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1.1. Introduction

1.1.1. Meeting called to order by Stuart Kerry and Bob Heile at 08:10.   Agenda of 73rd session of 802.11 is in doc.: IEEE 11-02-278r4, including 802.15 and 802.18 RREG TAG.

1.1.2. Secretary – Tim Godfrey

1.1.3. Approximately 185  people in the room. 26 new people are present.

1.2. Announcements of policies and rules

1.2.1. Attendance Recording

1.2.1.1. This meeting is fully electronic attendance recording.

1.2.1.2. The procedures for electronic attendance is in document 02/160r1.

1.2.1.3. Meeting IDs are new for each meeting.

1.2.2. Voting Tokens  will be distributed by Al Petrick

1.3. General Information

1.3.1. Introduction of officers  and functions

1.3.2. Voting Rights

1.3.2.1. The chair reviews the voting rules detailed in document 00/278

1.3.3. 802.11 Voting membership status

1.3.3.1. 346 voting members, 76 nearly voters, potential 422 voting members.

1.3.3.2. We have grown 4X in the past two years.

1.3.4. 802.15 Voting membership status

1.3.4.1. 90 members, 15 nearly members

1.3.5. The chair requests that members verify their email address. 

1.3.6. Logistics

1.3.6.1. Coffee Breaks and Lunch breaks each day.

1.3.6.2. Social Evening sponsored by Motorola.

1.3.6.3. There is a message board next to the registration desk

1.3.6.4. Thanks to TourHosts for their efforts in organizing this meeting.

1.3.7. Patent Policy

1.3.7.1. IEEE SA Standards Bylaws Clause 5 and 6 apply

1.3.7.2. The chair asks for anyone with knowledge of applicable patents to notify the chair. 

1.3.7.3. Clause 6.3 and now also 6.6

1.3.7.4. Review of individual membership.

1.3.7.5. Anti-trust issues, and discussion of cost.

1.3.7.6. Cal for IP statements for 802.11 – none. For 802.15? None.

1.3.8. Interim Meetings

1.3.8.1. Sept 2002, Monterey California. Hyatt Regency Monterey.

1.3.8.2. January 2003, Ft Lauderdale, FL. 

1.3.8.3. Continuing to discuss a meeting with ETSI in Sophia Antipolis, France.

1.3.8.4. Soliciting any other companies that wish to host a meeting.

1.3.8.5. It has been 3 years since we met in Japan. Are there any companies that might be interested in hosting a meeting in Chiba Japan? 

1.3.8.5.1. Straw Poll of investigating another meeting in Chiba Japan? 77 For, 11 against, 20 don’t care.

1.3.9. Financial Reports

1.3.9.1. Report from Dallas Meeting

1.3.10. Report from ExCom SEC meeting in March

1.3.10.1. Bob Heile presents 802.15 document 02/226r0

1.4. Sub Group Reports

1.4.1. TGe – John Fakatselis

1.4.1.1. We will focus on having a letter ballot start after this meeting. We have been pre-authorized by previous motions to issue a letter ballot. We have been resolving comments since the letter ballot of November 2001. 

1.4.1.2. We need to incorporate all the comment resolutions. We need help on the editorial effort, and have the draft ready by the end of the week.

1.4.2. TGf – John Rosdahl

1.4.2.1. Update from San Mateo Interim meeting. TGf is not meeting this week. There was an interim meeting in April.

1.4.2.2. The agenda was set by the March Plenary – to complete LB32 comment resolutions. A 10 day Letter ballot, LB37, was conducted to enable issuing a recirculation Letter Ballot.

1.4.2.3. LB32 Passed with 79% approval, but there were still comments to be resolved. 

1.4.2.4. This report in document 02/284r0.

1.4.2.5. LB38 is the actual recirculation letter ballot of Draft 3.1

1.4.2.6. Interim meeting Minutes in 2002/293r1

1.4.2.7. The chair has received the IANA vendor IDs and port numbers. One of the three sets have been provided.

1.4.2.8. Plans for July 2002 – review comments and start Sponsor Ballot.

1.4.3. TGg – Matthew Shoemake

1.4.3.1. Continue resolving comments and issue a letter ballot

1.4.4. TGh – Mika Kasslin

1.4.4.1. Report on letter ballot 260 votes, 133 yes.

1.4.4.2. 600 comments have been received

1.4.4.3. This meeting will start addressing comments, and discuss related regulatory issues with 802.18 TAG.

1.4.5. TGi – Dave Halasz

1.4.5.1. LB35 received 257 votes. 90 yes 112 no, 55 abstain. Preliminary results

1.4.5.2. 02/295 contains the first round of comments. Over 1200 comments. We don’t expect a new letter ballot at this meeting.

1.4.6. WNG SC – Bruce Kraemer

1.4.6.1. We have 4 sessions this week. The posted agenda on the web site is the guide for Tuesday Morning’s first session. We will make changes to the agenda for the rest of the week. TK had been in contact with several speakers, but we have not finalized the presentation plans. Presenters should coordinate with Bruce to get an agenda slot.

1.4.6.2. We have participation conflicts between TGg and WNG. We will try to adjust the schedule to accommodate. Radio Measurement will be moved to Wednesday afternoon, concurrent with TGg, and move High Data Rate and UWB to the 3:30PM slot when there is no meeting of TGg.

1.4.6.3. 802.15 TG1

1.4.6.4. 802.15.1 was approved on April 15th by the IEEE SA Standards Board. 

1.4.7. 802.15 TG2 – Coex – Steve Shellhammer

1.4.7.1. Result of 802.15 LB14 and 802.11 LB34. Neither LB passed. The group will assemble a database and process the comments.

1.4.8. 802.15 TG3 – John Barr.

1.4.8.1. LB12 editing and integration. Will address symmetric security suite, to follow TGi. Post-mortem on comment resolution handling.

1.4.8.2. Considering using a ballot review committee.

1.4.8.3. Just finished LB16 for security text which just closed last night.

1.4.9. 802.15 TG4

1.4.9.1. Initiate sponsor ballot 

1.4.9.2. LB15 results 76 votes results 64:6:6

1.4.9.3. Timeline has been modified to support more recirculation.

1.4.10. 802.15 3A SG High Rate PHY - Rick Roberts

1.4.10.1. Issued a call for channel model proposals for UWB

1.4.10.2. Call for proposals for alternate PHY to be presented in September meeting this year.

1.4.11. Publicity – Al Petrick

1.4.11.1. Expecting update on N+I WECA meetings

1.4.11.2. Will generate document on how TGs will report to publicity group.

1.4.11.3. Roger Marks will be 802 contact to analysts.

1.4.12. 802.18 RREG TAG – Carl Stephenson

1.4.12.1. Report in 802.18 document 02/001r2

1.4.12.2. Filed comments on support of WECA petition

1.4.12.3. Participated in discussion with FCC on RF Lighting

1.4.12.4. Collaborating on sharing studies.

1.4.12.5. WARC 03 preparations on agenda 1.5 – 5GHz RLAN. 

1.4.12.6. Objectives – continue working on charter and rules changes. 

1.4.12.7. FCC NPRM ET02-98 – concern about elevating amateur to primary in 2.4GHz band. 

1.4.12.8. Prepare response to RF lighting challenges.

1.4.12.9. Will hold joint meetings with 802.11 task groups. TGh, TGg, WNG.

1.4.13. 802 Coexistence – Jim Lansford

1.4.13.1. Trying to create TAG – refining mission statement

1.4.13.2. Document Coex 02/16r2

1.4.13.3. Goals – solicit broader feedback on forming this TAG.

1.4.13.4. Feedback of definition of coexistence.

1.4.13.5. Prepare for motion at Vancouver Plenary to form the TAG.

1.4.13.6. Main meeting is scheduled on Wednesday 1 to 3

1.5. Overview of 802.16a – unlicensed band coexistence

1.5.1. Mike Kasslin on behalf of Roger Marks

1.5.2. Presentation in Document 02/249r1

1.5.3. Review of status of 802.16a. Standard specifies use in spectrum defined for use in 802.11a. Different MAC and different channelization than 802.11.

1.5.4. Provides DFS / TPC coexistence modes, based on 802.11 TGh.

1.5.5. Other coexistence methods are also provided, based on channel measurements.

1.5.6. 802.16a is developing wireless MAN systems for outdoors.

1.5.7. 802.16 is calling for proposals on how to proceed. There is a letter ballot open. They failed to get into sponsor ballot. They are trying to develop a better draft that would be accepted for sponsor ballot.

1.5.8. The report will be on the technical reflector. 

1.5.9. The chair notes that the 802.11 chair was directed on how to vote on this issue.

2. 802.11 Opening Plenary, Monday, May 13

2.1.1. The session is called to order by Stuart Kerry at 10:00

2.1.1.1. 160 people are in the room.

2.2. Approval of the Agenda

2.2.1. Any old business, new business, discussion on the agenda? None

2.2.2. The agenda is approved as shown in r4

2.3. Approval of minutes from Dallas January meeting

2.3.1. 023r02 are approved without objection

2.4. Operating Rules Update

2.4.1. Update presentation in document 02/276r0

2.4.2. Current Rules in 00/331r2.

2.4.3. These changes have been suggested by the WG and the CAC has incorporated them into 00/331r3

2.4.3.1. Added section 4 on Standing Committees, and section 5 on voting rights.

2.4.4. Recommends that members review document 00/331r3. Any questions, see Al Petrick.

2.4.5. Will vote on this on Wednesday

2.4.6. Questions? None

2.5. Liaison Updates

2.5.1. Document 00/406r8

2.5.2. These people will bring reports to the closing plenary session

2.5.3. 11-15 Bruce Kraemer, Peter Murray.

2.5.4. Both Bruce and Peter wish to step down as Liaisons.

2.5.5. 15 to 11: Jay Bain

2.5.6. 11 to 16 – Mike Kasslin – will continue

2.5.7. 11 to 18 – Dennis Kuahara

2.5.8. 11/15 and ETSI – Jamshid

2.5.9. 11 and WECA – open slot

2.5.10. 11 and 1394 – Peter Johansson: will continue

2.5.11. 11 and JC16 – Benno Ritter (not present)

2.5.12. 11 and NIST – Simon Blake Wilson (not present)

2.5.13. 11/15 and Bluetooth SIG – Tom Seip.

2.6. Reflector updates

2.6.1. Reflectors have been down for a few days. Letter ballots 33 to 37 have been completed.

2.6.2. The Web Site is updated daily and will be the final source for information.

2.6.3. The reflector is fully closed – only our members can post. Al Petrick has to update members email addresses.

2.6.4. Members who post numerous virus alerts will be taken off the list until they resolve the problem.

2.7. Web Site Access

2.7.1. Members only section is available to “Nearly Voters”

2.7.2. Presentation in 01/462r5 .

2.7.3. If you attend meeting, you have free access to all documents on the servers.

2.8. Old Business

2.8.1. None

2.9. New Business

2.9.1. None

2.10. Recess for subgroups at 10:15

802.11 Mid week Plenary, Wednesday, May 15th 

2.11. Opening

2.11.1. The meeting is called to order at 10:40 by Stuart Kerry. 

2.11.2. Following agenda in 11-02-278r4. R5 will contain any updates from this session

2.11.3. Carl Stephenson will join us at 11:25 with a motion. There is documentation on the server for this motion.

2.12. Review of the agenda

2.12.1. Any old or new business to be added to the agenda? None

2.12.2. Discussion on the agenda

2.12.2.1. Will there be time to continue the work for TGe joint session? That is out of order for this meeting.

2.12.3. The chair moves to approve the agenda

2.12.3.1. Vote on approving the agenda: The motion passes 107:0:2

2.13. Announcements

2.13.1. The chair calls for any new IP statements

2.13.1.1. No new IP statements

2.13.2. TGe joint session – The TGe/TGg joint session will continue at 1:00PM. 

2.13.2.1. The TGe and TGg chair ask the WG chair to allow the continuance of the joint session. The WG chair ask for objections, and there are none. 

2.14. Thursday AM CAC meeting

2.14.1. Tomorrow at 7:00AM

2.15. Attendance Recording

2.15.1. Reminder to sign in with the electronic system.

2.15.2. The system seems to be working fine.

2.16. Documentation

2.16.1. The vice chair request the proper formatting and templates for documents.

2.17. TGh Straw Poll

2.17.1. Mika Kasslin, on behalf of TGh. 

2.17.2. There have been long discussions on the PAR. Requesting guidance from the WG on issues.

2.17.3. Review of the TGh PAR.

2.17.3.1. Currently covering 5GHz in Europe per CEPT regulations. It is only for Europe, no other regulatory domains.

2.17.3.2. Now there have been suggestions to cover the whole world. 

2.17.4. Straw Poll results from TGh

2.17.4.1. Option 1 – leave the words “in Europe” in the title and PAR. 14 in favor

2.17.4.2. Option 2 – change the TGh draft and PAR title to delete “in Europe” without changing the scope of the PAR: 2 in favor

2.17.4.3. Option 3 – revise the title and scope of TGh draft standard and PAR to address a global solution rather than focused on Europe. 3 in favor.

2.17.5. The WG chair reviews the process for changing an existing PAR and Scope. This could take 3 to 6 months.

2.17.5.1. Discussion

2.17.5.1.1. However this time could be concurrent in parallel with normal comment resolution of the Task Group.

2.17.5.1.2. The title has to be changed before going to sponsor ballot. This may not slip the end date, depending on the schedule between now and the first sponsor ballot draft.

2.17.5.1.3. Agrees that it is unfortunate that the words “In Europe” appear. However does the presence of those words change the standard, or the ability to use it elsewhere?

2.17.5.1.4. The chair notes that these issues should be addressed in the Task Group, not here.

2.17.5.1.5. The TG has debated this already. It is true that the words ‘In Europe” do not change the content of the standard.

2.17.5.1.6. Is there a way we can create the supplement so it can allow international use, and still comply with the Europe primary focus. This straw poll seems black or white. Is there a compromise? 

2.17.5.1.7. The TG chair notes that this discussion should go on in the Task Group. This straw poll is to gather information to take back to the TG.

2.17.5.1.8. Option 3 could change the scope and affect the work that has been performed 

2.17.5.1.9. Another option might be to leave it unchanged, and then later on create a new PAR.

2.17.6. Mika withdraws the request for a straw poll and will take the issue back to the Task Group

2.17.7. The group requests that the straw poll be taken anyway. It will consist of all people, not just voters.

2.17.8. Straw Poll in the working group.

2.17.8.1. Option 1 – leave the words “in Europe” in the title of the TGh draft standard and associated PAR. 84 in favor
2.17.8.2. Option 2 – change the TGh draft and PAR title to delete “in Europe” without changing the scope of the PAR: 9 in favor
2.17.8.3. Option 3 – revise the title and scope of TGh draft standard and PAR to address a global solution rather than focused on Europe. 26 in favor
2.18. 802.11 Operating Rules

2.18.1. Review document presentation in document 02/276r0 as presented in St Louis. A summary of proposed changes.

2.18.2. It contains suggestions from members, which the CAC reviewed and edited the rules document to R3

2.18.3. R3 has been on the server from the last meeting. 

2.18.4. Rev 2 is on the web site.

2.18.5. Sections 1,2,3,6,7,9 have been changed. Section 4 has been added. 

2.18.6. Changes to voting rights rules were made.

2.18.7. Comments were received earlier this week. They will be considered as R4 at the next meeting.

2.18.8. Will make a motion to instate 01/331r3 as the operating rules.

2.18.9. Discussion

2.18.9.1. What is the time stamp of the official R3 version. The one on the server is not the exact one that is on the screen. 

2.18.9.2. Time stamps are a difficult problem with servers. We are displaying the one that was presented at the close of the last session.

2.18.9.3. Today, the version on the web site is the official rules. 

2.18.9.4. Are there any changes that are beyond what we have been able to review.

2.18.9.5. Wants to insure that the version on the server is exactly the same as the one being displayed and voted on. The vice chair says that the document on the screen is the one from the server.

2.18.9.6. There are 16 points, reasons not to forward these rules. 

2.18.10. The vice chair yields to John Rosdahl, with 16 points regarding the rules in 331r3.

2.18.10.1. A presentation in 02-350r0.

Comments refer to submission “802.11 Oper. Rules11-00-331r3-W-11.doc”

New Rules Comments:

1. Page 7, Line 51: Semi-Annually reaffirmation is not necessarily the best period to use.  As Plenary meetings should be the point of reaffirmation, and since plenary meetings are 3 times a year, keeping track of liaisons every other meeting is what is possibly implied.  Tracking the Liaisons term should be spelled out.  Latter on, (#5) it indicates that reaffirmation/confirmation is done at plenary and interim sessions.  It may be a good thing to indicate here the semi-annual as well is that is the correct period.

2. Page 11, line 12: Either Remove “e. The roll call of current voters.”  Or Mandate that the chair call roll for current Voters (Not roll call of those present, or statement that it is banished).

3. Page 12, line 2-4 remove “ Decisions at the Interim meetings can include Letter Ballot actions. The next plenary meeting can negate any Letter Ballot action taken by the Interim and declare any results as null and void.” (Letter Ballots are WG instruments, and as such, the full WG is voting, and a simple majority of an assembled group is not sufficient to reverse the majority of the WG in total.)

4. Page 12, Line 11: change from “the session may not adjourn, but will finished at the currently scheduled time,” to   “the session may not be forced to adjourn, but will finish at the current scheduled time, or at the conclusion of business,”

5. Page 12, Line 15 and 16: remove both 3 and 4.  The Letter ballot option is already specified in item 1. 40 day is a nominal time to provide sufficient time for reading and confirming minutes of the interim meetings. And to determine the ramifications of the results.

6. Page 8, section 2.5 the initial clause states that 802.11 docs are disseminated in electronic format, and only accepted if they adhere to the rules spelled out in clause 2.5.  This is grand, but the text that was deleted was actually a valuable rule, and some form of it should be re-instated.  Members should provide their submissions in the proper format prior to presentation or voting etc.  The time specified of one hour is minimal at best, and should be an easy thing for us to discipline ourselves to achieve.  Given that we now have electronic Doc Numbers etc, we should be requiring that ALL submissions be of the proper format prior to submission.

7. Page 9, Line 39; Section 2.5.3, The section should not be deleted.  As there may be times that having the submission time be the discriminator to ensure those that have prepared ahead of time do get their fair share of time.  It provides the Chair a deterministic way to provide fairness and helps preclude the appearance of prejudice to an individual’s submission.

8. Page 12, Line 30, Deletion of the requirement that letter ballots be complete with all technical issues closed should not be deleted.  Having the Draft’s being sent for Sponsor ballot without all the technical issues resolved is not a rational thing to do, and at best if we know that ballot will fail, we run the risk of causing the membership to ignore the full review, and merely find sufficient comments to support their “no” vote, and then wait to provide the remaining comments later.  To get the most useful and meaning draft, a “Best effort” should be made to have the draft complete prior to sending out for review or to check for Sponsor Ballot readiness.

9. Page 12, Section 2.8.2:  I believe that Letter Ballots requesting that a draft move to Sponsor Ballot are Technical in nature, and as such require the super majority vote (75%).  However, the last sentence of the “new a)” is contradictory, as it says procedural, after a 75% vote.  The Draft should be ready and reviewed by the Task group prior to being presented to the WG.  I think that is the step that we often miss.  Having a TG review prior to having it be brought to the WG should be considered. 

10. Page 13, Line 17: The Vice chair that takes in comments on the rules needs to have a specified forum to be able to discuss the requested changes.  Rules should be stable for a period of time, and as such, a time for change could be specified, (i.e. during even years or only after a vote of the membership or some such trigger).

11. Page 13, Line 31: a statement that rule changes take immediate effect for option a and not for option b makes one wonder when option b changes would take effect?  The statement “Any approved changes take immediate effect” is really ineffectual, as the rule change must be voted on at the closing plenary of an 802.11 meeting.  The previous paragraph changed the 802.11 Plenary be either at the Interim Meeting or at the Plenary meeting.  802 does make a distinction, but I don’t know that 802.11 maintains the real distinction in practice anymore.

12. Page 15, Line 33:  “The NOTE” is a sentence fragment and should be removed.

13. Page 19, Line 33: as we now have 6 criteria, we should make a change here from 5 to 6.  There are some other locations that we have need to update from 5 to 6 also.

14. Page 22, Line 8: Letter Ballots are sponsored by either the WG or TG, so the statement on who should address comments should be changed from “and” to “or”.

15. Page 25, Line 12: the 6th criteria need to be added/inserted here.

16. Page 26, Line 33: The line “Act as Parliamentarian using” was deleted, but the book/set of rules to use was left in, without the precursor, the remaining text doesn’t make sense.

2.18.10.2. Discussion

2.18.10.2.1. There is a lot here – each of these would require an amendment? What is the proposal to adopt these? Vote them one by one, or as a group? 

2.18.10.2.2. The chair suggest that a group could be formed to incorporate these changes into R3 and bring them back Friday.

2.18.11. The Vice chair notes that this is a living document. The chairs appreciate getting comments back when they are put on the server at a plenary meeting, not when they are up for adoption. 

2.18.12. A clarification – the information is based on the status as of January, and some of these issues such as CAC review and 6th criteria were put in place in March.

2.18.13. Discussion

2.18.13.1. All the bi-monthly meetings will become plenaries according to these rules? Yes. It is a good rules change, but are there problems with ExCom. Would they disagree?

2.18.13.2. This has been discussed with ExCom, and there is 50/50 support. No decision has been made. 

2.18.13.3. If we voted on this particular section, we could be in violation of LMSC rules until they change. 

2.18.13.4. Also how would the change to all plenaries effect the voting rights process? 

2.18.13.5. Again, this is tied to LMSC rules, which would need to change accordingly.

2.18.13.6. There is a concern about not being able to adjourn until the scheduled time. That could make a motion to adjourn out of order. We should reconsider that.

2.18.13.7. It is clear that some have not had enough time to review them. Should rules changes be treated similarly to a technical ballot? 

2.18.13.8. That is possible – a 40 day letter ballot could be done with at 2/3 majority vote. 

2.18.13.9. We have an option to create an editing group and holding a vote on Friday. 

2.18.13.10. A quorum call on Friday might fail. 

2.18.14. The chair suggests that Al Petrick work with a group of CAC and members and bring back a proposal for vote on Friday.  (John Rosdahl, Terry Cole, Jim Zyren, John Kowalski will assist).

2.18.15. Any objection to form a working group to come back in the Friday Plenary.

2.18.15.1. No Objections.

2.18.16. Those interested in the rules will meet after this meeting at 12:00.

2.19. New Business

2.19.1. Discussion of Opposition to the petition for reconsideration filed by the  ARRL.

2.19.2. Motion: To approve document 18-02-002d1_IEEE_802_Opp_98-156.doc, as posted on the 802.11 meeting server PM Tuesday 05/14/02, as amended by 802.15 (d2 on Venus),for filing with the FCC, authorizing the Chair of 802.18 to add a cover letter and certificate of service, editorial reformat the document as appropriate (remove IEEE 802 headers and footers), revise the document number to r0, and file electronically with the FCC on behalf of IEEE 802 (subject to SEC approval as per LMSC rules) prior to the filing deadline.

2.19.2.1. Moved Carl Stevenson

2.19.2.2. Second Peter Murray

2.19.2.3. Vote on the motion: Passes 69:0:22

2.19.3. Midweek report in  Document 18-02-004

2.19.3.1. Discussed RF lighting – inband emissions limits are not good enough. 

2.19.3.2. Charter and TAG rules

2.19.3.3. Will have joint meetings with TGG and WNG

2.19.3.4. Vancouver – expect SEC approval of .18

2.20. Recess at 12:00

802.11 Closing Plenary, Friday, May 17, 2002

2.21. Opening

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

2.21.2. The chair reminds the members to sign the electronic attendance book, and asks chairs to announce it at the start of their sessions

2.21.3. The agenda is updated to r5.

2.22. Agenda Review

2.22.1. We have added in blue new items:

2.22.1.1. IEEE sponsor ballot reaffirmation

2.22.1.2. Sponsor ballot pool

2.22.1.3. Reflectors

2.22.1.4. Liaisons and nominations

2.22.1.5. Fixed Time Slot items

2.22.1.6. WNG SC motions for new Study Groups

2.22.1.7. Operating rules

2.22.1.8. New business – Assigned Numbers Authority

2.22.2. Discussion

2.22.3. Approval of the agenda –

2.22.3.1. The agenda is approved without objections

2.23. Announcements

2.23.1. CAC Chairs committee – dates and times for teleconferences and due dates.

2.23.2. The chair calls for any IP statements – there are none.

2.23.3. Reaffirmation of IEEE 802.11

2.23.3.1. We have four amendments to 802.11 that need to be rolled into one standard. 

2.23.3.2. The sponsor ballot pool is asked to re-affirm the content.

2.23.3.3. http://standards.ieee.org/db/balloting/ballotform.html
2.23.3.4. This page allows members to join the ballot pool.

2.23.3.5. You have to be an IEEE member and SA member.

2.23.4. 802.11 reflector closures

2.23.4.1. the WG requested the closure of the reflector due to spam and viruses. 802.11 and 802.11m reflectors are now closed except to members.

2.24. Document List Update

2.24.1. There are still a few documents with format problems, but overall, the members have done very well.

2.25. Closing TG Reports

2.25.1. TGe – John Fakatselis

2.25.1.1. Report

2.25.1.1.1. Continued with comment resolution from LB#30.

2.25.1.1.2. Introduced new text for draft based on several technical presentations and motions.

2.25.1.1.3. Approved Draft version 3.0 incorporating all approved changes since the November meeting.

2.25.1.1.4. Requesting permission to go to LB with draft 3.0.

2.25.1.1.5. We will hold ad-hoc teleconferences starting June 4, 2002 at 11:00 EST on the subject of FEC

2.25.1.2. Meeting Goals

2.25.1.2.1. Resolve comment on the new Letter Ballot,

2.25.1.2.2. Develop and approve an updated draft

2.25.1.3. Discussion

2.25.1.3.1. Members wish to have the report on the server

2.25.2. TGf – John Rosdahl on behalf of Dave Bagby

2.25.2.1. TGf didn’t meet this week. 

2.25.2.2. A recirculation ballot is in process, which will close before July.

2.25.2.3. TGf will resolve comments at the July meeting and submit to sponsor ballot in July.

2.25.3. TGg – Matthew Shoemake

2.25.3.1. Have been resolving comments – 890 received, 

2.25.3.2. Comments are in document 02/209r10.

2.25.3.3. About 30% of comments remain unresolved.

2.25.3.4. There are about 173 remaining technical comments to resolve. 

2.25.3.5. Conference calls will be held on the 4 channel proposal subject.

2.25.3.6. The TG passed a motion to direct the editor to update the draft to incorporate all comment resolutions so far. The number will be Version 2.8.

2.25.3.7. There will be no motion to go to letter ballot.

2.25.3.8. In July, comment resolution will continue, and hopefully issue an new LB.
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TGg

•

802.11g Contention Period
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Choi

, doc. 11
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181r1 

•

Slides to Assist with non

-

19 Comments

, doc. 11

-

02

-

299, Terry Cole  

•

Slides to Assist with Joint Meeting

, doc. 11

-

02

-

300, Terry Cole 

•

A More Efficient RTS/CTS Protection Mechanism

, doc. 11

-

02

-

301, 

Terry Cole 

•

Dual

precoding

with FEC packets

, Doc. 11

-

02

-

325r0a, Chris Heegard

•

Spectral Control Issues

, doc. 11

-

02

-

347, Steve

Halford 

•

Adjacent Channel Results for Four Channels

, doc. 11

-

02

-

365, Steve

Halford 

•

Adjacent Cell Interference

, doc. 11

-

02

-

367, Mark Webster 

•

4

-

Channel Special Committee Report

, doc. 11

-

02

-

368,

Anuj Batra 
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Letter Ballot #33 Comment Resolution

•

Received approximately 890 comments

–

Approx. 388 were editorial

–

Approx. 502 were technical

•

Continued Worked on resolution of motions

–

See document 02/209r10
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Comment Resolution Status Graphic

Green 

represents 

comments 

resolved 

during 

March and 

May 

sessions.

Yellow 

represents 

comments 

that remain 

unresolved.


[image: image5.wmf]May 17, 2002

Matthew B. Shoemake, 

TGg 

Chair

doc.: IEEE 802.11

-

02/382r0

Submission

Comment Resolution

•

173 (mostly technical) comments remain to be resolved

•

Known major topics to be resolved:

–

Multirate 

support and control response frames

–

Scrambling for FEC

–

IBSS support

–

4 channel support

–

Slot times

–

Spectral mask

–

Adjacent channel rejection

–

Protection mechanisms for OFDM frames

–

Minimum sensitivity specifications
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Conference Calls

•

Empowered a special committee to continue 

conference calls to address technical issues related 

to addition of an additional channel in the 2.4 GHz 

band and report during the July 2002 session.  
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State of the Draft 

•

Move to direct editor to produce an updated draft 

of IEEE 802.11g immediately following the May 

2002 session with revision marks from Draft 2.1.  

The editor may insert editors notes to draw 

attention to items that may change.  The draft shall 

only reflect the motions and resolutions that have 

been adopted.

•

Cole/Smart 

–

Passed in 

TGg
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Objectives for July 2002

•

Continue resolution of LB #33 comments

•

Update 

TGg 

Draft to include all resolutions 

to LB #33 comments

•

Issue letter second 802.11g ballot


2.25.4. TGh – Mike Kasslin

2.25.4.1. Resolved more than half of the comments on LB36.

2.25.4.2. Revised draft has been posted to the server.

2.25.4.3. Decided to keep the PAR as it is – not removing “Europe”

2.25.4.4. Comment resolution will continue in conference calls.

2.25.4.5. At the July meeting, comment resolution will continue. 

2.25.4.6. Plan to start recirculation ballot with the revised draft.
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TGh Agenda 

(02/306)

•

11 

meeting slots reserved

, 

finally used 

10 of 

them

–

A 

joint meeting with 

802.18 TAG

–

LB#36 

comment resolution

•

LB#36 

results

: 140 

Yes

, 77 No, 53 

Abstain

•

Meeting minutes 

in 02/330
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Joint Mtg with 

802.18 TAG

Update

on WRC 2003 

preparations under 

agenda item 

1.5

•

No 

changes

in the 

basic

DFS 

framework 

–

The 

whole mechanism still under study

•

DFS 

sharing studies 

in BRAN and WECA

–

Good contacts through individual TGh delegates participating 

the 

ad

-

hoc calls

Discussion 

on 

proposed TGh 

PAR 

changes
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LB#36 

Comment

Resolution

•

Comments 

and 

preliminary comment resolutions 

in 02/305r6

–

676 

comments 

in 

total

–

426 

discussed

•

Most

of 

them resolved 

(

resolution wording still preliminary

)

•

Few comments 

for 

further consideration 

(e.g. action 

frame 

format

)

–

Major 

decision

:

•

No 

changes

to the 

TGh 

PAR 

title 

and 

scope 
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Preparations 

to the 

July 

2002 

Mtg

•

Revised draft normative text available 

in 

two 

weeks

•

Discussion

on 

unresolved comments will continue 

in 

TGh ad

-

hoc calls 

Wednesdays

, 

June

5

th

, 19

th

and 

July

3

rd

at 12:30pm 

PDT for 1.5 

hours

Call

-

in 

number

: 408

-

902

-

7870, 866

-

902

-

7870 (outside 

408 

area code

)

ID: 87654321

15 

ports

, 

call name

802.11h
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July

2002 

Objectives

•

Update 

on 

progress 

in 

related matters

(

jointly with 

802.18 TAG)

–

BRAN 

plans 

to 

finalise 

the 

harmonized 

standard

, EN 301 893, in BRAN#29

•

Resolve 

the 

open comments

•

Start re

-

circulation ballot with 

the 

revised 

draft

–

If

we

get

at 

least

23 No 

votes

to 

Yes votes 


2.25.5. TGi – David Halasz

2.25.5.1. Made a “transient security network”

2.25.5.2. Made a first pass on letter ballot comments.

2.25.5.3. Conference calls have been set up.

2.25.5.4. Coordination of 802.11i with 802.1. Requesting liaison with 802.1

2.25.5.5. Next meeting will continue letter ballot resolution

2.25.5.6. The WG chair asks for executive summary and next meeting objectives.
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TGi

Final Report for the March 

2002 Session

•

Motions

–

Incorporate 02/298 except section 1.4.2: Passed

–

Create Transient

-

Security Network (TSN), as an 

RSN that also supports pre

-

RSN equipment: 

Passed

•

Made 1

st

pass of LB35 comments

•

Conf. Call on May 29

th

& June 26th, 11

-

1 

EDT, dial in number will be provided later on 

the reflector. Purpose is to discuss letter 

ballot comments.

•

Request for 802.11i TG chair to be liaison to 

802.1
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2.25.6. WNG – Harry Worstell on behalf of Bruce Kraemer

2.25.6.1. Report in document 352

2.25.6.2. Completed objectives 

2.25.6.3. New Study Group HTSG 

2.25.6.4. Organize HTSG and Radio Measurement SG

2.25.6.5. Discussion

2.25.6.5.1. Is the organized formation of two SGs in the jurisdiction of the SG, or the WG? Agree that is an objective of the Working Group. 

2.25.6.5.2. Is there an intention to have a letter ballot to form the SG?

2.25.6.5.3. This will be addressed in the new business area.
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Garth Hillman
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Sydney Objectives

ü

Status review: St Louis, BRAN #28, MMAC

ü

High Throughput Extensions to 802.11

ü

Consider study group formation

ü

Radio Resource Measurement

ü

Consider study group formation

ü

UWB update

ü

Near term/ long term 

–

BRAN & MMAC coordination

ü

WWAN/WLAN integration

ü

Joint regulatory meeting
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Session Summary

•

19 presentations on range of subjects

•

2 Motions passed in committee to request 

formation of new study groups

–

Radio Resource Measurement

–

High Throughput
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HTSG (High Throughput SG) 

WNG Motion

Move to form a new IEEE 802.11 Study Group called the High 

Throughput Study Group (HTSG), to investigate the feasibility of

providing throughputs greater than the existing 802.11 standard.

Upon confirmation of feasibility and per 802 operating rules, th

e 

HTSG shall draft a PAR and 6 criteria to be submitted to the 802

.11 

WG.

With the first HTSG meeting starting not earlier than September 

2002 session 

Yes: 44

No: 1

Abstain: 0
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Radio Measurement 

–

WNG Motion

Move to request the WNG Chair to request the 802.11 Working 

Group to form a Study Group for the purposes of writing a PAR an

d  

criteria to address Radio Resource Measurements  to amend  the 

published IEEE 802.11 Standard.

Yes: 54

No: 4

Abstain: 6
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Call for Study Group Officers

Candidates for Officer positions in the proposed Study Groups 

Radio Measurement

and 

High Throughput

Are requested to submit their names to WG Chair, Stuart Kerry 

prior to the July meeting. 

Confirmations will be completed during the 802.11 opening 

plenary meeting Monday July 8 pending approval by ExCom 

Monday morning.
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July Session Plans (Vancouver)

•

Organize formation of Radio Measurement Study Group

•

Organize formation of High Throughput Study Group 

•

Review results of BRAN #29 

•

Response to MMAC Liaison letter

•

Response to ETSI Interworking request

•

Cable Labs Liaison

•

Scope of WNG activities

•

Long term WLAN requirements

–

MAC revisions

–

Coordination with ETSI/MMAC

–

Radio Regulations
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WNG SC 

-

Executive Summary 

-

Sydney

Summary

of the Wireless LAN Next Generation Standing Committee meetings

held during the IEEE 

802.11/15 Interim meeting in Sydney from May 12 through 16, 2002

.

14 Presentations were made on topics ranging from OFDM

-

HDR, WWLAN

-

WWAN

-

WPAN 

Interworking, UWB, Radio Resource Measurement, Multi

-

hop, High Data Rate WPANs  

Two motions to request the WG to form new study groups were

passed: 

to form a new IEEE 802.11 Study Group called Radio Resourc

e Measurement 

.

to form a new IEEE 802.11 Study Group called the High Throughpu

t Study Group

An invitation from the ETSI BRAN chair to participate in j

oint Wireless Interworking Group 

(WIG) meetings starting in September at Monterey was received. W

NG, in conjunction with

WG11 

and WG15 chairs will continue to discuss and consider formal res

ponse to ETSI invitation to 

participate in joint Wireless Interworking Group (WIG) meetings 

starting in September at Monterey.

Outstanding action item from previous meeting was noted: 

The WNG SC request the 802.11 WG to form a liaison with Ca

ble Labs for the purpose of 

coordinating the use of 802.11 WLANs in DOCSIS cable modem syste

ms. (64,0,4)


2.25.7. Publicity Ad Hoc – Al Petrick

2.25.7.1. Report is document 375r0

2.25.7.2. WECA update 

2.25.7.3. Publicity channels – Roger Marks is point of contact for IEEE publicity activities.

2.25.7.4. Other activities – trying to be more proactive. Considering setting up a workshop on 802.11/15.

2.25.7.5. Asking for every chair to provide a 100 word summary of activities for publicity, analysts, and the web site.
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Publicity Committee 

802.11/.15

Al Petrick, 802.11/.15

For 

Brian Mathews, Chairman 802.11

Jim Meyer, Chairman 802.15
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Meeting Objectives

•

Report from the WECA N+I Conference

•

Joint 802.11/.15 Publicity committee New 

Activities 

•

Continue work on document describing 

procedure for Task Group Chair Reporting

•

Update Conference Calendar

•

Media Analyst update

•

Summary reporting press releases for media 

analysts

-

Reviewed and completed
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Publicity Committee

•

Charted as a joint 

ad

-

hoc

group under the chairs of 802.11 and 802.15 

to generate a common theme and joint publicity documents, press 

announcements, recommendations to the WG, IEEE etc

…

of the 

technical accomplishments, and issues resulting from the interim

and 

plenary sessions as well as address external issues which are di

rectly 

related to the development of 802.11 and 802.15 standards.

–

This information is posted on the 802.11/.15 websites

–

Used by the WG chairs and vice

-

chairs for communication to media, 

press and media analysts, IEEE staff and affiliated industry bod

ies

•

Everyone can vote and participate in straw polls, motions, debat

es and 

discussions

•

Don

’

t forget to 

signin

…

.Electronic Attendance!
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WECA

•

Successful tradeshow at N+I, Las Vegas

–

Interviews with 20 media and analysts

–

12 companies participating in pavilion

–

Areas of primary interest

•

Wi

-

Fi5

•

Security

•

Wi

-

Fi in hot spots

•

Wi

-

Fi5 (802.11a) interoperability testing has started

–

Two independent silicon solutions now available

–

Second round of interoperability testing to be completed at end 

of May

–

Anticipate test bed in place by July and formal certification st

arting 

closely thereafter

•

Next Member

’

s meeting June 17 

–

20, Miami, FL

•

Next Trade Show 

–

July 1 

–

July 5, N+I Tokyo

•

Over 320 certified products and growing steadily
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IEEE Publicity Channel

•

At the March 2002St Louis IEEE Plenary session 

–

Roger Marks 802.16 was appointed as the point of contact 

between IEEE 

MarCom

staff and ALL IEEE 802 working 

group publicity activities

•

Funnel Press inquires to respective WG chairs and Publicity Chai

rs

•

Objectives include consolidating WG interim and plenary closing 

reports for IEEE staff access as needed for media interviews

–

Weekly, Monthly, specialty trade journals, technical analysts, a

nd Wall 

Street and industry media analysts

•

Planning to set up regular quarterly analyst briefings on standa

rds 

developments
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Other Activities

•

Reviewed conference calendar and media analyst list

–

Group suggested that keep short list of key events

•

Set up website links between 802.11 an appropriate trade publica

tions sites

–

Group suggested that we obtain a exhausted media list from the I

EEE staff 

–

NJ 

and WECA for analyst briefings

•

Proactive Publicity

–

Investigate the possibility of coordinating a All day multi

-

track workshop on the 

“

Developments in 802.11/.15  standards

”

at future conferences aligned with 

WECA and other industry bodies

•

Intention is have representation and 

“

experts

”

from each TG give an  overview of the 

latest development

•

Real time activity reporting

•

Group suggested that we have each of the Task Group chairs going

forward complete 

100 word summary of the accomplishments for the week. 

–

This would be used for WG Chairs and WG Vice

-

Chairs to brief analysts following the 

close of plenary

–

Concise WG minutes update
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Meeting Objectives for July

•

Report from the WECA N+I Conference

•

Joint 802.11/.15 Publicity committee New 

Activities

…

meet with IEEE 802 staff 

•

Investigate Future IEEE 802.11 Work Shop event

•

Media Analyst update

•

Summary reporting press releases for media 

analysts
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Summary of Activities May 2002

•

IEEE 802.11/.15  Ad

-

Hoc Publicity 

Commitee

•

May 12

-

17, 2002 

–

Sydney Australia

•

Summary of Activities and Future Plans

–

The Publicity Committee (PC) held one meeting for the week of Ma

y 12, 2002.  

chaired by Al Petrick from 802.11 acting for Brian Mathews PC Ch

air 802.11 and 

Jim Meyer PC Chair for 802.15.  Dennis Eaton WECA chair provided

information 

on the highlights from the WECA event at N+I.  Now that 802.11a 

silicon is 

available from a 2

nd

supplier, WECA is starting interoperability testing on 5GHz 

802.11a products. WECA expects to start formal certifications be

ginning in Q3

-

02. 

The PC reviewed the calendar of events and media analyst list. I

t was 

recommended that the PC align with WECA and IEEE staff to coordi

nate such 

activates. The group also discussed in detail the possibility of

hosting an all day 

“

IEEE 802.11/.15 Standards Workshop

”

in conjunction with 

with

future WLAN 

conferences. 

At the IEEE 802 Plenary session in July the PC plans to continue

working joint 

activities between 802.11 and 802.15 and generate an outline for

the standards 

workshop.


2.26. Reports from Liaisons

2.26.1. 802.11 to 802.1

2.26.1.1. David Halasz is prepared to take this position, as it is closely related to 802.11i.

2.26.1.2. The WG chair nominates David Halasz for this position.

2.26.1.3. Any other nominations? None

2.26.1.4. The body accepts David Halasz as the liaison by unanimous consent.

2.26.1.5. Report

2.26.1.5.1. There is a meeting in Scotland next week, David will attend.

2.26.2. 802.11 and 802.15

2.26.2.1. Michael Seals – document 379

2.26.2.2. TG2 status – spend most time in comment resolution. TG2 wants to approach TGe to make necessary MAC changes.

2.26.2.3. TG3 status – have resolved 1851 comments from LB12. They adopted an 802.11 document for AES encryption for encryption and integrity. Will complete draft 10 and start a recirculation ballot by June 7th. 

2.26.2.4. TG4 got results form LB15. Will work on security and coexistence. Will begin recirculation ballot.
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Project: IEEE P802.11 Working Group for Wireless Local Area Netw

Project: IEEE P802.11 Working Group for Wireless Local Area Netw

orks 

orks 

(

(

WLANs

WLANs

)

)

Submission Title:

802.15 Liaison Report,  May 2002

Date Submitted: 

17 May 2002

Source:

Michael Seals, Intersil

Address 2401 Palm Bay Rd NE, Palm Bay, FL 32905

Voice: 321 724 7172, FAX: 312 724 7094, E

-

Mail: 

mseals

@

intersil

.com

Abstract:

This document highlights the actions taken by the IEEE 802.15 WG

during the May 

2002 Interim meeting in Sydney, Australia

Purpose:

Liaison report

Notice:

This document has been prepared to assist the IEEE P802.11.  It 

is offered as a basis for 

discussion and is not binding on the contributing individual(s) 

or organization(s). The material in 

this document is subject to change in form and content after fur

ther study. The contributor(s) 

reserve(s) the right to add, amend or withdraw material containe

d herein.

Release:

The contributor acknowledges and accepts that this contribution 

becomes the property of 

IEEE and may be made publicly available by P802.11.
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TG2 Status

TG2 Status

This Week

This Week

•

•

802.15 LB 14 Results

802.15 LB 14 Results

36Y / 21N / 18A

36Y / 21N / 18A

63% Approval

63% Approval

•

•

802.11 LB 34 Results

802.11 LB 34 Results

130Y / 57N / 78A

130Y / 57N / 78A

70% Approval

70% Approval

•

•

Began comment resolution from the two letter ballots

Began comment resolution from the two letter ballots

•

•

A majority of LB 34 comments addressed 802.11 MAC 

A majority of LB 34 comments addressed 802.11 MAC 

changes to necessary support AWMA (alternating 

changes to necessary support AWMA (alternating 

wireless medium access)

wireless medium access)

•

•

TG2 is approaching 

TG2 is approaching 

TGe

TGe

to address this issue

to address this issue

Next Steps

Next Steps

•

•

Continue comment resolution

Continue comment resolution
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TG3 Status

TG3 Status

This Week

This Week

•

•

All 1851 LB 12 comments have finally been addressed

All 1851 LB 12 comments have finally been addressed

•

•

Adopted 11

Adopted 11

-

-

02

02

-

-

001r0 “AES Encryption & 

001r0 “AES Encryption & 

Authentication Using CTR Mode & CBC

Authentication Using CTR Mode & CBC

-

-

MAC” (AES

MAC” (AES

-

-

CCM) as baseline text for symmetric key encryption 

CCM) as baseline text for symmetric key encryption 

and integrity

and integrity

Next Steps

Next Steps

•

•

Draft 10 to be complete June 6

Draft 10 to be complete June 6

•

•

20

20

-

-

day recirculation ballot to begin June 7

day recirculation ballot to begin June 7

•

•

Complete sponsor ballot pool selection

Complete sponsor ballot pool selection

•

•

Prepare a white paper on coexistence based on 

Prepare a white paper on coexistence based on 

Annex D of the draft

Annex D of the draft
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TG4 Status

TG4 Status

This Week

This Week

•

•

LB 15 Results (recirculation ballot)

LB 15 Results (recirculation ballot)

93% Approval

93% Approval

85% Participation

85% Participation

•

•

Comment resolution focused on

Comment resolution focused on

•

•

Security

Security

•

•

Maintaining coexistence efforts

Maintaining coexistence efforts

Next Steps

Next Steps

•

•

Complete edits to draft 15, including adding 

Complete edits to draft 15, including adding 

security

security

•

•

Begin recirculation ballot on June 10

Begin recirculation ballot on June 10

•

•

Anticipate sponsor ballot after July Meeting

Anticipate sponsor ballot after July Meeting
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SG3a Status

SG3a Status

General

General

•

•

This SG is exploring alternative 

This SG is exploring alternative 

PHYs 

PHYs 

to the 2.4 GHz PHY 

to the 2.4 GHz PHY 

in the TG3 draft

in the TG3 draft

•

•

Current requirements call for

Current requirements call for

•

•

110 Mbps at 10 m

110 Mbps at 10 m

•

•

200 Mbps at 4 m

200 Mbps at 4 m

This Week

This Week

•

•

Continued work on

Continued work on

•

•

PAR and 6 Criteria

PAR and 6 Criteria

•

•

Technical Requirements

Technical Requirements

•

•

Selection Criteria

Selection Criteria

Next Steps

Next Steps

•

•

Continue refinement of the documents cited above

Continue refinement of the documents cited above

•

•

UWB channel model proposals due June 24

UWB channel model proposals due June 24

•

•

Progress is dependent upon the approval of the TG3 MAC

Progress is dependent upon the approval of the TG3 MAC


2.26.3. 802.11 to 802.18

2.26.3.1. Dennis Kuahara is not at this meeting. 

2.26.3.2. The chair of 802.18 will present

2.26.4. TG3 and TGe

2.26.4.1. Jay Bain

2.26.4.1.1. No Report

2.26.5. TG3 to TGg

2.26.5.1. No report

2.26.6. 802.16 to 802.11

2.26.6.1. Mike Kasslin

2.26.6.1.1. report in document 364r0

2.26.6.1.2. TGa PHY and MAC amendments

2.26.6.1.3. Coexistence group

2.26.6.1.4. New SG to meet on mobile broadband wireless access

2.26.6.1.5. 802.16 interim next week in Calgary.

2.26.6.1.6. TGa amendment to base standard to new PHYs targeted for licensed bands 2 – 11 GHz, including Middle and upper UNII bands.

2.26.6.1.7. They have a call for contributions on coexistence.

2.26.6.1.8. The chair requests a quick synopsis on the reflector to 802.11. Mika will do that and prepare a few slides.
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Mika Kasslin
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Liaison 

to 802.11
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IEEE 802.16: 

Overview

•

Working group developing interoperable 

air 

interface

standards 

for 

Fixed Broadband Wireless 

Access 

Systems 

(FBWA)

–

Known also 

as 

WirelessMAN

TM

group

•

The ”

base

” 

standard published early this year

–

MAC and PHY for 

fixed point

-

to

-

multipoint 

BWA 

systems

–

Tailored 

for 10

-

66 

GHz licensed bands
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IEEE 802.16: 

Activity

•

Four ongoing activities

–

TGa

–

PHY&MAC 

amendments

•

Two former task groups 

(TG3 and TG4) 

merged together

•

Addresses both licensed 

and 

unlicensed bands

between 

2

-

11 

GHz

–

Original 

TG4 PAR for 

unlicensed bands excluded deliberately 

the 2.4 

GHz 

ISM 

band

–

TG2 

–

Co

-

existence group

•

Recommended practice 

for 

coexistence 

of BWA 

systems

•

RP for 10

-

66 

GHz published 

2001

•

Currently addressing 

2

-

11 

GHz 

(

primarly licensed bands

)

–

TGc 

–

Profile task group 

for 10

-

66 

GHz

–

Study 

Group on MBWA

•

Interim meeting next week 

20

-

24 

May 

in Calgary, 

Canada
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•

Amendment 

to the ”

base

” 802.16 

standard

–

Medium Access 

Control Modifications 

and 

Additional 

Physical Layer Specifications 

for 2

-

11 

GHz

–

The 

latest draft 

D3 

available since late March 

2002

•

The 

resulting standard specifies 

the air 

interface 

of 

fixed 

(

stationary

) 

broadband wireless access 

systems 

and 

applies 

to 

systems operating between 

2 

and 11 

GHz

, 

where such systems are permitted

•

Targeted unlicensed frequency bands include 

5.25

-

5.35 

GHz 

and 5.725

-

5.825 

GHz

IEEE 802.16a: 

Overview
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IEEE 802.16a: 

Activity

•

The 

plan

:

–

May

02 

interim

: 

Revise

the 

draft

and 

start 

new WG 

letter ballot

–

July 

02: 

Resolve comments 

and 

start Sponsor Ballot 

with 

the 

revised draft

•

How 

to 

implement that

?

–

Pending call

for 

contributions 

to 

fix 

the 

holes 

in the 

TGa draft 

D3.0

•

Submission 

deadline 

today

, 

May 

17

•

So far some contributions addressing co

-

existence 

in LE 

bands 

(e.g. MAC 

frame structure

)
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Friendly Reminder

Download 

the 

revised TGa draft after 

the Calgary 

interim

, 

review it

, and 

feel 

free 

to 

provide comments


2.26.7. 802.11 and 802.15 to ETSI

2.26.7.1. Jamshid

2.26.7.1.1. No Report

2.26.8. 802.11 and WECA

2.26.8.1. Bill Carney

2.26.8.2. have submitted name as liaison, and participates in WECA. Looks for opportunity to coordinate message. 

2.26.8.3. Any objection to nominate Bill Carney and Sheung Li as the WECA liaisons – none.

2.26.9. 802.11 and 1394

2.26.9.1. Peter Johansson Chair, IEEE P1394.1 
Congruent Software, Inc.
98 Colorado Avenue
Berkeley, CA  94707
 (510) 527-3926
(510) 527-3856 FAX 
PJohansson@ACM.org

IEEE P1394.1 Status 

* P1394.1 Draft 1.0 passed sponsor ballot

    Approved, but significant technical comments

* P1394.1 Ballot Resolution Committee has met three times since ballot

    Provisionally resolved 364 comments out of original 517

    153 unresolved comments remain

* Next BRC meeting June 13 - 14

* Recirculation Sponsor Ballot this year

IEEE P1394.1 INFORMATION

* Working group reflector

    STDS-1394-1@IEEE.org

    Go to IEEE-SA web pages to sign up

* Working group web page

    http://grouper.ieee.org/groups/1394/1/index.html

* Working draft

    http://grouper.ieee.org/groups/1394/1/Drafts/D01_02.pdf

    Username "P1394" / Password "High-Perf"

2.26.10. 802.11 to JEDEC JC61

2.26.10.1. Benno Ritter

2.26.10.1.1. Document 377

2.26.10.1.2. Last meeting in Newport Beach CA, 22 companies discussed MRD and TRD.

2.26.10.1.3. Discussed MAC PHY interface

2.26.10.1.4. Achieved status of MRD and TRD into ballot.

2.26.10.1.5. Next meeting in Boulder CO June 4-6 to discuss outcome of ballots. 

2.26.10.1.6. Tutorials from module manufacturers and connectors companies.

2.26.10.1.7. Will address comments on MRD at next meeting.

2.26.10.1.8. Interface ballots passed, but comments will still be resolved.

2.26.10.1.9. There was concern about an article in SBN about the relationship between IEEE and JEDEC. This issue was resolved quickly. The two bodies see their efforts as complementary, not competitive.

2.26.10.2. Discussion

2.26.10.2.1. What were the exact counts of the votes?

2.26.10.2.2. There were 16 companies on the ballot. 2 to 3 companies have voted no. Membership in JEDEC is by company, with one vote per company.

2.26.10.2.3. Is there a list of voting member companies.

2.26.10.2.4. There will be a revision to the report document with this information.

2.26.10.2.5. There are 32 member companies of JC61
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2002
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Status

•

Last meeting in Newport Beach, CA in April

–

22 participating companies

•

Next meeting in June 4th 

–

6th in Boulder, CO

–

www.

jedec

.org, 

benno

.

ritter

@philips.com 

•

MRD and TRD ballots closed for both RF

-

BB and MAC

-

PHY interface

•

Procedure ballot JC

-

61

-

02

-

134 underway, closing date 

05/29/02
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MRD Ballot Results

•

RF

-

BB Interface, passes

–

JC

-

61 TRD ballot 99:  passed by 92%

–

JC

-

61 TRD ballot 100:  passed by 85%

–

JC

-

61 TRD ballot 101:  passed by 92%

•

MAC

-

PHY Interface, passes

–

JC

-

61 TRD ballot 95:  passed by 86%

–

JC

-

61 TRD ballot 96:  passed by 86%

–

JC

-

61 TRD ballot 97:  passed by 85%

•

Between now and next meeting start with comment 

resolution
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TRD Ballot Results

•

RF

-

BB Interface, passes

–

JC

-

61 TRD ballot 106:  passed by 81%

–

JC

-

61 TRD ballot 107:  passed by 87%

–

JC

-

61 TRD ballot 108:  passed by 85%

•

MAC

-

PHY Interface, passes

–

JC

-

61 TRD ballot 103:  passed by 73%

–

JC

-

61 TRD ballot 104:  passed by 80%

–

JC

-

61 TRD ballot 105:  passed by 85%

•

Between now and next meeting start with comment 

resolution


[image: image49.wmf]May 2002

Benno 

Ritter, Philips

Slide 

5

doc.: IEEE 802.11

-

02/377r1

Submission

PR Issues

•

Article in SBN in March has raised 

concerns about the relation between IEEE 

and JEDEC

•

Relation was clarified by the 502.11/15WG 

and JC

-

61 committee chairs together to the 

press

•

JC

-

61 sees it’s activity as a complement and 

support effort to IEEE
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Founding Members

: 

ALi

, AMD,

Conexant

, HP, Mitsubishi, Philips

Officers:

Benno

Ritter (Philips)

Chairman

Larry Arnett (Mitsubishi)

Vice Chairman

Patrick Yu (

ALi

)

Mrkt

. Task Group Chairman

Tim

Wakeley

(HP)

Tech. Task Group Chairman

Member Companies (May, 2002, total 32)

JC

-

61 Committee 

National

Helic

Texas Instruments

Motorola

Global Communications

Tality 

UK

Molex

Conexant

Spirea 

AB

Mitsubishi

Compaq

SOISIC

Lucent

Cirrus Logic

Ralink

Intersil

Broadcom

RF Micro Devices

Intel

Analog Devices

RF Magic

Infineon

AMD

Philips

InProComm

Apple

Nvidia

IBM

Agere

NewLogic

HP

Acer Labs
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Public Call for Proposals

Approve MRD & TRD

Review Proposals

Select Idea by Vote

Match Idea to MRD/TRD

Create Written Standard

Approve Standard

Q2’02

Q3’02

Q4’02

Proposed Timeline 
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How to join JC

-

61

•

Yearly Membership fee : $4000 per year

•

Membership is by company

•

Call:

Arlene 

Colier

Sr. Coordinator, JEDEC

Arlenec

@

eia

.org

703

-

907

-

7534 

703

-

907

-

7583 (fax)

Benno 

Ritter

JC

-

61 Chairman

Benno

.

ritter

@philips.com

408

-

474

-

5116


2.26.11. 802.11 / NIST

2.26.11.1. Shawn Blake Wilson

2.26.11.1.1. Not present

2.26.12. 802.11/15 to Bluetooth SIG

2.26.12.1. Tom Seip

2.26.12.1.1. Not present

2.26.13. 802.11 to CableLabs

2.26.13.1. Nominations- currently only Lior Ophir

2.26.13.2. Accepted by acclamation

2.26.14. 802.18 report

2.26.14.1. Carl Stephenson

2.26.14.2. Document 18-02-007

2.26.14.3. Got approval to oppose ARRL petition

2.26.14.4. ET document 02-98 comments

2.26.14.5. The WG chair notes that he and the 802.15 chair have reviewed the documents generated by 802.18
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Closing report 802.18 RR
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TAG to 

Radio Working Groups

May 2002 meeting

Carl R. Stevenson

Interim Chair, 802.18 RR

-

TAG

http://ieee802.org/Regulatory/

\

\

Neptune
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RadioReg

\

2002_May
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Progress to date at this meeting (1)

•

Drafted Opposition to the Petition for 

Reconsideration by the ARRL in ET Docket 

No. 98

-

156 (

18

-

02

-

002d1_IEEE_802_

Opp

_98

-

156.doc)

•

Posted draft to 802.11 and 802.15 servers, 

PM Tuesday, May 14, for review

•

Prepared Mid

-

week report and WG motions 

seeking approval to file the Opposition with 

the FCC, subject to SEC approval
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Progress to date at this meeting (2)

•

Discussed strategy for drafting comments on anticipated Report a

nd 

Order from FCC on RF Lighting at 2.4 GHz (major interference 

potential to 802.11b, 802.15.1, 802.15.3, 802.15.4)

–

R&O has not been released, so we have no 

definitive

knowledge of its 

provisions

–

Indications from FCC OET are that there will be some in

-

band emissions 

limits on RF Lighting, but that Part 15 interests may not be com

pletely 

happy with the permitted levels

–

Also, there seems to be strong push

-

back from RF Lighting interests 

against confining their emissions to the upper part of the band

•

Only recourse if we don’t like the results is to file a Petition

for 

Reconsideration … however this must be done within 30 days of th

e 

publication of the R&O in the Federal Register

–

Since the R&O is expected “soon” interested parties may well hav

e to file 

as individual companies or groups of companies (IEEE 802 probabl

y 

won’t be able to meet the filing deadline if it falls between no

w and the 

close of the July meeting)
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Progress to date at this meeting (3)

•

Secured approval from both 802.11 and 

802.15 of Opposition to the Petition for 

Reconsideration by the ARRL in ET Docket 

No. 98

-

156 (

18

-

02

-

002d1_IEEE_802_

Opp

_98

-

156.doc)

•

Held joint meetings with 

TGh

,

TGg

, and

WNG

SC

•

Prepared Closing report and WG motions 

seeking approval to file the Comments with 

the FCC, subject to SEC approval
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Progress to date at this meeting (4)

•

Drafted comments on ET Docket No. 02

-

98  

(NPRM text became available Thursday PM)

–

Proposes to elevate the Amateur Radio Service to PRIMARY at 

2400

-

2402, and, perhaps more significantly, to add a PRIMARY 

allocation to the Amateur Satellite Service in the same band.

–

This could give the ARRL more “traction” in making assertions of

(“real” or “potential) interference from 802.11b systems

–

802.18 believes comments are warranted, your support would be 

greatly appreciated

•

Posted draft to 802.11 and 802.15 servers, PM 

Thursday, May 16, for review
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Output documents produced

•

Opposition to ARRL Petition for 

Reconsideration in ET Docket 98

-

156

•

Comments in response to NPRM in ET 

Docket 02

-

98
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Objectives for Vancouver

•

Gain SEC approval of 802.18 TAG Charter

•

Present SEC with TAG rules change proposals 

and pursue the rules change process within SEC

•

Seek TAG affirmation of Chair for 2 year term

•

Report on regulatory issues of interest

•

Draft and seek approval of any necessary filings 

with regulatory agencies


2.26.15. 802 Coexistence

2.26.15.1. Jim Lansford

2.26.15.2. coex-017 presentation: Document are on MARS, Coex Folder
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IEEE 802 Wireless Coexistence 

Study Group

Jim Lansford

Jim.Lansford@

mobilian

.com

Tim 

Blaney

tim

@

commcepts

.net

Sydney Closing Summary

Docs on: 

\

\

mars

\

Documents

\

Sydney Documents

\

802coex

-

Sydney

Meeting minutes from this week are in doc: COEX 02/017r0
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Goals for Sydney meeting

•

Review SEC conference calls

–

Broader feedback

–

Further refinement of mission statement 

and goals

–

Finalize mission statement

–

Proposed definition of coexistence

–

Prep for Vancouver plenary
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Proposed Mission Statement

•

The IEEE 802 Coexistence Technical 

Advisory Group (TAG) has the following 

missions:

–

The COEX TAG develops and maintains the IEEE 

802 policy for establishing coexistence between 

Standards.

–

The COEX TAG evaluates the coexistence issues 

between IEEE 802 

PARs 

and Draft Standards, 

and makes recommendations to the IEEE 802 

Executive Committee.
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Coexistence Definition

•

Coexistence:

The ability of one system to 

perform a task in a given shared environment 

where other systems have an ability to 

perform their tasks and may or may not be 

using the same set of rules. 

–

Coexistence is quantified by degradation 

(simulated or measured) under a set of usage 

model assumptions, which must be defined for 

coexisting systems
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Q&A #1

•

Will this group try to “quantify” coexistence?

–

Not likely 

–

coexistence depends on so many 

variables (geometry, power, etc.) that defining a 

number that says whether you have achieved it or 

not isn’t practical.  

Suggestion for WLAN/WPAN 

was made that no more than 10% degradation at 

0.5 meters is a possible goal.

•

What 

will

this group do then?

–

We (IEEE 802) currently don’t have a policy for 

addressing coexistence; that’s first.  This policy 

will address the ground rules for analyzing the 

degradation two systems cause to each other (or 

pairs of systems for multiple standards).


[image: image65.wmf]May 2002

Jim Lansford, Mobilian Corporation

Slide 

6

doc.: IEEE COEX 02/020r0 

Submission

Q&A #2

•

How would this work?

–

The TAG first defines policy.  For example, the policy might 

be to say a WG needs to pick some usage models and 

determine the degradation due to a set of other approved 

standards, 

pairwise

.  We want to examine most likely 

scenarios, not corner cases, which may give pathological 

results.

•

So how would you know if two systems “coexist”?

–

The TAG is an advisory group to SEC; analysis using the 

usage models would be used by 

WGs 

and SEC to make 

informed decisions.  This is a similar concept to the FCC’s 

OET.  So the answer is that the TAG procedures will either 

convince voters that a Recommended Practice is needed, or 

that a draft has no coexistence issues and can proceed to 

further balloting. 

SEC needs to make sure coexistence is 

taken seriously or inter

-

WG squabbling may increase.
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Q&A #3

•

Does the TAG play a role other than formulating 

policy?

–

Possibly.  The current thinking is that the COEX TAG 

develops a definition of coexistence and a policy to guide 

WG’s 

analysis of coexistence.  Beyond that, the TAG may 

be called upon to help resolve coexistence conflicts by 

writing an independent report when a draft is submitted to 

SEC, but this has not been agreed upon. 

The TAG should 

be comprised of representatives from all the wireless 

WGs 

for balance.

•

What about participation and voting?

–

A TAG is governed by the same attendance and voting rules 

as 

WG’s

, but the specifics are not finalized.
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Q&A #4

•

Doesn’t this need to have involvement with R

-

REG?

–

R

-

Reg

deals with governmental bodies; 

Coex 

works inside IEEE 802.  Several standards in the 

unlicensed bands are perfectly legal, but do not 

coexist well.

•

What about drafts in process today?

–

There are three cases: Approved standards, TG 

drafts at various points in the approval process, 

and future 

PARs

.  This TAG can address future 

PARs

, but we need a short term solution for drafts 

in process.  Approved standards are another 

issue.
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Notes from Monday

•

Minutes: “COEX

-

02017r0_Coexistence

-

Meeting

-

Minutes

-

Sydney” on Mars

•

Key points:

–

Desirable to coordinate with ETSI/BRAN

–

Discussion of “acceptable” degradation

–

Several ingredients needed in policy:

•

PHY model (easiest)

•

MAC model (harder)

•

Upper layers (hardest)

•

Usage models are critical, and must be agreed upon 

between affected 

WG’s
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Notes from Wednesday

•

Several observations that COEX TAG needs strong 

SEC support to be effective

•

Need to address 

WG’s 

already underway: “horses 

have left the barn”

•

Goals should be to:

–

Address coexistence sooner rather than later in the process

–

Help drafts become standards faster by providing a 

framework to resolve coexistence disputes

–

Make specific recommendations to 

WGs 

on how to improve 

coexistence of drafts before Sponsor Ballot, including 

possible Maintenance 

PARs

.

•

Presentation by Art 

Astrin 

of Apple on coexistence 

measurements
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Summary

•

Great participation 

–

feedback greatly 

appreciated

•

Growing realization that coexistence must be 

addressed sooner or later in the standards 

process.

•

Coexistence policy/framework will help 

defuse disputes

•

Balance and buy

-

in are important

•

Moving forward to create TAG in Vancouver


2.26.15.3. 20r0 minutes in 17r0

2.26.15.4. Objectives

2.26.15.4.1. Study group working to become TAG in Vancouver.

2.26.15.4.2. Mission statement – creating a framework and policy for addressing coexistence across all wireless working groups.

2.26.15.4.3. Want to approach coexistence from a policy viewpoint, understand usage models, 

2.26.15.5. Discussion

2.26.15.5.1. The objective to prevent getting derailed between WGs that is admirable. There is one concern – the generation of a policy. We already have FCC policies, but a coexistence policy only applicable to 802 devices could put 802 at a disadvantage in the marketplace. 

2.26.15.5.2. Within IEEE we can clean up our own work, but we have no control for non-IEEE standards. It is up to manufacturers to figure out how to deal with interference. 

2.27. Announcements

2.27.1. The TGg chair has been asked to hold more ad-hoc calls. Specifically, there should be calls on MAC-related topics. TGg will hold conference calls, which will be announced on the 802.11 reflector.

2.28. Special Orders – Motions

2.28.1. TGe

2.28.1.1. The Task group has unanimously passed the following motion.  

2.28.1.2. Motion: Request the WG to issue a 40 day letter ballot, which may be conducted by electronic means, asking the WG whether to forward 802.11e draft 3.0 to sponsor ballot, asking the sponsor group ask the IEEE–SA to adopt 802.11e draft 3.0 as standard supplement 802.11e.

2.28.1.2.1. Moved John Fakatselis on behalf of TGe

2.28.1.2.2. Motion ID 342

2.28.1.3. Discussion

2.28.1.3.1. How many comments from the last draft have been addressed? 

2.28.1.3.2. We have been working for three sessions to develop this draft, plus ad-hoc teleconferences. As of LB30, we had 1500 to 1600 technical comments, and over 2000 comments with editorials. We have addressed 1200 comments, and there were about 100 comments that have not been resolved, or were indirectly resolved. The TG chair believes the draft is complete.

2.28.1.3.3. The editor states that there are notes in the draft that may not have been removed. All the remaining notes are editorial need to be removed. 

2.28.1.3.4. There are informative notes as well.

2.28.1.3.5. Should the Working Group review the draft before the letter ballot.

2.28.1.3.6. The motion to go to letter ballot was unanimous. We did allocate time to review the draft before voting to send to letter ballot. The TG chair trusts the members are satisfied.

2.28.1.4. Vote on the motion: Passes 74 : 1 : 14

2.28.1.5. The letter ballot will be #39

2.28.2. WNG motions

2.28.2.1. Move to request 802.11 Working Group to form a Study Group for the purposes of writing a PAR and  criteria to address Radio Resource Measurements  to amend  the published IEEE 802.11 Standard.

2.28.2.1.1.1. Moved Harry Worstell on behalf of WNG

2.28.2.1.1.2. Motion ID 343

2.28.2.1.2. Discussion

2.28.2.1.2.1. Assuming this group would require agenda time, how much time would be needed at 802.11 meetings? 

2.28.2.1.2.2. The SC thinks that one session per meeting week would be required. 

2.28.2.1.2.3. Against the motion – we have too much going on already.

2.28.2.1.2.4. The WG chair points out that we will not have more than 4 parallel sessions. It is unreasonable to have four parallel sessions. 

2.28.2.1.2.5. It is very important for 802.11 to address these issues. It is needed for service providers.

2.28.2.1.2.6. We should have a letter ballot on this subject – too many member are not here.

2.28.2.1.2.7. Request for comments on the overlap with what is being done in TGh. 

2.28.2.1.2.8. In support of a 10 day letter ballot, rather than a vote here.

2.28.2.1.2.9. In favor – as a user, Boeing and Microsoft have issues with having the information needed to manage the network.

2.28.2.1.2.10. Why does this have to be done in 802.11 – why not another body like WECA? 

2.28.2.1.2.11. This is a PHY and MAC issue – it requires changes to the basics of the standard. 

2.28.2.1.2.12. For the motion – it is sensible to make these measurements. 11h techniques should be applied in other bands.

2.28.2.1.2.13. We already have four concurrent sessions. There is too much going on.

2.28.2.1.2.14. This is a valuable topic. It may go slow due to limited time, but it should start now.

2.28.2.1.2.15. This is important enough to have adequate time. Against giving it only one timeslot per plenary.

2.28.2.1.2.16. In favor – the chair has stated there are over 300 members in the body – we could create a fifth parallel track with this number of people. We don’t have any rule that says everyone has to participate in every task group.

2.28.2.1.2.17. There is significant history and expertise in TGh. Suggest that this new SG not overlap with TGh. As long as we can prevent that overlap, would support the new SG.

2.28.2.1.2.18. This is not a zero sum game. Starting a new activity doesn’t need to take away from others. Has the ability to be the editor of this new SG. For the motion.

2.28.2.1.2.19. Is there any way to form a sub group of TGh to look at this? 

2.28.2.1.2.20. TGh would like to limit their scope to the work at hand.

2.28.2.1.2.21. In favor of the work, but concerned about the time issue. Could we understand how much time is needed, and which task groups would lose time to this new group? 

2.28.2.1.2.22. The WG chair cannot answer – he will work with the CAC and chairs to allocate the time, with input from the SG. 

2.28.2.1.2.23. If it was four hours taken from TGf it would be different than taken equally from all. 

2.28.2.1.2.24. The WG chair would try to make it equitable. But the Group is looking for 2 hours out of 53 hours available.

2.28.2.1.2.25. Concern is with logistics. Would support if we limited this to a couple of hours and not expand. 

2.28.2.1.2.26. The WNG chair indicates that we can start out with a limited time allocation. Eventually it would need more time. 

2.28.2.1.2.27. Suggest amending the motion to limit the time.

2.28.2.1.2.28. The WG chair says that this will be brought up on a CAC call. The CAC is trying to run the group efficiently. Agrees that there should be a 2 hour limit for the first meeting. The WG chair asks the members to trust the CAC to make a good decision on this matter.

2.28.2.1.2.29. Call the question 

2.28.2.1.2.29.1. Peter Johansen

2.28.2.1.2.29.2. Colin

2.28.2.1.2.29.3. Question called without objection

2.28.2.1.3. Vote on the motion: Passes 72 : 12 : 17

2.28.2.2. Move to form a new IEEE 802.11 Study Group called the High Throughput Study Group (HTSG), to investigate the feasibility of providing throughputs greater than the existing 802.11 standard.  Upon confirmation of feasibility and per 802 operating rules, the HTSG shall draft a PAR and 6 criteria to be submitted to the 802.11 WG. With the first HTSG meeting starting not earlier than September 2002 session.

2.28.2.2.1.1. Moved Harry Worstell on behalf of WNG

2.28.2.2.1.2. Motion ID 344

2.28.2.2.2. Discussion

2.28.2.2.2.1. For the motion – if this passes, the first meeting would be September. How would that effect the time window for meeting the PAR

2.28.2.2.2.2. Against the motion – the group doesn’t have the meeting time to support this.

2.28.2.2.2.3. The WNG feels that due to the amount of work on the table, the timetable was put in the motion. The time for this would come out of the WNG time as the WNG is taking on less activity. For the motion.

2.28.2.2.2.4. Against the motion: The issue is still where to find agenda time. We already have many letter ballots going on. 

2.28.2.2.3. Motion to amend –Change “September 2002” to “January 2003”. 

2.28.2.2.3.1. Moved Duncan Kitchin

2.28.2.2.3.2. Second Richkas

2.28.2.2.3.3. Discussion

2.28.2.2.3.3.1. How does this effect the 6 month limit? The 6 months are from the first meeting, not the approval.

2.28.2.2.3.3.2. Against the amendment – The compromise of September was with a large group that wanted to start immediately. This is already a significant delay. It has been held in Standing committee already. 

2.28.2.2.3.3.3. For the motion – this is just a 2 hour slot. WNG has had 6 hours, and this would come out of that. 

2.28.2.2.3.3.4. Concerned about the meeting time, it will affect the other task groups. 

2.28.2.2.3.3.5. Against the amendment – why make statements about something we want to do in January. It’s too far away.

2.28.2.2.3.3.6. Against the amendment – The amount of time needed for this group is not a burden on the other TG activities. 

2.28.2.2.3.3.7. Against – to the WG chair? How many hours were turned back this week? There were several – there is time becoming available

2.28.2.2.3.4. Call the question

2.28.2.2.3.4.1. John R

2.28.2.2.3.4.2. Kelly

2.28.2.2.3.4.3. Question called without objection;

2.28.2.2.3.5. Vote on the motion to amend: Fails 3 : 69 : 17

2.28.2.2.4. Discussion on the main motion

2.28.2.2.4.1. Call the question

2.28.2.2.4.1.1. John R

2.28.2.2.4.1.2. Second John F

2.28.2.2.4.1.3. Question called without objection

2.28.2.2.5. Vote on the main motion: passes 80:1 : 16

2.29. 802.11 operating rules rev 3.1

2.29.1. Closing report in document 378r0

2.29.1.1. Earlier in the week we saw presentation 276r0 on problems with the rules

2.29.1.2. An Ad hoc group worked on resolving these issue.

2.29.1.3. Generated document 00/331r3.1 with changes

2.29.1.4. Grammatical and editorial updates. 

2.29.1.5. Plan to conduct a WG letter ballot on these rules.

2.29.2. Motion: to conduct a 40 day WG letter ballot on the revised 802.11 WG operating rules document doc: 11-00-331r3.1

2.29.2.1. Moved John Fakatselis

2.29.2.2. Second John Rosdahl

2.29.2.3. Discussion

2.29.2.3.1. There are lots of revision marks – are they visible? Some machines cannot display if they have low RAM. 

2.29.2.4. Question called without objection

2.29.2.5. Vote on the motion: Passes 87:0:1

2.30. Discussion

2.30.1. What is the date for the TGe Letter Ballot? Before May 28th. It will be LB39.

2.30.2. The motion on the rules will be Letter ballot 40. It will start 6PM on Friday next week.

2.31. New business

2.31.1. None

2.32. WG Motions 

2.32.1. Presentation in Document 02/380r1

2.32.2. Dealing with collisions of element IDs, action codes, etc.

2.32.3. Propose to create an assigned numbers authority to make sure these numbers are properly managed by a single point of contact.

2.32.4. Motion: Instruct the chair to nominate an assigned numbers authority and adopt the procedures outlined in document 11-02/380r1.

2.32.4.1. Moved Duncan Kitchin

2.32.4.2. Second John Fakatselis

2.32.4.3. Discussion

2.32.4.3.1. This is already handled, but ultimately the drafts assign the numbers. It is the responsibility of the Task Groups to track these values. Why is having a person be the ANA is necessary?

2.32.4.3.2. The concern is that there are many drafts, that are internally consistent, but not with each other.

2.32.4.3.3. The ANA is not the whole WG, but a single individual. This is a simple mechanism.

2.32.4.3.4. The assignment of numbers should have come through the WG, but didn’t, since there is no procedure. This is such a procedure.

2.32.4.3.5. In favor – there is a problem, and this is the right thing to do. Who are the possible of owners? Task groups and the WG? When a standard is published, the owners pass from TG to WG. 

2.32.4.3.6. POI – have  you considered a provisional assignment to recover numbers if the draft doesn’t become a standard? Yes there is a revocation procedure.

2.32.4.3.7. Would this be private, like a draft? Doesn’t matter. Probably public.

2.32.4.3.8. This could be put in the rules – should be made in comments to LB40 on operating rules. 

2.32.4.3.9. Would IANA numbers be included as well? Yes, we could include numbers issued by other authorities. 

2.32.4.3.10. Is the owner the TG or WG? Yes, there is no individual membership.

2.32.4.3.11. Who is considered to do this? Could be Harry , or Duncan volunteers.

2.32.4.3.12. There is a bigger problem – numbers are just one part. The protocol itself can conflict – EG action frames, etc. 

2.32.4.3.13. Stability of numbers is important – if we make changes late in the process, it can cause conflicts. 

2.32.4.3.14. The bigger question of protocol issues is not easily solved, the joint meetings are the best way to approach it. 

2.32.4.3.15. This problem has been documented before, it is significant – for the motion. Questions having management action codes in there. Agrees that the order of elements is needed. 

2.32.4.3.16. We need a provision that elements are always in increasing order.

2.32.4.3.17. The numbers can privilege certain applications. Questions putting it in the realm of one person. In the short term we have conflicts that need to be fixed right now. 

2.32.4.3.18. What is an example of a  number that favors an application? An application is disadvantaged if it has to use an escape mechanism.

2.32.4.3.19. The use of the escape mechanism is based on first come first served. 

2.32.4.3.20. How do we get started? The document contains all of those already in approved documents. All others need to be assigned by request. 

2.32.4.3.21. Then any draft we have today might have to be changed? We can’t vote if they are consistent, or if they will work. 

2.32.4.3.22. This motion does not alter that fact – we have known conflicts now. 

2.32.4.4. Motion to amend – append the text “and approve starting the assigned numbers list with inclusion of the numbers assigned in approved standards together with those used in 802.1e draft 3.0”

2.32.4.4.1. Moved John Kowalski

2.32.4.4.2. Seconded Srini Kandalas

2.32.4.4.3. Discussion

2.32.4.4.3.1. Against - Would prefer Terry Cole’s resolution.

2.32.4.4.3.2. Against this amendment – there are conflicts with 802.11h.

2.32.4.4.3.3. Suggests that those that are against this make additional amendments. We need an initial condition.

2.32.4.4.3.4. Against the amendment – proposing an amendment to the amendment – 

2.32.4.4.4.  Motion to amend the amendment: Append the text “and approve starting the assigned numbers list with inclusion of the numbers assigned in approved standards together with those used in the current drafts of 802.11e, 802.11g, 802.11h, and 802.11i for instances that are not conflicting.”

2.32.4.4.4.1.1. Moved Duncan

2.32.4.4.4.1.2. Second Dave Halasz

2.32.4.4.4.2. Discussion

2.32.4.4.4.2.1. Against this mess , it should be worked out with an ad-hoc group.

2.32.4.4.4.2.2. For the amendment to amendment – this is a trivial problem. This allows the existing work that doesn’t conflict to be maintained, and prevents problems. 

2.32.4.4.4.2.3. Call the question )Donald / Duncan)  no objections.

2.32.4.4.4.2.4. Point of order – you can’t call all the questions and skip the votes

2.32.4.4.4.3. Vote to amend the amendment: Passes 38 : 9 : 29

2.32.4.4.5. Vote on the motion to amend :  passes 47 : 9 : 21

2.32.5. Motion on the floor: Instruct the chair to nominate an assigned numbers authority and adopt the procedures outlined in document 11-02/380r1 and approve starting the assigned numbers list with inclusion of the numbers assigned in approved standards together with those used in the current drafts of 802.11e, 802.11g, 802.11h, and 802.11i for instances that are non-conflicting.

2.32.5.1. Vote on the motion: Passes 64 : 6 : 8

2.33. Discussion

2.33.1. The WG chair will bring this issue to the CAC and discuss it.

2.33.2. What will be the procedure for resolving conflicting fields? The WG chair will bring it to the CAC.

2.33.3. Document 300 identifies conflicts in existing standards. So those will not be pre-assigned. The WG chair directs the CAC to include document 300 in the discussion of these numbers. The TGg chair will bring document 300 as an input.

2.34. 802.18 RREG Motions

2.34.1. Motion: To approve document 18-02-005r0_IEEE_802_Cmts_02_98.doc as posted on the 802.11 meeting server PM Thursday 05/16/02, for filing with the FCC, authorizing the Chair of 802.18 to add a cover letter and certificate of service, editorial reformat the document as appropriate (remove IEEE 802 headers and footers), and file electronically with the FCC on behalf of IEEE 802 (subject to SEC approval as per LMSC rule) prior to the filing deadline. 

2.34.1.1. Moved Carl Stephenson on behalf of 802.18

2.34.1.2. Call the question without objection

2.34.1.3. Motion ID 347

2.34.1.4. Vote: Passes 55 : 0 : 6

2.35. Any other business?

2.35.1. None

2.36. Announcements

2.36.1. Make sure the attendance/contact information is correct

2.36.2. Motion to adjourn (Carl / Anjab) No objection

2.37. The meeting is adjourned at 11:47AM
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