1.11.6.4. New market requirements for Next Gen WLANs.

1.11.7. Document Submission

1.11.7.1. Harry reviews submission and formatting rules for documents.

1.11.8. 802.11 Special Committee including TG Editors on State Machines

1.11.8.1. Duncan Kitchin

1.11.8.2. The current process requires State Machines being updated, as a set of changes to the SDL in the form of editors instructions on how to change the existing SDL. 

1.11.8.3. This is impossible and impractical – we are looking for alternatives

1.11.8.4. One possibility is removing the SDL entirely and replacing them with smaller state machines where needed.

1.11.8.5. It has been suggested that actual implementers provide input on whether the SDL provided any useful input in implementing the standard.

1.11.8.6. A Special Task (Ad Hoc) is being formed to investigate how to proceed, and bring a recommendation back to the WG this week. 

1.11.8.6.1. The TGe editor is not here, we will need a delegate – Adrian Stepehens. 

1.11.8.7. This is an Ad Hoc Task. Duncan Kitchin will lead this effort and bring a recommendation to the Friday Plenary.

1.12. 802.15 Subgroup Updates

1.12.1. 802.15 TG1

1.12.1.1. Vote in RevCom coming up 7 approve, 1 against, 1 abstain. 

1.12.2. 802.15 TG2

1.12.2.1. Will conduct two parallel letter ballots in .11 and .15. Both have to pass. Will use 802.15 automated tool for Letter Ballots.

1.12.2.2. LB at the end of next week.

1.12.3. 802.15 TG3 High Rate

1.12.3.1. In the middle of comment resolution

1.12.3.2. Last LB was 84% approval based on comment resolution. Less than 100 comments remain. 

1.12.3.3. Security is the remaining issue for work this week.

1.12.4. 802.15 TG4

1.12.5. 3A – alternate 15.3 PHY Study Group

1.12.5.1. Working on 5 criteria, selection process

1.13. Joint Subgroups

1.13.1. Publicity – Al Petrick, Jim Meyer

1.13.1.1. IEEE staff on site will update on branding and publicity

1.13.1.2. Dennis Eaton will present an update on WECA

1.13.2. Regulatory Ad Hoc – Vic Hayes

1.13.2.1. Document RR 027r1

1.13.2.2. Letters to MII of China

1.13.2.3. Letters to US JRG 8A-9B

1.13.2.4. Liaison to ETSI-=BRAN with new DFS

1.13.2.5. Rules change – Regulatory will not be Standing Committee, but will be a TAG (Technical Advisory Group)

1.13.2.6. Objectives – proposals to rules changes, US WRC 03, Response to IC consultation. 

1.13.2.7. Discussion

1.13.2.7.1. What about DARS proposals on limits below 2.4GHz band. 

1.14. Old Business

1.14.1. Motion to reaffirm the TGg post actions after the Dallas Meeting as directed by SEC

1.14.1.1. John Kowalski

1.14.1.2. Jim Zyren

1.14.1.3. Discussion

1.14.1.3.1. This appeal was raised in SEC to get the procedure taken care. Does not want to have a member later protest on procedural matter. This is to cover our tracks. The procedure we followed was not in accordance with 802. There were several SEC members that think empowerment is a bad idea. 

1.14.1.3.2. This should be a procedural motion. This does not have any impact on conformant implementations. However the SEC directed it to be technical.

1.14.1.3.3. Does this 75% apply to this particular vote? This affirmation? Therefore this does not affect any procedural matters

1.14.1.3.4. Jim Zyren : Reserves a point of order that this is technical motion.

1.14.1.3.5. Call the question – no objections

1.14.1.4. Motion ID 334

1.14.1.5. Vote: Passes 98:6:14

1.14.2. Announcement

1.14.2.1. Wireless Interface Group

1.14.2.1.1. Specification for RF to BBP MAC and PHY

1.14.2.1.2. Benno Ritter

1.14.2.1.3. Tonight

1.14.2.2. Tutorials tonight

1.14.2.2.1. High Speed Mobile Data

1.14.2.2.2. DSRC

1.15. Recess at 3:05PM

2. Wednesday Plenary Session

2.1. Opening

2.1.1. The meeting is called to order at 10:35 by Stuart Kerry

2.2. Announcements

2.2.1. Agenda updates

2.2.1.1. New business additions

2.2.1.2. WG officers nominations

2.2.2. Attendance Books

2.2.2.1. The paper books are running in parallel with the electronic system

2.2.2.2. The electronic system in primary

2.2.2.3. Overall we are pleased with the electronic system.

2.2.2.4. The group thanks Thierry Walrant for writing the application.

2.2.2.5. Any feedback or comments?

2.2.2.5.1. At what point can you not sign in? What if you are late? Only during the meeting times.

2.2.2.5.2. There is no option for a plenary session? 802.11 and 15 plenaries are included, but not 802 plenaries

2.2.2.5.3. The chairs and vice chairs have administrator rights. See them if there is any problems?

2.2.2.5.4. Is the book a valid backup if you miss? No.

2.2.3. Voting tokens

2.2.3.1. Evan Green has the tokens if you need to pick them up

2.2.3.2. It has been difficult to get the tokens. Eventually we will have electronic voting.

2.2.3.3. Why can’t we pick up token at registration? There is an extra cost for doing that.

2.2.4. New participants meeting at registration desk at 1:00PM

2.3. IP Statements

2.3.1. No more have been received

2.4. Modification to the agenda

2.4.1. Any old Business to add?

2.4.1.1. There will be a motion to establish an RREG TAG

2.4.2. Any New Business to add?

2.4.2.1. Request of the 802.11 WG coming out of a motion from the WNG committee. The motion is a request for liaison with CableLabs. 

2.4.2.2. Report from the Editors Special Committee is ready now. We will add it to the new business for this session.

2.4.2.3. A motion to establish liaison to JEDEC JC-61 committee which is developing a standard MAC PHY interface

2.5. Approval of Agenda as modified (02-116r6)

2.5.1. Motion to approve the modified agenda

2.5.1.1. Moved John Rosdahl

2.5.1.2. Second Bruce

2.5.1.3. Agenda accepted without objection

2.6. WG Operating Rules

2.6.1. Existing rules in document 00/331r2. Proposed changes are in document 00/331r3.

2.6.2. Includes all changes to rules from the Chairs Advisory Core.

2.6.3. Sections 1,2,3,6,7,8, 9 have been changed. New sections Section 4 and Section 5.

2.6.4. Document is on the server.

2.6.5. Will discuss the rules in the closing Plenary

2.6.6. Asks everyone to review the rules before then, and bring questions.

2.6.7. The official vote of adoption will be at the next meeting. It will come up at the start of the Sydney meeting, on Monday. 

2.6.8. These rules are our bylaws. These rules are above Roberts rules, but SEC and 802 rules have precedence over our rules.

2.6.9. The chair intends to move this group into the next century. We need to move ahead. 

2.7. 802 elections and nominations

2.7.1. The chair provides an overview of his thoughts on the election process:
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•

This presentation details the procedures for the election of the

IEEE 802.11 

Working Group Officers (Chair and Vice Chair's) in March of each

even

-

numbered year.

•

The election shall be held at the Working Group Opening Plenary 

meeting. 

–

“March 2002 Nominations currently differed to Wednesday Plenary

”

•

One of the Vice Chair’s, as Acting Chair, shall introduce the ca

ndidates for 

Chair and request additional nominations. The candidates shall e

ach be 

given a short time (nominally, two minutes) for a statement, typ

ically to (1) 

summarize their qualifications; (2) state their commitment to pa

rticipate and 

accept duties and responsibilities; (3) state their vision for t

he Working 

Group.

•

The floor shall be opened for discussion (nominally for five min

utes total). 

The Acting Chair should attempt to ensure an emphasis on positiv

e, rather 

than negative, statements about candidates. However, negative st

atements 

about the past performance of incumbent candidates is acceptable

. 

–

The Acting Chair should limit the duration of comments to allow 

broad 

participation. If only one candidate is nominated, the Vice Chai

r may 

choose to sharply limit the debate. The situation shall be repea

ted, with the 

Chair leading the process for the election of the Vice Chair.
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•

At the Opening Plenary or deferred time period, the Chair, Vice 

Chair’s, and 

Secretary shall count the hand votes and notify the membership o

f the 

results.

•

In order to be elected, any candidate must receive a simple majo

rity (over 

50%) of the votes cast in the election for the respective positi

on.

•

Should no candidate receive a majority in either election, a run

off election 

shall be held at the Working Group Closing Plenary meeting. The 

process 

shall be similar to the initial election, except that:

–

Write

-

in candidates and new nominations shall not be permitted.

–

In the runoff election, the nominated candidate having received 

the 

fewest votes in the previous election round shall not be an elig

ible 

candidate (in case a tie prevents this possibility, all the nomi

nated 

candidates shall remain eligible).

–

Hand Votes shall be counted during the session. If the process i

s 

inconclusive, another runoff shall be held, as in the point abov

e.

–

Should a runoff process not lead to the election of a Vice Chair

, the 

election may be deferred to the next Working Group session, at t

he 

Chair’s discretion. However, every effort should be made to conc

lude 

the election of the Chair.


2.7.2. The election should be held at the opening plenary unless deferred.

2.7.3. Runoff elections shall be used to close on the election process

2.7.4. Discussion.

2.7.4.1. Do we need a motion to take the nomination from the table? There will be a time for that.

2.7.4.2. Are we precluding new nominations during the process? The nominations were supposed to be closed on Monday according to SEC rules. 

2.7.5. Motion – to take the motion to close nominations from the table

2.7.5.1. John K

2.7.5.2. Jim Zyren

2.7.5.3. Vote: Passes 132:0:0

2.7.6. Motion on the floor: Move to close nominations

2.7.6.1. Moved Bob O’Hara

2.7.6.2. Second Atul Garg

2.7.6.3. Motion ID 336

2.7.6.4. Discussion

2.7.6.4.1. The motion on the floor is to close nominations. We can discuss that motion or vote.

2.7.6.4.2. The secretary reads the original motion that was tabled.

2.7.6.4.3. Point of information – Who has been nominated so far?

2.7.6.4.3.1. Stuart Kerry, Harry Worstell, Al Petrick, Tim Godfrey.

2.7.6.4.4. The motion on the floor is out of order if there is anyone who wishes to make a nomination?

2.7.6.4.5. The chair asks for any further nominations?

2.7.6.4.5.1. There are not other nominations. 

2.7.6.4.5.2. The motion on the floor is in order.

2.7.6.5. Vote on the motion: Passes 155:0:0

2.7.7. Discussion

2.7.7.1. We now have one slate of candidates. 

2.7.7.2. Candidates to state qualifications, commitment to participate, and vision for the group.

2.7.7.3. The chair moves to Harry Worstell

2.7.8. Election of the Chair

2.7.8.1. Stuart Kerry makes a 2 minute statement: Qualifications of two years of experience in leading the group, and active in 802.11 since 1993, including sessions as Vice Chair. We have become the forefront of standards for wireless LANs. Committed to take this group forward for the next two years. We have made great improvements in the administrative process by moving to an electronic system. He can speak from authority on Roberts Rules and the SEC rules. There is still work to do, perhaps in the MAC. Has full commitment of Philips for the next two years of work. The CAC committee will help us resolve issues. The thought is to form a standing committee to deal with issues and rules during the meetings. To deal with resolutions and actions at the meetings from chairs, or protests on process. We have to realize that technology moves quickly, and this group needs to move quickly also. The committee is the WG chairs and Task Group Chairs. CAC is all of chairs, TG chairs, and vice chairs. Acting between sessions with two meetings. 

2.7.9. Discussion of the nomination

2.7.9.1. We have made tremendous progress is a difficult environment. Asks for support of the candidates.

2.7.9.2. Affirm this idea to get this group working together and making progress.

2.7.9.3. This is a reasonable selection process. Reaffirms support for the officers.

2.7.9.4. As the chair of a TG, fully supports the nomination. 

2.7.10. Election Process –

2.7.10.1. Is there any objection to a vote by acclamation? 

2.7.10.2. None

2.7.10.3. Stuart Kerry is elected as the Chair by unanimous acclamation.

2.7.10.4. The chair moves to Stuart Kerry

2.7.11. Election of the Vice Chair

2.7.11.1. Harry Worstell makes his statement: Has been involved for over 4 years, and as vice chair for 2 years. We have moved from 35 people to over 300 people. We have worked through our growing pains. Has letters of commitment from AT&T for continuing work. 

2.7.11.2. Is there any objection to a vote of acclamation

2.7.11.3. None

2.7.11.4. Harry Worstell is elected as the Vice Chair by unanimous acclamation

2.7.12. Election of the Vice Chair

2.7.12.1. Al Petrick makes his statement: Has enjoyed working with the chairs and the group. Looks forward to working more closely with the TG chairs. Has maintained the voter database and attendance records. Will now have more time to work with the TG chairs as we add automation. Has full support from Icefyre semiconductor

2.7.12.2. Is there any discussion or objection from the floor? None

2.7.12.3. Is there any objection to a vote of acclamation? None

2.7.12.4. Al Petrick is elected by unanimous acclamation.

2.8. New Business

2.8.1. Establish Radio Regulatory as a TAG

2.8.1.1. Vic Hayes (Document RR 02-038r0)

2.8.1.2. Explanation of Technical Advisory Group – to provide assistance to Working Groups. Does not make standards, but advises and makes recommendations.

2.8.1.3. Will prepare position papers and liaison statements.

2.8.1.4. Will hold teleconferences

2.8.1.5. The charter of the RR TAG is contained in the document.

2.8.1.6. Motion: 1) To request IEEE 802 SEC to establish a regulatory TAG with the charter as depicted on slide 2 of document IEEE 802.11RR-02-040r1. 2) Appoint to individuals as official working group representatives to have voting rights in the TAG: Denis Kuahara and Stuart Kerry. 3) to grant attendance credit to WG members attending the RR TAG.

2.8.1.6.1. Moved Vic Hayes

2.8.1.6.2. Second Bob O’Hara

2.8.1.6.3. Motion ID 337

2.8.1.7. Discussion

2.8.1.7.1. Doesn’t a rules change require a plenary cycle? Yes, the rules change was started in November, and has been balloted. This is the output of that comment resolution process.

2.8.1.7.2. The words “only authorized group” are a concern. Could the TAG authorize sub-groups if needed? The objective of the TAG is to coordinate all three wireless WGs. It is important to limit the communication channels.

2.8.1.7.3. What exactly is meant by a radio regulatory matter? Is this TAG empowered to create recommended practices? What if the expertise is outside the group? Would the RP’s be sponsor ballot-able? If an RP is needed, it has to go through the PAR process. 

2.8.1.7.4. Would the 802.11 chair no longer be able to speak on these matters? The chair of 802.11 suggests that he be able to designate an alternate to represent 802.11 in the RR TAG. 

2.8.1.7.5. In favor of forming this RR TAG. We need something at the 802 level.

2.8.1.7.6. In response to the limiting of external communications – if a communication is an 802 position, it is over the 802 chair. The RR TAG has priority over SEC in external communications.

2.8.1.7.7. Perhaps the way to correct this is to change the charter to say the RR TAG is the only official position of 802. That would still allow “unofficial” communication from other WGs or SEC.

2.8.1.8. Vote on the motion: passes 118:2:13

2.8.2. Announcements

2.8.2.1. The WNG will have important discussions this afternoon. A vote on high rate, and the 3G interworking SG

2.8.2.2. Other new business will be moved to Friday.

2.8.2.3. We are working on a reply comment to WECA position in RREG. Look for it on the server

2.9. Recess for Subgroups at 12:00

Closing Plenary

2.10. Opening

2.10.1. The meeting is called to order at 8:00AM by Stuart Kerry

2.11. Review of the Agenda

2.11.1. Document 02/116r7 is up for approval today

2.11.1.1. Revision 7 is displayed

2.11.1.2. Fixed special order times for motions in old business. There are 13 minutes per item

2.11.1.3. We have a 30 minute break. We would like to change to a 15 minute break.

2.11.1.4. Blue items are deferred from Wednesday

2.11.1.4.1. Study Group WNG

2.11.1.4.2. Cable Labs WNG

2.11.1.4.3. ETSI Bran letter

2.11.1.5. 802.15.2 LB

2.11.1.6. 802.16 Sponsor Ballot

2.11.1.7. Any other items for the agenda?

2.11.1.7.1. Propose moving report from the editors special committee to before the reports to task groups in New Business. 

2.11.1.8. Discussion on the request

2.11.1.8.1. Did you want it before the motions or before the reports? 

2.11.1.8.2. Can we move it into the reports?

2.11.1.9. No objection to moving it at the end of the reports.

2.11.2. Discussion on the attendance book

2.11.2.1. The paper book will be a backup for this week

2.11.3. Back to the agenda

2.11.3.1. Any old business? No

2.11.3.2. Any new Business? 

2.11.3.2.1. There is a new motion for New Business: 802.11 Email Reflectors

2.11.3.3. Any other new business? No

2.11.4. Any objection to the agenda as modified?

2.11.4.1. None

2.12. Announcements

2.12.1. CAC should look at the CAC tab for teleconferences and related information.

2.12.2. No new IP statements have been received.

2.12.3. General feeling about electronic attendance? The group applauds.

2.12.3.1. Thanks to Thierry Walrant for developing it.

2.12.3.2. The other wired groups want to use this system also.

2.13. Document List Update

2.13.1. All documents have been updated on the servers.

2.13.2. Will be on the web site by Monday or Tuesday

Task Group and Study Group Reports

2.13.3. TGe – John Fakatselis

2.13.3.1. Continued resolution of comments and modification to the draft.

2.13.3.2. Addressed about 70% of the comments

2.13.3.3. Passed a motion to empower TGe to conduct business as defined in our objectives in Australia

2.13.3.4. We approved the continuation of teleconferences. There will be three groups. Schedules to be announced on the reflector.

2.13.3.5. Objectives

2.13.3.5.1. To continue with comment resolution

2.13.3.5.2. Approve text and update draft

2.13.3.5.3. Approve new draft

2.13.3.5.4. Initiate a new TGe letter ballot

2.13.3.6. The chair requests everyone to listen carefully to the objectives of each task group

2.13.4. TGf – Dave Bagby

2.13.4.1. Document 02/171r4

2.13.4.2. Have been reviewing comments for LB32

2.13.4.3. Note that TGf chair has new contact new information.

2.13.4.4. LB32 results. Passed 79.0%. 139:37:46. It is a valid return, with 20% abstain.

2.13.4.5. 60 members did not return ballot.

2.13.4.6. 60% of the technical comments have been resolved.

2.13.4.7. Two new motions will be brought to the WG regarding issues in the standard:

2.13.4.7.1. the MLME SAP regarding association and disassociation. 

2.13.4.7.2. Extending reason codes in table 18 of 802.11 regarding old AP not verifying association.

2.13.4.8. TGf interim notice: TGf will hold an additional interim meeting in April in the SF Bay Area. Will be for LB32 comment resolutions and draft editing, and preparing a recirculation ballot.

2.13.4.8.1. The results of the meeting will be presented to this body to the whole group.

2.13.4.8.2. The recirculation ballot will be 40 days.

2.13.4.9. There will be a motion for the interim meeting, a motion to enable the ballot, and then the recirculation ballot.

2.13.4.10. Schedule – meeting April, Recirc May, Sponsor Ballot in May.

2.13.4.11. Output documents 184r11 resolutions, 163 minutes, 171r4 report.
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Goals for March

•

LB 32 result review

•

Probable actions:

–

Review / confirm ballot results

–

Review comments received

–

Resolve comments

–

Revise draft if necessary

•

Re

-

circulation ballot
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March 2002 802.11 F Agenda

•

Call to order

•

Administration Stuff

•

Agenda Adoption

–

Status / Goals for Mtg

–

Old / New Business

•

LB 32 result review

•

Actions from Ballot result
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Agenda adoption

•

Moved: to adopt agenda as proposed

–

Moved: Bob

–

Second: 

Moskowitz

–

Vote: 

unan
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Admin Stuff

•

Matters Arising from the January minutes?

–

none

•

Approval of minutes from January

–

Moved: Bob O

–

2

nd:

R Paine

–

Vote: 

unan
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Reminder: 

TGf

Chair contact 

info has changed…

•

This week people were still using the 

3Com email address for 

communication 

-

please use the 

revised contact info for 

TGf 

matters:

David 

Bagby

Chairman P802.11

TGf

Email: 

david

.

bagby

@

ieee

.org

Phone: (650) 637

-

7741

•

TGf

chair currently still available to discuss business opportuniti

es…<grin>
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Requirements for LB comments

•

From IEEE companion:

–

From the IEEE Standards Companion: 

–

Next, you must examine your negative ballots and their comments.

Remember, a negative ballot must have comments attached. Those 

comments should explain any difficulties the balloter has with 

the current document and offer precise wording for changes that 

would 

turn their "no" vote into a "yes" vote. In many cases, the ballo

ter may 

offer vague solutions or even no solution at all. At this point,

the working 

group (or a subgroup established to resolve ballots) should exam

ine the 

problem to see if they can resolve it on their own, or they may 

discuss 

the situation with the balloter and solicit more precise languag

e. 

If none of this is successful, the ballot may be labeled non

-

responsive. 
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Comment requirements

–

From the IEEE Standards Board Operations Manual 

(section 5.4.3.1): 

–

b) Do Not Approve (Negative With Comments). This 

vote shall be accompanied by one or more specific 

objections with proposed resolution in sufficient detail 

in a legible form so that the specific wording of the 

changes that will cause the negative voter to change his 

or her vote to "approve" can readily be determined. The 

Sponsor shall encourage the submission of comments 

with all negative ballots. 
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LB 32 result 

(as of end of this week):

•

Ballot result:

–

Passing: 79.0%

–

Yes: 139, no: 37, abstain: 46

–

Misc. other LB 32 info:

•

Valid vote: over 50% return (78.3%)

•

Abstain level ok: 20.2%

•

Members that did not vote: 63

•

Invalid votes from members: 5

–

These will not be dinged for not voting (just this once) due to 

special dispensation 

given By the 802.11 Chair.

•

Total Voters: 290
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LB 32 comment status

•

Approx 60% of technical comments 

resolved.

•

Editorial comments to be reviewed/resolved 

by editor, any that appear to actually be 

technical will be referred back to TG.
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Possible Comment Resolutions

•

Adoption of comment:

–

Changes vote from No to Yes, causes re

-

circulation 

ballot.

•

TG offers alternative to requested change:

–

If accepted by voter, official acceptance of alternative 

required.

•

Comment declined:

–

Vote and comment stands as is.

•

Comment invalidated (as non

-

responsive).

–

Comment “erased” result as if comment had not been 

submitted.
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Motion re fixing MLME SAP

•

Moved: to formally request IEEE P802.11 to 

correct the description of the MLME SAP with 

regard to association and 

reassociation

so that it 

matches the behavior as described with the text of 

the standard.

•

Moved: Bob O

•

2

nd

: Jon R

•

Vote: 

unan

•

Plenary vote:
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Motion re extending reason codes 

in table 18 of P802.11

•

Moved: To formally request IEEE P802.11 

to add a reason code with the meaning of 

“Old AP did not verify previous 

association”.

•

Moved: Jon R

•

2

nd

: Bob O

•

Vote: 

unan

•

Plenary Vote:
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TGf 

Interim 

mtg 

notice

•

TGf 

will be holding a 2 day Interim 

TGf

meeting either 

the week of April 22

nd

–

(exact dates subject to 

mtg

facility arrangements, time & place to 

be announced via reflector and web site)

•

Location: SF Bay Area.

•

The meeting agenda will be limited to the items:

1.

Completing LB 32 comment resolutions.

2.

Completing Draft 3.1 to reflect the comment resolutions

3.

Taking action necessary to issue the LB 32 resolved comment 

file and Draft 3.1 for an electronic re

-

circulation ballot.

–

Anticipating that several other ballots are likely to be issued 

from 802.11, the 

TGf 

re

-

circulation ballot will be longer (40 days) than the minimum 10 

day 

period to ensure sufficient time for review. 
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TGf

Interim Meeting Motion:

•

Moved: 

1.

TGf

will make make the final LB32 Comment 

resolution document and the corresponding Draft 

revision (3.1) available to the membership via the 

802.11 members only area of the web site after its 

April Meeting.

2.

The 

TGf 

chair is instructed to issue a 10 day 

electronic ballot (where non

-

response is taken as 

assent) asking the membership the following question:

1.

Shall 

TGf 

draft 3.1 be issued for WG re

-

circulation ballot?

3.

The 

TGf 

chair shall then start the re

-

circulation ballot 

depending on the outcome.

–

Plenary vote:
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Expected 

TGf 

schedule

•

Interim 

mtg 

in April

–

Timing driven by 30 day notice requirements

•

Recirc 

runs thru May 

mtg

•

Sponsor ballot starts from July Plenary
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Goals for May 2002

•

TGf 

is not anticipating meeting formally 

during May

–

As the re

-

circ ballot will still be running...

•

Members attending the meeting are encouraged to 

discuss the material out for ballot as part of 

responding to the ballot.
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Summary:

•

LP 32 processing not complete

–

Anticipate completion at Interim meeting.

•

Output Docs:

–

02/184R11: LB 32 comment responses as of 

end of March 2002 meeting (processing 

incomplete).

–

02/163 

TGf

minutes

–

02/171 This report


2.13.5. TGg – Matthew Shoemake

2.13.5.1. Comments in 02/179r1

2.13.5.2. Resolutions in 02/209r2. R3 will be issued within 2 weeks.

2.13.5.3. Draft 2.5 will be issued 2 weeks before Sydney, containing resolutions

2.13.5.4. Draft 3.0 will be generated at Sydney

2.13.5.5. Motions from TGg to WG

2.13.5.5.1. Request pre-authorization to issue LB in the May 2002.

2.13.5.6. Objectives for Sydney

2.13.5.6.1. Continue to resolve LB comments

2.13.5.6.2. Update Draft to 3.0

2.13.5.6.3. Issue a Letter Ballot

2.13.5.7. Discussion

2.13.5.7.1. The draft 2.5 will be no later than 2 weeks before the meeting? Yes
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Matthew B. Shoemake

Task Group G Chair
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Letter Ballot #33

•

Received approximately 890 comments

–

388 were editorial

–

Consolidated comments available in 02/179r1

•

Worked on resolution of motions

–

See document 02/209

•

Current revision is 2

•

Revision 3 will be issued within two weeks of the 

end of the March 2002 session
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State of the Draft 

•

Current version is Draft 2.1

•

Draft 2.5 will be issued 2 weeks before the 

Sydney meeting

•

Draft 2.5 will contain resolutions from the 

March 2002 session

•

Draft 3.0 will be generated at the May 2002 

session
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Motions from 

TGg

•

All motions passed during the March 2002 session 

were internal motions to 802.11g except one:

Direct the chair of

TGg

to request preauthorization 

for a letter ballot to be issued on the 802.11g draft 

from the May 2002 session.

Williams/

Zyren

26/1/0

TGg 

chair to introduce a motion to IEEE 802.11g when it 

is in order. 


[image: image25.wmf]March 15, 2002

Matthew B. Shoemake, 

TGg 

Chair

doc.: IEEE 802.11

-

02/172R0

Submission

Objectives

•

Continue resolution of LB #33 comments

•

Update draft to version 3.0

•

Issue letter ballot on draft 3.0 from the May 

2002 (Sydney) session


2.13.6. TGh – Mika Kasslin

2.13.6.1. Report is Document 173r0

2.13.6.2. Joint meeting with RREG update on DFS, BRAN27

2.13.6.3. Discussed TPC elements

2.13.6.4. Discussed DFS elements, heard proposals

2.13.6.5. Revised draft normative text was created 02/245r0

2.13.6.6. reviewed draft, revised normative text to 245r2

2.13.6.7. The new draft normative text was adopted unanimously, on the server on Thursday afternoon as 802.11h-D2.0

2.13.6.8. Motion to initiate LB in closing plenary
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TGh Agenda 

(02/203)

•

11 

meeting slots reserved

, 

finally used 

9 of 

them

–

A 

joint meeting with 

R

-

Reg

–

Discussion

on TPC 

elements

–

Discussion

on DFS 

elements

–

Draft normative text review

•

Meeting minutes 

in 02/165r0
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-

Reg

Industry Canada presentations

•

Canadian Proposals 

for the WRC

-

03 on 5GHz 

RLAN 

issues

•

Simulation 

on 

Aggregate Interference from 

Wireless 

Access 

Systems including RLANs 

into 

EESS in the 5250

-

5350 MHz

Update 

on DFS 

Framework preparations

Update 

on BRAN#27 

results
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Discussion

on TPC 

Elements

•

Proposed draft normative text available 

early March 

(02/154r2)

•

Presentation 

on 

transmit power indication 

in 

Beacon frames 

(02/210r0)

–

Draft normative text prepared based 

on the 

support 

in a 

straw poll
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Discussion 

on DFS 

Elements

•

D1.1 and 

two complete

DFS 

draft normative text 

proposals 

•

Presentation about benefits 

of 

extended 

DFS 

reports

, 02/228

•

A 

proposal 

for DFS, 02/161

•

A 

proposal about measurement

/

quiet request 

element

, 02/215

•

A 

proposal about fast channel switching

, 02/216

•

Presentation about benefits 

of RSSI 

measurement 

report
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Discussion

on DFS 

Elements

Straw polls results

on the 

proposals

:

Positive

for 

quiet period 

offset

Positive 

for 

two IEs

for 

measurement 

and 

quiet request

Negative 

for 

channel switch time indicated 

also

in 

microseconds

As the 

result 

a 

revised draft normative text 

proposal was created

, 02/245r0
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Draft Normative Text Review

•

New DFS 

proposals accepted unanimously

in the 

revised draft normative text proposal

, 02/245r2

–

optional 

CCA 

report

–

optional 

RSSI 

histogram report

–

MLME and PICS

–

”

The Channel Switch Announcement frame may be 

sent in a BSS by the AP without performing

backoff

, 

after determining the WM to be idle for one PIFS 

period

”

•

As the 

result 

a new 

draft normative text proposal 

on the 

server 

at 4:20pm on 

Thursday

, 

March 

14th 

2002
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Draft 

D2.0

TGh adopted unanimously draft normative 

text given 

in 02/245r2 as 802.11h

-

D2.0

TGh directed unanimously 

the 

chair

to 

prepare 

a 

motion 

for the 

closing plenary 

to 

conduct a working group letter ballot to 

forward the 802.11h

-

D2.0 to sponsor ballot.
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Objectives

•

Review results 

of the BRAN#28 

meeting related 

to the DFS 

framwork

•

Process letter ballot comments


2.13.7. TGi – David Halasz

2.13.7.1. TG decided to go to Letter Ballot

2.13.7.2. Discussed 802.1X attack

2.13.7.3. Conference call on May 6

2.13.7.4. Objective for May

2.13.7.4.1. Letter Ballot comment resolution
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TGi

Final Report for the March 

2002 Session

•

Motions

–

Replace clause 8 with text in doc 02/178: Passed

–

AES w/CNTR mode & CBC

-

MAC. Failed

–

Go to letter ballot in Task Group.

•

Discussion on 802.1X attack.

•

Conf. Call on May 6

th

, 11

-

1 EST, dial in 

number will be provided later on the reflector. 

Purpose is to discuss letter ballot comments.
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•

Letter ballot resolution


2.13.8. WNG SC – TK Tan

2.13.8.1. Closing report 02/263r0

2.13.8.1.1. Presentations on high rate, 3G WLAN, Letter of invitation from ETSI. Discussion on forming a SG

2.13.8.1.2. The group is not quite ready to form a SG.

2.13.8.1.3. Objectives for May meeting

2.13.8.1.3.1. Review updates from BRAN 28

2.13.8.1.3.2. Continue HDR discussion

2.13.8.1.3.3. WLAN integration with Mobile Nets

2.13.8.1.4. 2 Motions for WG
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WNG SC Closing Report

IEEE 802.11, St Louis, MO

March 11

-

15

T. K. Tan,

Bruce Kraemer
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WNG SC Agenda

•

Tuesday

–

Updates (ETSI BRAN, MMAC, IAG)

–

Presentation/Discussion (HDR extension to 802.11a)

–

Call for participation for more submissions on HDR 

extension to 802.11a

•

Wednesday

–

Presentation/Discussion (HDR extension to 802.11)

–

3G

-

WLAN 

Interworking

–

Market requirements and usage scenarios

•

Thursday

–

Joint regulatory meeting

–

Presentation 

–

radio resource measurements

–

Motions discussion and decision
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March Submissions

•

11

-

02

-

232r0

-

WNG

-

Extended Data Rate 802.11a.

ppt

•

11

-

02

-

183r0

-

WNG Single Burst Contention Resolution.

ppt

•

11

-

02

-

159r1

-

WNG

-

System_capacity_and_Cell_Radius_Comparison_with 

several_high_data_rate_WLANs.

ppt

•

11

-

02

-

138r0

-

Throughput_Analysis_for_IEEE_802

-

11a_Higher Data Rates

•

11

-

02

-

149r0

-

WNG

-

Global_Area_Network_(GAN)_Concept.

ppt

•

11

-

02

-

234r0

-

WNG BRAN27

-

5GHz

Adhoc

group report.

ppt

•

11

-

02

-

182r0

-

WNG

-

Home_Networking_Requirements _& _Aspects.

ppt

•

11

-

02

-

242r0

-

Co

-

operation_towards_WLAN_

–

_3G_&_Public_

Interworking

•

11

-

02

-

180r0

-

WNG

-

On the use of multiple antennae for 802.11 .

ppt

•

11

-

01

-

668r2

-

W

-

Multihop

-

Networking.

ppt

•

11

-

02

-

252r0

-

WNG

-

Suggested_Criteria_for_High_Throughput_Extensions.

ppt

•

11

-

02

-

240r0 WNG 

-

UWB .

ppt

•

11

-

02

-

238r0 WNG IAG Report.

ppt
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WNG SC Objectives 

–

Sydney, Australia, 

•

Review updates from previous ETSI BRAN #28, 3G

-

WLAN 

interworking 

and IAG meetings

•

Continue discussion on HDR extension to 802.11

•

WLAN integration with Mobile networks

•

Requirements for Next Generation WLANs and their 

implications on the standardization process

•

802.11 radio resource measurements

•

Prepare for IEEE interim in July, ETSI BRAN & other 

interim meetings as needed
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2 Motions

•

Move that the WNG Standing Committee request 

the 802.11 WG to form a liaison with

CableLabs

for the purpose of coordinating the use of 802.11 

WLANs in DOCSIS cable modem systems

–

WNG SC Passes: 64/0/4

•

Move that the WNG Standing Committee requests 

the 802.11 WG  to accept the invitation from ETSI 

BRAN and MMAC to participate in the “

WLAN 

–

3G and other Public Access networks

interworking

”

project

–

WNG SC Passes 59/0/14.


2.13.9. Publicity – Al Petrick

2.13.9.1. Report in 268r0

2.13.9.2. Nominated a new chair, Brian Matthews, approved by consent.

2.13.9.3. Update from IEEE staff on Branding

2.13.9.3.1. IEEE working on policy for branding and copyright.

2.13.9.4. Discussed press announcements. Created 269r0 regarding products claiming draft standard compliance

2.13.9.5. Teleconference with MARCOM staff. Roger Marks point of contact.

2.13.9.6. Will have quarterly analyst briefings for standards

2.13.9.7. Report from WECA – expanded charter for all regulatory issues in unlicensed bands. 

2.13.9.8. Objectives for May 2002

2.13.9.8.1. Update with WECA

2.13.9.8.2. TG reporting procedure

2.13.9.8.3. Update conference calendar

2.13.9.8.4. Media Analyst list

2.13.9.8.5. Plan meeting for July meetings

2.13.9.9. Discussion

2.13.9.9.1. What is the letter regarding draft standards? It will be on the reflector, not the web site. The concern is with products claiming compliance with 802.11g draft standard. It is a warning to companies claiming such compliance. 

2.13.9.9.2. Who’s position does this document represent? The PC or the WG Chair? Who formulated this position? 

2.13.9.9.3. The letter was brought to the CAC on Sunday. The WG sent it to the PC. The PC worked on it, and is forwarding it onto the WG. There was no vote in the PC. 

2.13.9.9.4. If this is a WG position, we should adopt it with a motion. The history of this group, back to 802.11b, we have brought out product before final ratification. 

2.13.9.9.5. The chair asks the membership to withdraw this to be discussed off-line. Any objection?

2.13.9.9.6. Doesn’t believe the statement is just a reminder, not an official position. 

2.13.9.9.7. This is not needed, since it is already IEEE policy to not claim compliance to drafts.

2.13.9.9.8. The chair will take advice from IEEE legal staff and get back to reflector
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Meeting Objectives

•

Nominate PC chair for 802.11

•

Update from 802.11 staff on Branding

•

WECA update report from Hong Kong meeting

•

Generate TG reporting procedure for WG

•

Update conference calendar

•

Review Letter from the Chair on products build to draft 

standards

Accomplished for this session
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Accomplishments

•

Publicity chair 802.11

–

Brian Mathews

approved by consent

•

Update from IEEE staff

–

Branding: IEEE working on policy and procedure for 

using IEEE trademarks and copyrights

•

Working to set up partnerships with industry groups 

i.e

WECA

–

IEEE staff plans to setup website links for 

“

Branding

”

and Copyright procedures
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Accomplishments

•

PC group discussed the issue of press announcements from compani

es 

claiming compliance for products built to draft standards. In pa

rticular 

IEEE 802.11g

–

Causing confusion in the market with Industry Analysts

–

Reviewed letter from the chair in response to companies claiming

compliance to products built to 

“

draft

”

unapproved standards. 

•

doc.: IEEE 802.11

-

02/269r0

•

Held teleconference call with IEEE 

MarCom

staff on this issue relative 

to ALL working groups under IEEE 802

–

Appointed Roger Marks 802.16 chair to act as the point of contac

t 

between IEEE 

MarCom

staff and IEEE 802

•

Funnel Press inquiries to respective WG Chairs

•

Generate email bulletin on highlights from WG interim and plenar

y closing 

reports

–

Planning to set up regular quarterly analyst briefings on standa

rds 

developments
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WECA

•

WECA has expanded the charter of its Regulatory Committee

–

Previous charter was protection of 5 GHz spectrum worldwide and 

WRC

-

2003

–

Will now address 

all

regulatory issues associated with the unlicensed 

bands

–

Committee successfully submitted petition to FCC to expand UNII 

bands 

to encompass bands from 5.470 to 5.725 GHz

•

Successful quarterly Members meeting in Hong Kong

–

Excellent turnout (>125 members)

–

Continued discussion on upcoming standards, the technology roadm

ap 

and branding 

–

current focus is branding for Wi

-

Fi5

–

Technical committee initiated draft test plans for TKIP and 802.

11e

•

CeBIT

tradeshow starts Thursday

–

First press conference was very successful with over 50 of top E

uropean 

press in attendance

•

Next Member

’

s meeting June 17 

–

20, location TBD (North America)
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Meeting Objectives for May 2002 

Interim Session

•

WECA update report 

•

Generate TG reporting procedure for WG chair

•

Update conference calendar

•

Generate and review media analyst list

•

Coordinate timeline for teleconference briefings with 

analysts and IEEE 

MarCom

staff for CY2002


2.14. Report from special editors committee

2.14.1. Duncan Kitchin

2.14.2. Document 277

2.14.3. The recommendation from the editors on State Machines..

2.14.3.1. Currently updates to the SDL must be provided in the form of editing instructions. With multiple TG’s making changes, this is a hopeless task.

2.14.3.2. The proposed resolution is to delete the SDL from the annex. Each TG supplement will include the editing instruction to remove the SDL, and remove the statement of precedence. 

2.14.3.3. The TGs will provide state machines as a part of their work, as they see fit. The language of the state machines are up to the Task Groups.

2.14.4. Discussion

2.14.4.1. None

2.15. Liaison Reports

2.15.1. The chair notes that reports are required. Liaisons will be removed if they do not report

2.16. 802 Radio Regulatory

2.16.1. Vic Hayes: Document RR 02/048r1

2.16.1.1. European regulations updated to allow 802.11a and 802.11g.

2.16.1.2. Changed RREG into a TAG

2.16.1.3. Revised communication channel qualification for regulatory matters.

2.16.1.4. received report from WECA

2.16.1.5. Charter for the RR TAG approved by 802.11 in document RR –02-040r3

2.16.1.6. Reply comments in RR 043. Motion in RR 049

2.16.2. Objectives for May

2.16.2.1. Review rules changes

2.16.3. Teleconferences have been scheduled
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Objectives for 

St Louis. MO

•

Seeking SEC approval of rules changes for SEC 

Standing Committee Radio Regulations and for 

Wireless PARs 

•

Work on PAR rules amendment 

•

To prepare and submit other position statements 

if needed 

–

e.g. Spectrum requirement 5 GHz band 

–

e.g. 2.45 GHz regulations in China

–

e.g. Supportive comments on WECA petition

–

e.g. Opposing comments on Sirius petition

•

To hold joint meetings with TGh, TGg and SC 

WNG
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European update, 2.4 GHz

•

300 328 is in the proces of revision

•

The phrase

–

'...and other forms of spread spectrum modulation ....'

•

May become

–

'...and other forms of wide band data modulation 

techniques ... ‘

–

new title of annex 3 of 70.03: Wide Band Data ...

•

Minimum bitrate requirement is being removed to 

follow change in CEPT
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European update, 5 GHz

•

EN 301 489

-

17, Part 17: Specific conditions 

for 2.4 GHz Wideband Transmission 

systems and 5 GHz high performance 

RLAN equipment

•

Scope was updated to encompass IEEE 

802.11 devices
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Standing Committee Radio 

Regulations

•

Followed

-

up on the results of the SEC comment 

resolution meeting held Sunday

–

Rules change converted from a SEC Standing 

Committee to a Technical Advisory Group (TAG) doc.: 

RR

-

02/38

–

Prepared a motion and a charter for a Radio Regulatory 

TAG, doc.: RR

-

02/40

–

Confirmed Carl Stevenson as the Chair of the TAG or 

as the Regulatory Ombudsman

•

Revising the communications channel 

qualification
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PAR Rules change

•

Followed

-

up on the results of the SEC 

comment resolution meeting held Sunday

–

Regulatory conformance for wired AND 

wireless PARs in clause 6.4 (Technical 

feasibility)

–

Wireless coexistence added to the clause 6.2 

(Conformance), doc.: RR

-

01/29r2

–

New project management clause proposal to be 

considered, doc.: RR

-

02/42


[image: image55.wmf]March 2002

Vic Hayes, Agere Systems

Slide 

7

doc.: IEEE 802.RR

-

02/

048

-

r0

Submission

5 GHz

•

Received Liaison statement from ETSI

-

BRAN informing about the reciept of our 

liaison statement with DFS proposal 

(January 2002) and reporting work on 

further developments, doc.: RR

-

02/33

•

Report for TGh and notes on BRAN#27

•

Received a draft for DFS framework
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5 GHz

•

Received presentation from Industry Canada on 

proposal for 5 GHz in WRC

-

03 and simulation 

between Aggregate RLAN and EESS, doc.: RR

-

02/35 and 36

•

Received a draft analysis for BWAS and RADAR, 

doc.: RR

-

02/39

•

Reply Comment to support WECA petition for 

5470

-

5725 MHz band under preparation, outline 

in doc.: RR

-

02/41
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2.4 GHz

•

Received a summary report of the WECA 

visit to MII, China, officials on March 8, 

doc.: RR

-

02/32

•

No plan to act at this meeting pending 

ativity of WECA

•

No time to work on ET Docket No. 01

-

278 

to oppose the rigorous limitation of the 

spurious emission
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Potential output documents

•

Revised proposals

to the Rules 

changes

–

Motion to establish TAG with Charter

•

Reply Comments on WECA Petition RR

-

02/43 

•

Draft response to IC consultation RR

-

02/47

–

schedule tele

-

conference(s) to complete, 

•

Leave reply Comments on 01

-

278 to 

individual members
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Objectives for 

Sydney

•

To review and action any rules change 

issues left from March 2002

•

To prepare and submit position 

statements if needed 

–

e.g. Spectrum issues 5 GHz band 

–

e.g. 2.45 GHz 

–

e.g. Opposing comments on Sirius petition

•

To hold joint meetings with TGh, TGg and 

SC WNG
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Interim meetings

•

Tele

-

conferences on Friday, March 29 and 

Friday April 19 to prepare/approve the 

response to the Consultation of Industry 

Canada (closing date: April 30, 2002)

–

Venue via the regs reflector (11 AM EST) 

•

At the 802.11/802.15 interim meeting in 

Sydney, May 13

-

17, 2002


2.17. 802 Coex – Jim Lansford
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IEEE 802 Wireless Coexistence 

Jim Lansford

Jim.Lansford@mobilian.com

(405) 377

-

6170

Tim 

Blaney

Tim@

commcepts

.net

(530) 478

-

5606
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History

•

SG approved March 2001

–

Presentations at Plenary and Interims

–

Proposed organization developed at Portland 

plenary

•

Rules change for SC was recommended

•

September meeting was cancelled

–

Study group extension motion missed in Austin

•

Meeting as 

BoF 

at Dallas interim and St. 

Louis plenary

–

LMSC rule change not desired 

–

TAG preferred

•

Attendance has consistently shown strong 

interest (40+ attendees at each 

BoF

)
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Where do we go from here?

•

Feedback

–

Need a definition of “coexistence”

–

Need a Recommended Practice

•

Could also be a Guideline

•

Defines the way coexistence can be achieved
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How do we get there?

•

Renew study group? Or create a TAG 

now?

–

Develop coexistence definition

•

First cut done this week in 

BoF

–

Write a PAR for the TAG

•

Develops the Recommended Practice

•

Balloting within the TAG

•

Approval by SEC and 

WGs

•

Approval by IEEE SA
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Motion

•

Motion to continue the Coexistence 

Study Group until the July 2002 

Plenary.

•

Charter: SG shall develop a PAR for 

Coexistence TAG in 802 SEC.

–

Moved:

–

Seconded:

–

Vote:


2.18. Special Orders

2.18.1. TGe Motions

2.18.1.1. To empower the task group to conduct business toward the objectives stated at the closing March plenary including initiating a Letter Ballot or Recirculation ballot, independent of quorum.

2.18.1.1.1. Moved by John Fakatselis on behalf of TGe

2.18.1.1.2. Motion ID 338

2.18.1.2. Discussion

2.18.1.2.1. Against the motion – suggests that we try to follow the procedure of a plenary. The document that will be the subject of the LB will be made available to the whole body for a short enabling LB. 

2.18.1.2.2. There are several things wrong with this motion – any document could be issued as a LB. The SEC has frowned on this action.

2.18.1.2.3. In favor of the motion – we don’t want to derail our progress. All we want to do is send out a letter ballot. It is not a blank check. LBs go to everyone.  All this enables is a vote and reception of comments.

2.18.1.2.4. The problem is that it is a choice of letter ballot or recirculation ballot. You cannot go to a recirculation ballot. You can only change votes in the first plenary after a LB

2.18.1.2.5. In favor of this – it allows the groups to move forward. The 802 rules for notification have been made met for this interim. The meeting has been announced in a year in advance. 

2.18.1.2.6. Regarding the 10 day pre-qualification? What was the ruling of the 5 day ballot? The WG chair does note that the 5 day LB was against the rules.

2.18.1.2.7. It doesn’t matter what the advance notice is. Would prefer to not have a blank check. Against

2.18.1.2.8. The comments and suggestions are welcome. Dislikes the sense of mistrust of the task groups intentions. No matter what we do, it is by the rules. Of 2.7.2

2.18.1.2.9. The chair quotes 2.7.2 of the WG operating rules. The actions may be reaffirmed by a 40 day LB.

2.18.1.2.10. There is no violation of our rules. Furthermore, we have no problem in plenaries

2.18.1.2.11. Call the question (John/ Dave B)

2.18.1.2.11.1. Question called with No Objections

2.18.1.2.12. Point of order – is this a procedural or technical under the rules?

2.18.1.2.12.1. Regarding complete and available.

2.18.1.2.12.2. The chair notes that this enables the group to conduct business towards the objectives as previously stated. 

2.18.1.2.12.3. The chair cannot rule on the issue, this is an empowerment to make a decision at a future meeting.

2.18.1.2.12.4. Is the draft available for pre-viewing.?

2.18.1.2.12.5. The chair states that the draft is not under discussion. The meeting at Sydney will determine the draft.

2.18.1.3. Vote on the motion: Passes 85:13:4

TGf Motions

2.18.1.4. Motion: to formally request IEEE 802.11 to correct the description of the MLME SAP with regard to association and Reassociation so that it matches the behavior as described with the text of the standard

2.18.1.4.1. Moved Bagby on behalf of TGf

2.18.1.4.2. Discussion

2.18.1.4.2.1. What is the particular piece of information? The STA can accept or reject the requests. There is no opportunity to intervene between the request and response currently.

2.18.1.4.2.2. Point of information? Why doesn’t the TG make the change? TGf is not chartered to change the standard.

2.18.1.4.2.3. Does the WG have the charter to make a change? The motion is requesting the WG (owner of the document) to deal with the issue. Not saying which TG actually does the work.

2.18.1.4.2.4. What form will this take? Will there be a supplemental standard? What is the process for implementing the change? We don’t know at this point. We just want the WG to take a look at it. The chair has an action item to look into the process.

2.18.1.4.2.5. Technical or procedural? Procedural

2.18.1.4.3. Vote on the motion: Passes 87:0:11 

2.18.1.5. Moved to formally request IEEE P802.11 to add a reason code with the meaning of “Old AP did not verify previous association”

2.18.1.5.1. Moved Bagby on behalf of TGf

2.18.1.5.2. Vote on the motion: Passes 82:3:9

2.18.1.6. Call for orders of the day: fixed agenda (Matthew Shoemake )

2.18.1.7. The last TGf motion is moved to the first of “old business”

2.18.2. TGg Motions

2.18.2.1.  Per sub clause 2.7.2 of the IEEE 802.11 working group operating rules, move to authorize an official letter ballot on the TGg draft at the May 2002 session. Issuance of the pre-authorized letter ballot shall be enabled by a simple majority vote of the task group at the May 2002 session.

2.18.2.1.1. Shoemake on behalf of TGg

2.18.2.1.2. Discussion

2.18.2.1.2.1. None

2.18.2.1.3. No objection to calling the question

2.18.2.1.4. Vote on the motion: Passes 85: 7: 12

2.18.3. TGh Motions

2.18.3.1. POI – given that we are ahead in time, moves to amend the agenda:

2.18.3.1.1. The chair states that It is 9:41 – we are on schedule.

2.18.3.2. Move to conduct a working group letter ballot to forward the 802.11h-D2.0 to sponsor ballot. Ballot is requested to complete before the start of the scheduled May 2002 interim meeting

2.18.3.2.1. Moved Kasslin on behalf of TGh

2.18.3.2.2. Question called by the chair without objection

2.18.3.2.3. Vote on the motion: passes 96 : 0 : 10

TGi Motions

2.18.3.3. Move to conduct a WG letter ballot to forward 802.11i-D2 to sponsor ballot.

2.18.3.3.1. Moved Halasz on behalf of TGi

2.18.3.3.2. Discussion

2.18.3.3.2.1. The chair asks if  the draft satisfies  the rules? Yes.

2.18.3.3.3. No objection to calling the question

2.18.3.3.4. Vote on the motion: Passes 100 : 3 : 6

2.18.3.4. Move per 802.11 WG rules clause 2.7.2, move to empower the 802.11i task group, to conduct business as per the 802.11i objective in the March 2002 closing plenary TGi report, adopt motions, initiate recirculation ballot by the working group, at the scheduled May 2002 interim, independent of a quorum

2.18.3.4.1. Moved Dave Halasz

2.18.3.4.2. Second Jesse Walker

2.18.3.4.3. Discussion

2.18.3.4.3.1. Does this preclude the need for a re-affirmation? 

2.18.3.4.3.2. The chair re-reads 2.7.2 of the rules. This pre-authorization provides the empowerment.

2.18.3.4.3.3. The 75% will come from those that attend? Yes. 

2.18.3.4.3.4. Call the question ( Zorn/ Kitchin) no objection

2.18.3.4.4. Vote on the motion: Passes 85 : 10 : 13

2.18.4. TGf  Motions

2.18.4.1. The chair asks if we can resume TGf motions. No Objections

2.18.4.2. Motion: 

2.18.4.2.1. TGf will make the final LB32 Comment resolution document and the corresponding Draft revision (3.1) available to the membership via the 802.11 members only area of the web site after its April Meeting.

2.18.4.2.2. The TGf chair is instructed to issue a 10 day electronic ballot (where non-response is taken as assent) asking the membership the following question:

2.18.4.2.3. Shall TGf draft 3.1 be issued for WG re-circulation ballot?

2.18.4.2.4. The TGf chair shall then start the re-circulation ballot depending on the outcome.

2.18.4.2.5. Moved Bagby on behalf of TGf

2.18.4.2.6. Discussion

2.18.4.2.6.1. POI – are the comment resolutions in a document? The resolutions are not complete. The resolutions and draft will be provided in the first step, then enable the draft

2.18.4.2.6.2. In favor of the motion. Is there a precedent for the 10 day electronic ballot? 

2.18.4.2.6.3. The chair notes that this is enabling a separate TGf interim meeting. The TGf chair says a 10 day LB is sufficient to allow membership to determine if a draft is ready for LB.

2.18.4.2.6.4. For the motion – It is in our guiding rules. This is a creative way to bypass the Australia meeting. Other TGs have tried to do that. What we are doing here is to empower an announced and scheduled interim to make key decisions and initiate a letter ballot. This motion could be used by other groups as well. There will be very few people making decisions, but the LB is the final check of the whole group.

2.18.4.2.6.5. The TGf chair says you can hold an interim meeting any time with advance notice. We would get together sooner except for the 30 day notice rule. Disagrees that this is avoiding the May meeting.

2.18.4.2.6.6. Question about non-response taken as assent. Why is that? That is to reduce the response burden to the group. Amend the motion if you wish. 

2.18.4.2.7. Motion to amend: replace the work “assent” with “abstain” 

2.18.4.2.7.1. Moved Kitchin

2.18.4.2.7.2. Second John K

2.18.4.2.7.3. Call the question on the amendment (Don / Dave B) 

2.18.4.2.7.4. Vote on calling the question: Passes 101 : 1 : 0

2.18.4.2.8. Vote on the motion to amend: Passes 89: 2: 8

2.18.4.3. Motion on the floor: Moved: 1 TGf will make the final LB32 comment resolution and the corresponding draft revision (3.1) available to the membership via the 802.11 members only area of the web site after its April meeting 2) the TGf chair is instructed to issue a 10 day electronic ballot asking the members the following question: Shall TGf draft 3.1 be issued for electronic WG recirculation ballot? 3) The TGf chair shall then start the re-circulation ballot depending on the outcome.

2.18.4.3.1. Discussion

2.18.4.3.1.1. Concern about the 10 day electronic ballot. The SEC said the electronic ballot by TGg was appealed and upheld by SEC. The TGf chair is willing to take the risk.

2.18.4.3.1.2. Call the question (John K, Jim Z) no objection

2.18.4.3.2. Vote on the motion: Passes 80: 1 : 8

2.18.5. WNG motions

2.18.5.1. Move that the 802.11 WG form a liaison with CableLabs for the purpose of coordinating the use of 802.11 WLANs in DOCSIS cable modems

2.18.5.1.1. Moved TK Tan on behalf of  WNG

2.18.5.1.2. Discussion

2.18.5.1.2.1. Who is the proposed liaison?

2.18.5.1.2.2. Harry will consider doing the job? Also Richard Kennedy? Donald Eastlake also volunteers.

2.18.5.1.3. Any Objection to call the question? None

2.18.5.1.4. Vote on the motion: Passes 64 : 0 : 15

2.18.5.2. Move that the 802.11 WG accept the invitation from ETSI BRAN and MMAC to participate in the “WLAN – 3G and other Public Access Networks Interworking” project

2.18.5.2.1.  Moved TK Tan on behalf of  WNG

2.18.5.2.2. No Discussion

2.18.5.2.3. Question called with no objection

2.18.5.2.4. Vote on the motion: Passes 76 : 0 : 6

2.18.5.2.5. POI – could you describe what this involves? There were several presentations (listed in 02/263) on this subject. Regarding global standard for interworking between 802.11, MMAC, ETSI, with 3G networks. The idea is to eventually justify establishing a TG to incorporate amendments to 802.11. A representative will attend ETSI interworking meetings are report back to 802.11.

2.18.6. Publicity Motions

2.18.6.1. Are there any other candidates for Publicity Chair?

2.18.6.2. The WG chair asks the body for affirmation of the new chair of the Publicity group, Brian Matthews. 

2.18.6.3. Brian Matthews is affirmed as Publicity Chair.

2.18.7. Radio Regulatory motions

2.18.7.1. Motion to authorize the chair of 802.11 to support changes in the Charter of the Radio Regulatory TAG.

2.18.7.1.1. Moved Vic Hayes on behalf of RREG

2.18.7.1.2. The question called without objection

2.18.7.1.3. Vote on the motion: passes 62 : 0 : 14

2.18.8. 802 Coexistence motions

2.18.8.1. Motion to authorize the 802.11 chair to recommend continuance of the Coexistence Study Group until the July 2002 Plenary. Charter: SG shall develop a PAR for Coexistence TAG in 802 SEC

2.18.8.1.1. Moved Lansford

2.18.8.1.2. Second Ritter

2.18.8.1.3. Discussion

2.18.8.1.3.1. None

2.18.8.1.4. Call the question without objection

2.18.8.1.5. Vote on the motion: passes 77 : 1 : 11

2.19. New Business

2.19.1. TGe 

2.19.1.1. No motions

2.19.2. TGf

2.19.2.1. No motions

2.19.3. TGg

2.19.3.1. No motions

2.19.4. TGh

2.19.4.1. No motions

2.19.5. TGi

2.19.5.1. No motions

2.19.6. WNG 

2.19.6.1. There has been discussion on high rate SG formation. It was agreed to not move ahead at this time. WNG will continue to entertain proposals in Sydney. 

2.19.7. Publicity

2.19.7.1. No motions

2.19.8. WG motions

2.19.8.1. No motions

2.19.9. Radio Regulatory

2.19.9.1. Comments to be filed at FCC today. Letter was on the server yesterday. Supporting WECA petition regarding WLANs in the 5GHz range and allocating more bandwidth.

2.19.9.2. Moved: To request SEC approval to file the contents of RR-02-043r0 with the FCC in the prescribed process via the ECFS and to mail required service copies to other commenters 

2.19.9.2.1. Moved Vic Hayes on behalf of Radio Regulatory

2.19.9.2.2. Second Denis Kuahara

2.19.9.2.3. Discussion

2.19.9.2.3.1. None

2.19.9.2.4. Question called without objection

2.19.9.2.5. Vote on the motion: Passes 74 : 0 : 12

2.19.10. 802 Coexistence 

2.19.10.1. No motions

2.19.11. 802.15.2

2.19.11.1. Defer until Jim is in the room

2.19.12. 802.16 Sponsor Ballot Request at SEC

2.19.12.1. The chair of 802.16 has combined the unlicensed and licensed specification in 802.16a. This implies coexistence issues. 

2.19.12.2. 802.16 will request going to sponsor ballot with this standard. It has been announced on the reflector and in our opening Plenary on Monday

2.19.12.3. The chair suggests that members who are interested in commenting become a member of the Sponsor Pool for 802.16

2.19.12.4. Discussion

2.19.12.4.1. This is on the SEC agenda. Does the WG chair wish for the body to provide guidance on how to vote in SEC

2.19.12.5. Motion that the 802.11 WG direct its chair to vote to decline to forward 802.16a to sponsor ballot until 802.16a addresses coexistence in the unlicensed bands. 

2.19.12.5.1. Moved Bob O’Hara

2.19.12.5.2. Second Vic Hayes

2.19.12.5.3. Discussion

2.19.12.5.3.1. In favor – when the PAR for 802.16 TG was proposed, this group voted against approving this PAR.

2.19.12.5.3.2. It was the 802.16.1 document that turned into 802.16a

2.19.12.5.3.3. 802.16.2 addresses coexistence issues, and will encompass 802.16a. 

2.19.12.5.3.4. Is there a member of 802.16 here? What is the status of coexistence? Against this motion. There is a coexistence task group working on this. It has selected a DFS capability from 802.11h to facilitate coexistence. Urges responding in the sponsor ballot pool.

2.19.12.5.3.5. In favor – we have heard presentations on 802.16 coexistence. They have not addressed coexistence with WLANs. They have worked on coex with 16 technologies.

2.19.12.5.3.6. Concern – it is good that 802.16 addresses coex, but this could be the camels nose. We should not necessarily insist that the way they address it is approved by 802.11. We shouldn’t set the precedent that WGs can veto each others work. We are not insisting that they address the issue in a manner acceptable to us.

2.19.12.5.3.7. Coexistence is a two way street. We have not been involved in 802.16 coex groups. We also need to think about coex with 802.16. this group is not familiar with the work they are doing.

2.19.12.5.3.8. The chair will discuss this with the .16 chair.

2.19.12.5.3.9. In favor – they should have assured us they were addressed beforehand. 

2.19.12.5.3.10. Against the motion – voting against this in sponsor ballot is the proper tool. Would not want to tie the chairman’s hands unnecessarily. 

2.19.12.5.3.11. 802.16a addresses only 5G. They are not interested in 2.4GHz band. 

2.19.12.5.3.12. Want to make sure we don’t start setting precedents. There is no overarching coex requirement. Don’t assume there is such a requirement.

2.19.12.5.4. Call the question – without objection

2.19.12.5.5. Vote on the motion: Passes 33 : 16 : 33

2.19.13. 802.15.2 Letter Ballot

2.19.13.1. The coexistence group for 11 / 15 resided in 802.15, but jointly balloted in both 11 and 15. Draft is available as D05.

2.19.13.2. Motion: Send IEEE 802.15.2 Draft version D05 to working group letter ballot for the purpose of seeking approval to forward the draft to Sponsor Ballot

2.19.13.2.1. Moved Jim Lansford

2.19.13.2.2. Second Adrian Stephens

2.19.13.2.3. Discussion

2.19.13.2.3.1. Would like to clarify the process. There are two LBs. What is the process for resolving comments? They will be rolled up. There will be two independent comment resolutions. A .11 team will help resolve. It must pass by 75% in both 11 and 15. Where do these comment resolutions take place? In what forum? Those who participate will attend 11 and 15 voting credit. The group is 802.15.2, but it is as if it is an 802.11 draft. 

2.19.13.2.3.2. Therefore, in order to go to SB it would require 75% from both 11 and 15? Yes. 

2.19.13.2.3.3. The WG chair notes that we started this some time ago, we have been represented in 802.15.2. We could have the SEC break any ties on the issue. 

2.19.13.2.3.4. Clarify – are we saying this is the only way we can have 11 coex statements? No, this is a recommended practice for coex for LANs and PANs. 

2.19.13.2.3.5. For the motion – have been involved for 9 months. This has been through a lot of review. 

2.19.13.2.4. Call the question – no objections

2.19.13.2.5. Vote on the motion: passes 64 : 0 : 15

2.19.14. Liaison with Jedec JC61 committee

2.19.14.1. Developing an interface between radio and baseband and MAC and PHY for wireless networks. Formed March 10, 2002

2.19.14.2. Focusing on 802.11, 802.15, FWA, UWB.

2.19.14.3. Presentation in Document 02/247r1

2.19.14.4. Motion: to establish a liaison to JEDEC JC-61 committee to monitor and cooperate in implementation based standards activities for WLAN systems.

2.19.14.4.1. Moved Benno Ritter

2.19.14.4.2. Second Larry Arnett

2.19.14.4.3. Discussion

2.19.14.4.3.1. Thinks the activity is a bad idea. Specifying such interfaces will cause huge problems. The interfaces are abstract. A physical form would become a constraint. JEDEC shouldn’t be doing this work, it should be done here, but this body has considered it and decided to not do it.

2.19.14.4.3.2. We should not lend support.

2.19.14.4.3.3. There are 40 companies supporting this effort. It’s not up to IEEE to not allow the work in JEDEC. The group wants to have input from the WG. Trying to create a mass market. 

2.19.14.4.3.4. POI – some of the formative meetings were held under NDA. Will this be public? JEDEC is an open organization. You have to become a member of JEDEC. The group was started not under JEDEC. With JEDEC there is no NDA required.

2.19.14.4.3.5. POI – what is meant by cooperate in implementation? There is not a joint development of standards. What is wanted is a close interaction. 

2.19.14.4.3.6. For the motion: The reason why this is needed is that the standards are ambiguous and hard to implement. This is just a transport mechanism.

2.19.14.4.3.7. Does this set any requirements for vendors making chips interoperable. It is undecided. Still working on whether JEDEC would certify interoperability

2.19.14.4.3.8. Against – not likely to result in a standard before the need no longer exists. We are already seeing higher integration. These interfaces have already been integrated inside a chip. 

2.19.14.4.3.9. The reason why we want to standardize this is for modules in the FCC rules. They prescribe a complete PHY inside the same module to be able to pre-certify. Some functions might be put into SOC chips as well. Then a certified module would be needed.

2.19.14.4.3.10. If the intent is to build interfaces to match IEEE specs, what is the cycle time, and when would it occur? JEDEC would react to the industry standards. Intend to implement changes in IEEE standards in this interface.

2.19.14.4.4. Call the question – no objections

2.19.14.4.5. Vote on the motion: 25 : 22 : 26

2.19.14.5. Benno to submit the liaison names to the WG chair. Benno Ritter is the only candidate.

2.19.14.6. The chair references Item 2.3.9 rules regarding liaisons.

2.19.15. CableLabs liaisons

2.19.15.1. There are now four candidates for the position of liaison

2.19.16. 802.11 Email Reflectors

2.19.16.1. That all 802.11 email reflectors be closed to allow submissions only from members of the reflector.

2.19.16.1.1. Moved O’Hara

2.19.16.1.2. Second Albert

2.19.16.1.3. Discussion

2.19.16.1.3.1. In Favor – we have an increasing amount of spam. We need to close all the reflectors.

2.19.16.1.3.2. Undecided – why do we need a motion? The mover has asked for this action in the past. It has not been enacted. By passing this the vice chair will be directed to do so.

2.19.16.1.3.3. Against – concerned that it would disenfranchise members. 

2.19.16.1.3.4. Against – would like the list closed, but it could impose a lot of work. The problem is with aliases. 

2.19.16.1.3.5. For the motion – there are a lot of questions from people who don’t know what’s going on. This would save a lot of time.

2.19.16.1.4. The chair notes that we have over 700 members on the reflector. It is a difficult job. The IEEE is aware of the situation and working on it. There are also virus problems. The voters list is already closed. We are referring to the technical and announcements reflectors. 

2.19.16.1.5. Discussion

2.19.16.1.5.1. What is the Vice Chairs position? There is a lot of work maintaining the reflector. There are a lot of incorrect email addresses submitted from new members. There are a lot of email address changes.

2.19.16.1.5.2. The vice chair is in favor of the motion. He has the job of implementing

2.19.16.1.6. The question called with no objections

2.19.16.1.7. Vote on the motion: Passes 47 : 6 : 9

2.19.16.2. The chair notes that the two remaining email reflectors will be closed next week, or as soon as possible. Members with aliases will have to provide a full email address ASAP.

2.19.16.2.1. The problem is not the alias, but the From Address. It must be the same as the subscriber.

2.19.16.2.2. The Vice Chair is directed by the chair to go ahead with this action, and cooperate with the IEEE representative. And cooperate with Greg Chesson.

2.20. Any other business?

2.20.1. CableLabs liaisons within WNG SC

2.20.1.1. We have four candidates Richard Kennedy, Harry Worstell, Donald Eastlake, and Lior Ophir. 

2.20.1.2. Do we need to elect or appoint these liaisons?

2.20.1.3. The chair quotes from the Op Rules on liaisons. They shall be appointed by the WG or the WG chair. And confirmed by the WG members.

2.20.1.4. The chair proposes to do this as an action at the Plenary meeting at the Sydney Interim meeting .

2.20.1.5. No objection

2.21. Adjourn at 12:00
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