115%* IEEE 802 LMSC PLENARY SESSION
March 2017 - Vancouver, BC, Canada
MINUTES (Unconfirmed)
EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE CLOSING MEETING, Rev 0

Prepared by John D’Ambrosia, IEEE 802 LMSC Recording Secretary

Friday, Mar 17, 2017 - 1:00 p.m.
All times PDT

Hyatt Regency Vancouver
Vancouver, BC, Canada

EC Voting members (or their representatives) present:

Paul Nikolich Chair, IEEE 802 LAN/MAN Standards Committee
Pat Thaler 15t Vice Chair, IEEE 802 LAN/MAN Standards Committee
Chair, IEEE 802 / IETF Standing Committee
James Gilb 27 Vice Chair, IEEE 802 LAN/MAN Standards Committee
Clint Chaplin Treasurer, IEEE 802 LAN/MAN Standards Committee
Jon Rosdahl Executive Secretary, IEEE 802 LAN/MAN Standards Committee
John D’Ambrosia Recording Secretary, IEEE 802 LAN/MAN Standards Committee
Glenn Parsons Chair, IEEE 802.1 — HILI Working Group
Chair, IEEE 802 EC / ITU Standing Committee
David Law Chair, IEEE 802.3 — Ethernet Working Group
Adrian Stephens Chair, IEEE 802.11 — Wireless LAN Working Group
Bob Heile Chair, IEEE 802.15 — Wireless PAN Working Group
Chair, IEEE 802 Wireless Chairs Standing Committee
Roger Marks Chair, IEEE 802.16 — Broadband Wireless Access Working Group
Rich Kennedy Chair, IEEE 802.18 — Regulatory TAG
Steve Shellhammer Chair, IEEE 802.19 — Wireless Coexistence Working Group
Subir Das Chair, IEEE 802.21 — Media Independent Handover Working Group
Apurva Mody Chair, IEEE 802.22 — Wireless RANs Working Group
Tim Godfrey Chair, IEEE 802.24 - Vertical Applications TAG

EC Nonvoting members present:
Geoff Thompson Member Emeritus

EC Voting members absent:

EC Nonvoting members absent:
Radhakrishna Canchi Chair, IEEE 802.20 — Mobile Broadband Wireless Access Working Group

Standing Committee Chairs (Non EC members) present:
Andrew Myles Chair, IEEE 802 JTC1 Standing Committee
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R6 DRAFT AGENDA - IEEE 802 LMSC EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE MEETING

Friday 1:00PM-6:00PM, 17 Mar 2017

Key: ME - Motion, External, MI - Motion, Internal, DT- Discussion Topic, I -
Information Item

Category (* = consent agenda)

1.00 MEETING CALLED TO ORDER Nikolich 5 01:00 PM

Meeting called to order at 1:00 pm by Chair, Paul Nikolich.

The chair wished everyone a Happy St. Patrick’s Day.

2.00 | MI | APPROVE OR MODIFY AGENDA Nikolich 10 01:05

Chair asked if any modifications were necessary
Discussion:

e [Item 7.012 should refer to Item 7.012 refer to ITU-R, not ITU-T

e Item 7.011 noted incorrect spellings of city names, but the chair has editorial license and can correct.

Everyone agreed to leaving on consent agenda.

* Motion #1 Move to approve the modified agenda
Moved DAmbrosia

Second Gilb

Results 14-0-0

Motion Passes

Reference Agenda Item #2.00

Agenda URL - https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/17/ec-17-0014-07-00EC-802-ec-mar-2017-closing-agenda.xlsx

ec-17-0011-00-00EC
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https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/17/ec-17-0014-06-00EC-802-ec-mar-2017-closing-agenda.xlsx
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R7 DRAFT AGENDA - IEEE 802 LMSC EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE MEETING

Friday 1:00PM-6:00PM, 17 Mar 2017

Key: ME - Motion, External, MI - Motion, Internal, DT- Discussion Topic, Il -
Information Item

Category (* = consent agenda)

1.00 MEETING CALLED TO ORDER Nikolich 5 01:00 PM
2.00 MI APPROVE OR MODIFY AGENDA Nikolich 10 01:05 PM
3.00 1 Announcements from the Chair Nikolich 5 01:15PM
4.00 LMSC Internal business 01:20 PM
4,01 MI | Confirmation IEEE 802.22 WG Vice Chair, Oliver Holland Mody 3 01:20 PM
4.02 MI | Approval - Oct 2017 Site Visit to Suzhou, China for Nov 2018 Rosdahl 5 01:23 PM
4.03 DT | Future Venues Rosdahl 10 01:28 PM
4.04 MI | Approve Student Outreach for 802 Plenary July 2017 Rosdahl 3 01:38 PM
$25 fee per student
4.05 MI | Changes to the OM and Chair's Guidelines Gilb 20 01:41 PM
4.06 1 802.11 Operations Manual Update: WG11 approved the updated IEEE 802.11 Stephens 3 02:01 PM

Operations Manual in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/14/11-14-0629-18-0000-
802-11-operations-manual.docx

4.07 1 Update - Monday Night EC Discussion - "*The impact of US travel restrictionson | Thompson 3 02:04 PM
venue selection."
02:07 PM
5.00 |EEE Standards Board and Sponsor Ballot Items 02:07 PM
501 ME | 1EEE80218 Kennedy - 02:07PM
5.02 IEEE 802.19 02:07 PM
5.021 | ME IEEE P802.19.1a D2, Geo-location capable devices operating under general Shellhammer 3 02:07 PM
authorization, to Sponsor Ballot
5.022 | ME IEEE P802.19.1 Revision PAR to NesCom Shellhammer 3 02:10 PM
5.03 ME | IEEE 802.21 02:13 PM
5.031 | ME* Motion: Approve forwarding P802.21-2017-cor1 PAR documentation in Das 0 02:13 PM
<https://mentor.ieee.org/802.21/dcn/17/21-17-0014-00-0000-corrigenda-par-
draft.pdf> to IEEE-SA NesCom
WG Vote : 8/0/0
5.05 IEEE 802.1 02:13 PM

ec-17-0011-00-00EC
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5.051 ME IEEE 802 Network Enhancements for the Next Decade, ICAID to ICCom Parsons 02:13 PM
5.052 | ME IEEE P802.1Q-rev, Local Medium Access Control (MAC) Address Usage, to Parsons 02:18 PM
Sponsor ballot (Conditional)
5.053 | ME IEEE P802c, Local Medium Access Control (MAC) Address Usage, to RevCom Parsons 02:21 PM
(conditional)
5.054 | ME IEEE P802.1Qch, Cyclic Queuing and Forwarding, to RevCom Parsons 02:24 PM
5.055 ME IEEE P802.1CB, Frame Replication and Elimination for Reliability, to RevCom Parsons 02:27 PM
(conditional)
5.06 IEEE 802.3 02:30 PM
5.061 | ME* Motion - Approve IEEE P802.3-2015/Cor1 (IEEE 802.3ce) D2.1 remaining on Law 02:30 PM
the March 2017 RevCom agenda.
5.062 | ME* Motion: Law 02:30 PM
e Approve sending IEEE P802.3cc D3.0 to sponsor ballot
o Confirm the IEEE P802.3cc CSD in http://www.ieee802.0rg/3/cc/ec-160059-
00-ACSD-802-3cc.pdf
5.063 | ME* Motion: Approve forwarding IEEE P802.3 (IEEE 802.3cj) PAR in Law 02:30 PM
https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/17 /ec-17-0044-00-00EC-ieee-p8023-ieee-
802-3cj-standard-for-ethernet-revision-par.pdf to NesCom
5.064 | ME IEEE P802.3cb, 2.5 Gb/s and 5 Gb/s Operation over Backplane, to Sponsor Law 02:30 PM
ballot (conditional)
5.065 ME IEEE P802.3ch, Greater than 1 Gb/s Automotive Ethernet, PAR to NesCom Law 02:33 PM
5.07 IEEE 802.11 02:38 PM
5.071 | ME IEEE P802.11aj to Sponsor Ballot Stephens 02:38 PM
5.072 | ME IEEE P802.11ak to Sponsor Ballot (conditional) Stephens 02:41 PM
5.073 | ME IEEE P802.11 Revision PAR to NesCom Stephens 02:44 PM
5.08 IEEE 802.15 02:49 PM
5.081 | ME IEEE P802.15.4-2015 Corl Revision PAR to NesCom Heile 02:49 PM
5.082 | ME IEEE P802.15.4 REVd Revision PAR to NesCom Heile 02:52 PM
5.083 ME IEEE P802.15.3f, mmWave Band Extension, PAR to NesCom Heile 02:55 PM
5.084 ME IEEE P802.15.11, Multi-gigabit OWC, PAR to NesCom Heile 02:58 PM
5.085 ME IEEE P802.15.4v, Regional Sub Gig Bands, to RevCom Heile 03:10 PM
5.086 ME IEEE P802.15.3d, 100 Gb/s PHY, to Sponsor Ballot Heile 03:13 PM
5.087 ME IEEE P802.15.8, Peer Aware Communications, to Sponsor Ballot Heile 03:16 PM
5.09 IEEE 802.16 03:19 PM
5.091 ME P802.16s, Narrow Band, to Sponsor Ballot (Conditional) Marks 03:19 PM
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.16/dcn/17/16-17-0018-00.pdf
03:22 PM
6.00 Executive Committee Study Groups, Working Groups, TAGs 03:22 PM

ec-17-0011-00-00EC
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6.06 - IEEE-802.1 _ - 03:22-PM
6.07 IEEE 802.3 03:22 PM
6.071 MI* Motion: Grant the 1st re-chartering of the IEEE 802.3 Multi-Gig Automotive Law 0 03:22 PM
Ethernet PHY study group
03:22 PM
7.00 LMSC Liaisons and External Communications 03:22 PM
7.01 IEEE 802.18 03:22 PM
7.011 | ME* Motion - Approve 18-17/39r3 as communication to Innovation, Science and Kennedy 0 03:22 PM
Economic Development, Canada in response to their “Consultation on the Technical
and Policy Framework for Radio Local Area Network Devices Operating in the 5150-
5250 MHz Frequency Band”.
7.012 | ME Liaison to ITU-R Regarding Terahertz specifications Kennedy 3 03:22 PM
7.013 | ME Liaions to ITU-R WP5A Regarding 60 GHz Proximity Networking Kennedy 3 03:25 PM
7.02 IEEE 802.19 03:28 PM
7.021 | ME Liaison to 3GPP regarding LAA/802.11 Coexistence Shellhammer 7 03:28 PM
7.03 IEEE 802 03:35 PM
ME | 802 Letter to IEEE SA-SB Nikolich 10 03:35 PM
7.04 IEEE 802.21 03:45 PM
7.041 | ME* Motion - Approve submission of the following standards to ISO/IEC JTC/SC6 for Das 0 03:45 PM
adoption as an ISO/IEC/IEEE standard under the PSDO agreement IEEE Std 802.21-
2017 and IEEE Std 802.21.1-2017
WG Vote: 8/0/0
7.07 ME | IEEE 802.1 Parsons 03:45 PM
7.071 | ME FDIS comment responses for IEEE Stds 802.1Qbu-2016 and 802.1Qbz-2016, to Parsons 3 03:45 PM
SC6 under PSDO
7.072 | ME IEEE Stds 802d-2017, 802.1AEcg-2017, 802.1Qci-2017, 802.1AX-2014/Cor1-2017 | Parsons 3 03:48 PM
P802.1CB and P802.1Qch, to SC6 for adoption under PSDO
7.073 | ME IEEE P802.1Q-rev and 802c to SC6 for information under PSDO Parsons 3 03:51 PM

ec-17-0011-00-00EC
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7.074 II Liaisons Parsons 3 03:54 PM
IEEE 802.1 to IEEE 1588 on PTP port states
IEEE 802.1 to IETF IntArea WG on Private VLAN
IEEE 802.1 to IETF IS-IS WG on extended LLC
IEEE 802.1 to MEF Forum on YANG
IEEE 802.1 to Avnu Alliance on cut-through
7.075 II IEEE 802.1 presentation for Deterministic Ethernet Forum event Parsons 3 03:57 PM
7.08 IEEE 802.3 04:00 PM
7.081 | ME* Approves the liaison letter from the IEEE 802.3 working group to ISO/IEC JTC1 Law 0 04:00 PM
SC6 in respect to the China NB comments on the IEEE Std 802.3bp-2016, |IEEE Std
802.3bg-2016, IEEE Std 802.3by2016, IEEE Std 802.3br-2016 and IEEE Std
802.3bz-2016 FDIS preballots at the URL https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/17/ec-
17-004700-00EC-china-nb-comments-on-ieee-802-3-fdis-pre-ballots.pdf granting
the IEEE 802.3 Chair (or his delegate) editorial license
7.082 | ME* Approves the liaison letter from the IEEE 802.3 working group to ISO/IEC JTC1 Law 0 04:00 PM
SC6 in respect to the China NB comments on the IEEE Std 802.3-2015 FDIS ballot
at the URL https://mentor.ieee.org/802ec/dcn/17/ec-17-0048-00-00EC-china-nb-
comment-on-ieee-std-802-32015-fdis-ballot.pdf granting the IEEE 802.3 Chair (or
his delegate) editorial license
7.083 | ME* The EC supports the IEEE 802.3 NEA IC activity approval press release available at | Law 0 04:00 PM
https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/17/ec-17-004300-00EC-ieee-802-3-nea-ic-
activity-approval-press-release.pdf and IEEE Std 802.3bv-2017 publication press
release available at https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/17/ec-17-0042-00-00EC-ieee-
std802-3bv-2017-publication-press-release.pdf , granting the IEEE 802.3 Chair (or
his delegate) editorial license
7.09 IEEE 802.11 04:00 PM
7.091 1 LC Stakeholder Liaison: WG11 approved the liaison in Stephens 3 04:00 PM
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/17/11-17-0272-03-00Ic-liaison-statement-for-lc-
stakeholders.docx , granting the WG chair editorial license
7.092 ME PDED Motion: WG11 approved 11-17-292-03 as communication to 3GPP Stephens 7 04:03 PM
RAN/RAN1/RAN4, granting the WG Chair editorial license
04:10 PM
8.00 Information Items 04:10 PM
8.01 1 IEEE 802 / SA Task Force Report Nikolich 10 04:10 PM
Minutes - https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/17/ec-17-0052-00-00EC-802-march-
2017-task-force-minutes.pdf
8.02 H HEEE SA-Staff-Reports - ¢] 04:20 PM
8.03 Standing Committee Reports 04:20 PM
8.031 ME 802 /JTC1 SC Report & Approval of liaison to ISO/IEC JTC1/SC6 Myles 5 04:20 PM
8.032 11 802 / ITU SC Report Parsons 5 04:25 PM
8.033 1 802 / IETF SC Report Thaler 5 04:30 PM
8.034 11 802 Wireless Chairs SC Report Heile 5 04:35 PM
8.035 11 Regulatory report Kennedy 5 04:40 PM

ec-17-0011-00-00EC
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8.04 Officers Reports 04:45 PM
8.041 11 1st Vice Chair Report Thaler 5 04:45 PM
8.042 1 2nd Vice Chair Report Gilb 5 04:50 PM
8.043 1 Treasurer's Report Chaplin 10 04:55 PM
8.044 1 Executive secretary report Rosdanhl 2 05:05 PM
8.05 1 Network Services report Verilan 5 05:07 PM
8.06 1 Announcement of 802 EC Interim Telecon (Tuesday 6 Jun 2017, 1-3pm ET) Rosdahl 2 05:12 PM
8.07 1 Call for Tutorials for Jul 2017 Plenary (Monday 10 Jul, 2017) Rosdahl 2 05:14 PM
8.05 DT | IEEE 802 Process Improvement Gilb 30 05:16 PM

05:46 PM

3.00

Announcements from the Chair

Nikolich

01:15PM

Chair noted he had received positive feedback from individuals who were granted fee waivers. Chair
invited Fred to address the EC.

Mr. Law and the bag pipes from Wed night were both acknowledged by EC members.

4.00 LMSC Internal business 01:20 PM

4.01 MI | Confirmation IEEE 802.22 WG Vice Chair, Oliver Holland Mody 3 01:20 PM
Recording secretary confirmed receipt of confirmation and endorsement papers.
Vote in Working Group was 5/0/1.

* Motion #2 Motion to Confirm Vice Chair of the 802.22 WG

Moved Mody

Second Heile

Results 14/0/0

Motion Passes

Reference Agenda Item #4.01

4.02 MI | Approval - Oct 2017 Site Visit to Suzhou, China for Nov 2018 Rosdahl 5 01:23 PM

Rosdahl presented slide 30 from ec-17-0036-01-00EC-executive-secretary-agenda-items-march-2017-
plenary (attached).

ec-17-0011-00-00EC
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* Motion #3 Approve a Site visit to Suzhou, China in preparation for the November 2018 802 Plenary by
Jon, Dawn, and Bob with total travel expenses not to exceed $8000.00.

Moved Rosdahl

Second Heile

Results Vote passed with no objections

Motion Passed

Reference Agenda Item #4.02

4.03 DT | Future Venues Rosdahl 10 01:28 PM

Rosdahl presented slide 31 from ec-17-0036-01-00EC-executive-secretary-agenda-items-march-2017-
plenary (attached). Data from two sites will be presented at EC June Teleconference

Rosdahl presented Slide 32 from ec-17-0036-01-00EC-executive-secretary-agenda-items-march-2017-
plenary (attached). By June, best choice for Asia meeting should be known, and goal is to have contracts
with venues by July.

Rosdahl noted ad hoc being led by Thaler in regards to choosing future venues.

Plan is noted to have 1 Asian meeting in 2020.

4.04 MI | Approve Student Outreach for 802 Plenary July 2017 Rosdahl 3 01:38 PM
$25 fee per student

Rosdahl presented slide 33 from ec-17-0036-01-00EC-executive-secretary-agenda-items-march-2017-
plenary (attached).

* Motion #4 Approve an University Outreach program for the July 2017 Plenary Session with a limit of 25
students and with a one day meeting fee of US $25 per student.

Moved Rosdahl

Second Chaplin

Results Vote passed with no objections

Motion Passed

Reference Agenda Item #4.04

Rosdahl presented slide 34 from from ec-17-0036-01-00EC-executive-secretary-agenda-items-march-
2017-plenary (attached).

Gilb gave overview of upcoming July 2017 Berlin Plenary, including hotel and social information.

Target date is approximately April 15 for registration page to go live. Sklylande noted that the hotel
reservations may open sooner.

4.05 MI | Changes to the OM and Chair's Guidelines Gilb 20 01:41 PM

Gilb presented 45 from ec-17-0045-01-00EC-rule-motions-for-march-2017.pdf (attached).

Gilb presented slides 3 to 5 from ec-17-0016-06-00EC-march-2017-rule-changes.pdf (attached).
Action Item — Rosdahl — create document group “Policies and Procedures

Gilb presented slide 3 from ec-17-0045-01-00EC-rule-motions-for-march-2017.pdf (attached).

9|Page
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* Motion #5

Moved
Second
Results
Motion
Reference

The EC approves the changes described in document ec-17-0016-06, slides 4 and 5, to the

IEEE 802 LMSC Operations Manual
Gilb

D’Ambrosia

15-0-0

passes

Agenda Item #4.05

Gilb presented slides 6 to 11 from ec-17-0016-06-00EC-march-2017-rule-changes.pdf (attached).

Gilb presented proposed slide for participation slide ec-16-0180-03-00EC-ieee-802-participation-slide.pdf
(attached). Color of hyperlinks hard to see.

Action Item - Gilb will update color of hyperlink for participation slide ec-16-0180-03-00EC-ieee-802-
participation-slide.pdf and upload as pdf.

The EC approves the changes described in document ec-17-0016-06, slides 7-11, to the IEEE

* Motion #6 . A
802 LMSC Chair's Guidelines
Moved Gilb
Second D’Ambrosia
Results 15-0-0
Motion passes
Reference Agenda Item #4.05
4.06 11 802.11 Operations Manual Update: WG11 approved the updated IEEE 802.11 Stephens 02:01 PM
Operations Manual in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/14/11-14-0629-18-0000-
802-11-operations-manual.docx
Stephens gave verbal update.
4.07 1 Update - Monday Night EC Discussion - "*The impact of US travel restrictionson | Thompson 02:04 PM
venue selection."*
Thompson gave verbal update of Monday night meeting.
5.00 IEEE Standards Board and Sponsor Ballot Items 02:07 PM
5.02 IEEE 802.19 02:07 PM
5.021 | ME IEEE P802.19.1a D2, Geo-location capable devices operating under general Shellhammer 02:07 PM
authorization, to Sponsor Ballot

Shellhammer presented slides 1 — 3 from ec-17-0051-01-00EC-802-19-ec-motions.pdf (attached).

* Motion #7

Moved
Second
Results
Motion
Reference

» Approve sending IEEE 802.19.1a D2 to Sponsor Ballot
* Confirm the CSD for IEEE P802.19.1a in ec-15-74 Rev 0.

Shellhammer

Das

Passed by voice vote with no objections
Passes

Agenda Item #5.021

ec-17-0011-00-00EC
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5.022 | ME IEEE P802.19.1 Revision PAR to NesCom Shellhammer 3 02:10
PM

Shellhammer presented slides 4 and 5 from ec-17-0051-01-00EC-802-19-ec-motions.pdf (attached)..

Chair noted his preference for shorter titles

Approve forwarding IEEE 802.19.1 Revision PAR documentation in

* Motion #8 https://mentor.ieee.org/802.19/dcn/17/19-17-0034-01-0000-revision-par-proposal-for-802-19-
1-2014.docx to NesCom

Moved Shellhammer

Second Das

Results Passed by voice vote with no objections

Motion passes

Reference Agenda Item #5.022

5.03 ME | IEEE 802.21 02:13PM

5.031 | ME* Motion: Approve forwarding P802.21-2017-cor1 PAR documentation in Das 0 02:13 PM

<https://mentor.ieee.org/802.21/dcn/17/21-17-0014-00-0000-corrigenda-
par-draft.pdf> to IEEE-SA NesCom
WG Vote :8/0/0

Approved with approval of agenda.

5.05 IEEE 802.1 02:13PM
5.051 | ME IEEE 802 Network Enhancements for the Next Decade, ICAID to ICCom Parsons 5 02:13PM

Parsons presented slides 4 — 6 from ec-17-0056-02-00EC-ieee-802-1-agenda-items (attached).

The report noted in the ICAID will be a report to the 802.1 WG.

Forward the ICAID proposal ‘IEEE 802 network enhancements for the next decade’
addressing the 5G SC Action A to ICcom.

* Motion #9
actiona.docx
Moved Parsons
Second Thaler
Results Approved by voice vote with no objections
Motion passes
Reference Agenda Item #5.051
5.052 | ME IEEE P802.1Q-rev, Local Medium Access Control (MAC) Address Usage, to Parsons 3 02:18 PM

Sponsor ballot (Conditional)

Parsons presented slides 8 - 10 from ec-17-0056-02-00EC-ieee-802-1-agenda-items (attached).

* Motion #10 Conditionally approve forwarding P802.1Q-Rev/D2.0 to Sponsor Ballot.
Moved Parsons

Second Thaler

Results Approved by voice vote with no objections

Motion Passes

Reference Agenda Item #5.052

1l1|Page
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5.053 | ME

IEEE P802c, Local Medium Access Control (MAC) Address Usage, to RevCom Parsons 3 02:21 PM
(conditional)

Parsons presented slides 12 - 13 from ec-17-0056-02-00EC-ieee-802-1-agenda-items (attached).

Conditionally approve sending P802¢ to RevCom.

* Motion #11 * Approve CSD documentation in https://mentor.ieee.org/802ec/dcn/16/ec-16-0217-00-
ACSD-802c.pdf

Moved Parsons

Second Thaler

Results Approved by voice vote with no objections

Motion Passes

Reference Agenda Item #5.053

5.054 | ME IEEE P802.1Qch, Cyclic Queuing and Forwarding, to RevCom Parsons 3 02:24 PM

Parsons presented slides 14 - 15 from ec-17-0056-02-00EC-ieee-802-1-agenda-items (attached).

Approve sending P802.1Qch D2.2 to RevCom. * Approve CSD documentation in

* Motion #12 http://www.ieee802.0rg/1/files/public/docs2014/ch-mjtcyclic-queuing-and-forwarding-par-
csd-0814-v01.pdf

Moved Parsons

Second Thaler

Results Approved by voice vote with no objections

Motion Passes

Reference Agenda Item #5.054

5.055 | ME IEEE P802.1CB, Frame Replication and Elimination for Reliability, to RevCom Parsons 3 02:27 PM

(conditional)

Parsons presented slides 16 — 17 from ec-17-0056-02-00EC-ieee-802-1-agenda-items (attached).

Conditionally approve sending P802.1CB D2.8 to RevCom.

* Motion #13 » Approve CSD (5C) documentation in http://www.ieee802.0rg/1/files/public/docs2013/new-
p8021CB-draft-5¢-0313.pdf

Moved Parsons

Second Thaler

Results Approved by voice vote with no objections

Motion passes

Reference Agenda Item #5.055

5.06 IEEE 802.3 02:30 PM

5.061 | ME* Motion - Approve IEEE P802.3-2015/Cor1 (IEEE 802.3ce) D2.1 remaining on Law 0 02:30 PM

the March 2017 RevCom agenda.

Approved with approval of agenda.

5.062 | ME* Motion: Law 0 02:30 PM
o Approve sending IEEE P802.3cc D3.0 to sponsor ballot
o Confirm the IEEE P802.3cc CSD in http://www.ieee802.org/3/cc/ec-
160059-00-ACSD-802-3cc.pdf
Approved with approval of agenda.

ec-17-001
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https://mentor.ieee.org/802ec/dcn/16/ec-16-0217-00-ACSD-802c.pdf
https://mentor.ieee.org/802ec/dcn/16/ec-16-0217-00-ACSD-802c.pdf
http://www.ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2014/ch-mjtcyclic-queuing-and-forwarding-par-csd-0814-v01.pdf
http://www.ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2014/ch-mjtcyclic-queuing-and-forwarding-par-csd-0814-v01.pdf
http://www.ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2013/new-p8021CB-draft-5c-0313.pdf
http://www.ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2013/new-p8021CB-draft-5c-0313.pdf

5.063 | ME* Motion: Approve forwarding IEEE P802.3 (IEEE 802.3cj) PAR in Law 0 02:30 PM
https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/17 /ec-17-0044-00-00EC-ieee-p8023-
ieee-802-3cj-standard-for-ethernet-revision-par.pdf to NesCom

Approved with approval of agenda.

5.064 | ME IEEE P802.3cb, 2.5 Gb/s and 5 Gb/s Operation over Backplane, to Sponsor Law 3 02:30 PM
ballot (conditional)

Law presented slide 2 from ec-17-0019-01-00EC-ieee-802-3-agenda-items-friday-17th-march-2017.pdf
(attached).

Conditionally approve sending IEEE P802.3cb to sponsor ballot

* Motion #14 Confirm the IEEE P802.3cb CSD in https://mentor.ieee.org/802ec/dcn/16/ec-16-0143-00-
ACSD-802-3cb.pdf

Moved Law

Second D’Ambrosia

Results Passes by voice vote without objection

Motion passes

Reference Agenda Item #5.064

5.065 | ME IEEE P802.3ch, Greater than 1 Gb/s Automotive Ethernet, PAR to NesCom Law 5 02:33 PM

Law presented slides 6 — 8 from ec-17-0019-01-00EC-ieee-802-3-agenda-items-friday-17th-march-2017.pdf
(attached).

Approve forwarding IEEE P802.3ch PAR in https://mentor.ieee.org/802ec/den/17/ec-17-0008-
* Motion #15 03-00EC-ieee-p802-3ch-draft-par.pdf to NesCom
Approve IEEE P802.3ch CSD in https://mentor.ieee.org/802ec/dcn/17/ec-17-0009-01-00EC-
ieee-p802-3ch-draft-csd.pdf
Moved Law
Second D’Ambrosia
Results
Motion
Reference Agenda Item #5.065
Motion to amend — Add the sentence — “The typical link distance supported by this standard is
* Motion #16 at least 15m in some modes of operation” at the end of the current scope, as presented by
David Law
Moved Gilb
Second Das
Results 1-9-4
Motion Fails
Reference Agenda ltem #5.065

Reverted back to Motion#15
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https://mentor.ieee.org/802ec/dcn/16/ec-16-0143-00-ACSD-802-3cb.pdf
https://mentor.ieee.org/802ec/dcn/16/ec-16-0143-00-ACSD-802-3cb.pdf
https://mentor.ieee.org/802ec/dcn/17/ec-17-0008-03-00EC-ieee-p802-3ch-draft-par.pdf
https://mentor.ieee.org/802ec/dcn/17/ec-17-0008-03-00EC-ieee-p802-3ch-draft-par.pdf
https://mentor.ieee.org/802ec/dcn/17/ec-17-0009-01-00EC-ieee-p802-3ch-draft-csd.pdf
https://mentor.ieee.org/802ec/dcn/17/ec-17-0009-01-00EC-ieee-p802-3ch-draft-csd.pdf

Approve forwarding IEEE P802.3ch PAR in https://mentor.ieee.org/802ec/dcn/17/ec-17-0008-

* Motion #15 03-00EC-ieee-p802-3ch-draft-par.pdf to NesCom

(Continue) Approve IEEE P802.3ch CSD in https://mentor.ieee.org/802ec/den/17/ec-17-0009-01-00EC-
ieee-p802-3ch-draft-csd.pdf

Moved Law

Second D’Ambrosia

Results 14-1-0

Motion Passes

Reference Agenda Item #5.065

5.07 IEEE 802.11 02:38 PM

5.071 | ME IEEE P802.11aj to Sponsor Ballot Stephens 3 02:38 PM

Stephens presented slides 3 to 8 from 11-17-0498-02-00ak-report-to-ec-on-conditional-approval-to-go-to-
sponsor-ballot.pdf (attached)

Stephens presented Slide 25 from 11-17-0258-04-0000-march-2017-wg-motions.pdf (attached).

» Conditionally approve sending P802.11ak D4.0 to Sponsor Ballot and

* Motion #17 e Confirm the 5C for P802.11ak in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/12/11-12-1208-00-0glk-
802-11-glk-draft-5¢c.docx

Moved Stephens

Second Rosdahl

Results Passes by voice vote without objections

Motion Passes

Reference Agenda Item #5.071

5.072 | ME IEEE P802.11ak to Sponsor Ballot (conditional) Stephens 3 02:41 PM

Recording Secretary noted that items 5.071 and 5.072 had been taken out of order. There were no
objections to modifying agenda.

Stephens presented slide 24 from 11-17-0258-04-0000-march-2017-wg-motions.pdf (attached).

e Approve sending P802.11aj D5.0 to Sponsor Ballot and
* Motion #18 e Confirm the 5C for P802.11aj in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/12/11-12-0141-07-
cmmw-ieee-802-11-cmww-sg-5c.doc
Moved Stephens
Second Rosdahl
Results Passes by voice vote without objection
Motion Passes
Reference Agenda Item #5.072
5.073 | ME IEEE P802.11 Revision PAR to NesCom Stephens 5 02:44 PM

Stephens presented Slide 26 from 11-17-0258-04-0000-march-2017-wg-motions.pdf (attached).

Stephens presented PAR from 11-17-0004-03-0000-revision-par-proposal-tgmd.pdf (attached).
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https://mentor.ieee.org/802ec/dcn/17/ec-17-0009-01-00EC-ieee-p802-3ch-draft-csd.pdf
https://mentor.ieee.org/802ec/dcn/17/ec-17-0009-01-00EC-ieee-p802-3ch-draft-csd.pdf
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/12/11-12-1208-00-0glk-802-11-glk-draft-5c.docx
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/12/11-12-1208-00-0glk-802-11-glk-draft-5c.docx
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/12/11-12-0141-07-cmmw-ieee-802-11-cmww-sg-5c.doc
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/12/11-12-0141-07-cmmw-ieee-802-11-cmww-sg-5c.doc

Approve forwarding P802.11 PAR revision documentation in

* Motion #19 https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/den/17/11-17-0004-03-0000-revision-par-proposal-tgmd.doc
to NesCom

Moved Stephens

Second Rosdahl

Results Passes by voice vote without objection

Motion passes

Reference Agenda Item #5.073

5.08 IEEE 802.15 02:49 PM

5.081 | ME IEEE P802.15.4-2015 Cor1 Revision PAR to NesCom Heile 3 | 02:49PM

Heile presented Slide 18 from 15-17-0234-00-0000-802.15 Closing EC Mtg Package 2017-03-17.pdf

(attached).
* Motion #20 Approve forwarding 802.15.4-2015 Corl PAR documentation in 15-17-0192-01-Omag to
NesCom
Moved Heile
Second Gilb
Results Passes by voice vote without objection
Motion passes
Reference Agenda Item #5.081
5.082 | ME IEEE P802.15.4 REVd Revision PAR to NesCom Heile 3 02:52 PM

Heile presented Slide 20 from 15-17-0234-00-0000-802.15 Closing EC Mtg Package 2017-03-17.pdf

(attached).
* Motion #21 Motion: Approve forwarding 802.15.4 Revision d PAR documentation in 15-17-0106-03-0000 to
NesCom
Moved Heile
Second Gilb
Results Passes by voice vote without objection
Motion passes
Reference Agenda Item #5.082
5.083 | ME IEEE P802.15.3f, mmWave Band Extension, PAR to NesCom Heile 3 02:55 PM

Heile presented Slide 19 from 15-17-0234-00-0000-802.15 Closing EC Mtg Package 2017-03-17.pdf

(attached).

15| Page

ec-17-0011-00-00EC



https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/17/11-17-0004-03-0000-revision-par-proposal-tgmd.doc
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/17/15-17-0192-01-0mag-p802-15-4-2006-cor-1-par-detail.pdf
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/17/15-17-0106-03-0000-802-15-4-par-revision-d.pdf

Move to
* Approve forwarding 802.15.3f PAR, Amendment Extending the Physical layer (PHY)
* Motion #22 specification for millimeter wave to operate from 57.0 GHz to 71 GHz, documentation
in <doc-15-17-0055-02-0000> to NesCom
* Approve CSD documentation in 15-17-0049-01-0000-csd-amendment-for-use-up-to-71-
ghz
Moved Helie
Second Gilb
Results Passes by voice vote without objection
Motion passes
Reference Agenda Item #5.083
5.084 | ME IEEE P802.15.11, Multi-gigabit OWC, PAR to NesCom Heile 3 | 02:58PM

Heile presented Slide 20 from 15-17-0234-00-0000-802.15 Closing EC Mtg Package 2017-03-17.pdf
(attached).

* Approve forwarding 802.15.13 PAR, Multi-Gigabit per Second Optical Wireless
Communications (OWC) with Ranges up to 200 m, documentation in <doc-15-17-0076-
03-0000> to NesCom

e Approve CSD documentation in 15-17-0075-01-0000-multi-gigabit-owc-csd

Moved Helie

* Motion #23

Second Gilb

Results Passes by voice vote without objection
Motion passes

Reference Agenda Item #5.084

5.085 | ME IEEE P802.15.4v, Regional Sub Gig Bands, to RevCom Heile 3 03:10 PM

Heile presented slides 10 to 16 from 15-17-0234-00-0000-802.15 Closing EC Mtg Package 2017-03-17.pdf
(attached).

Move that the 802 EC

* Motion #24 — Approves submitting P802.15.4v/D05 to RevCom.
— Confirms the CSD [15-16-0131-01-0000 15.4v CSD]

Moved Helie
Second Gilb
Results Passes by voice vote without objection
Motion passes
Reference Agenda Item #5.085
5.086 | ME IEEE P802.15.3d, 100 Gb/s PHY, to Sponsor Ballot Heile 3 03:13PM

Heile presented slides 1 — 4 from 15-17-0234-00-0000-802.15 Closing EC Mtg Package 2017-03-17.pdf
(attached).
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https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/17/15-17-0055-02-0000-draft-par-amendment-for-use-of-the-64-71-ghz.pdf
https://d.docs.live.net/a76b78698ac40a99/Documents/IEEE%20802/IEEE/802/Meetings/Plenaries/17_03/15-17-0049-01-0000-csd-amendment-for-use-up-to-71-ghz
https://d.docs.live.net/a76b78698ac40a99/Documents/IEEE%20802/IEEE/802/Meetings/Plenaries/17_03/15-17-0049-01-0000-csd-amendment-for-use-up-to-71-ghz
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/17/15-17-0076-03-0000-multi-gigabit-owc-par.pdf
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/17/15-17-0076-03-0000-multi-gigabit-owc-par.pdf
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/17/15-17-0075-01-0000-multi-gigabit-owc-csd.docx
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/16/15-16-0131-01-0000-15-4v-regional-sub-ghz-csd-draft.docx

* Motion #25

Moved
Second
Results
Motion
Reference

* Approve sending P802.15.3d Draft 02 to Sponsor Ballot
* Confirm the CSD for P802.15.3d in 15-0683-01-003d-tg3d

Heile

Gilb

Passes by voice vote without objection
passes

Agenda Item #5.086

Break at 3pm

Reconvened at 3:15pm

5.087 | ME

IEEE P802.15.8, Peer Aware Communications, to Sponsor Ballot Heile

3

03:16 PM

Heile presented slides 5 — 9 from 15-17-0234-00-0000-802.15 Closing EC Mtg Package 2017-03-17.pdf

(attached).
* Motion #26 . Conc?.1t1ona11y approve sendug P802.15.8 to Sponsor Ballot
* Confirm the 5C for P802.15.8 in 15-12-0158-00-Opac
Moved Heile
Second Gilb
Results Passes by voice vote without objection
Motion passes
Reference Agenda Item #5.087
5.09 IEEE 802.16 03:19 PM
5.091 | ME P802.16s, Narrow Band, to Sponsor Ballot (Conditional) Marks 3 03:19 PM
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.16/dcn/17/16-17-0018-00.pdf

Marks presented slides from 16-17-0018-00.pdf (attached).

ec-17-0011-00-00EC

Move to:
% Motion #27 ¢ Conditionally approve sending P802.16s to Sponsor Ballot
o Confirm the CSD for P802.16s in https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/16/ec-
16-0055-00ACSD-802-16s.docx
Moved Marks
Second Godfrey
Results Passes by voice vote without objection
Motion passes
Reference Agenda Item #5.091
6.00 Executive Committee Study Groups, Working Groups, TAGs 03:22 PM
6.03 MI | IEEE802.21 Das 03:22 PM
605 Ml | EEE802:24 Godfrey - 03:22PM
6.06 IEEE-802.1 _ 03:22 PM
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https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/15/15-15-0683-01-003d-tg3d-csd-change.docx
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/12/15-12-0158-00-0pac-draft-pac-five-criteria.rtf
https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/16/ec-16-0055-00ACSD-802-16s.docx
https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/16/ec-16-0055-00ACSD-802-16s.docx

6.07

IEEE 802.3 03:22 PM

6.071

MI*

Motion: Grant the 1st re-chartering of the IEEE 802.3 Multi-Gig Automotive Law 0 03:22 PM
Ethernet PHY study group

Approved with approval of agenda.

609 M| HEEE80215 Heile - 03:22PM

03:22 PM
7.00 LMSC Liaisons and External Communications 03:22 PM
7.01 IEEE 802.18 03:22 PM
7.011 | ME* Motion - Approve 18-17/39r3 as communication to Innovation, Science and Kennedy 0 03:22 PM

Economic Development, Canada in response to their “Consultation on the
Technical and Policy Framework for Radio Local Area Network Devices
Operating in the 5150-5250 MHz Frequency Band”.

Approved with approval of agenda.

7.012

ME

Liaison to ITU-R Regarding Terahertz specifications Kennedy 3 03:22 PM

Kennedy showed slide 4 from 11-17-0061-00-0000-march-2017-ec-motions.pdf (attached).

It was noted that the document should be submitted as a contribution, not as a liaison. Document needs to
be reviewed to verify to ensure it is correctly noted as a contribution, not liaison, throughout.

Action Item - Kennedy to address 7.012 and 7.013 via EC Mail ballot and to collaborate with Gilb and

Marks

7.013

ME

Liaions to ITU-R WP5A Regarding 60 GHz Proximity Networking Kennedy 3 03:25 PM

Will be addressed via EC Mail ballot. See Agenda Item 7.012.

7.02

IEEE 802.19 03:28 PM

7.021

ME

Liaison to 3GPP regarding LAA/802.11 Coexistence Shellhammer 7 03:28 PM

Shellhammer presented slide 6 from ec-17-0051-00-00EC-802-19-ec-motions.pdf (attached).

Approve https://mentor.ieee.org/802.19/dcn/17/19-17-0030-08-0000-proposed-response-to-

* Motion #28 most-recent-liaison-from-3gpp-related-to-laa.docx as liaison to 3GPP RAN and RAN1, granting
the IEEE LMSC chair (or his delegate) editorial license.

Moved Shellhammer

Second Das

Results Passes by voice vote without objection

Motion passes

Reference Agenda Item #7.021
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https://mentor.ieee.org/802.19/dcn/17/19-17-0030-08-0000-proposed-response-to-most-recent-liaison-from-3gpp-related-to-laa.docx
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.19/dcn/17/19-17-0030-08-0000-proposed-response-to-most-recent-liaison-from-3gpp-related-to-laa.docx
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.19/dcn/17/19-17-0030-08-0000-proposed-response-to-most-recent-liaison-from-3gpp-related-to-laa.docx

7.03 IEEE 802 03:35 PM

ME | 802 Letter to IEEE SA-SB Nikolich 10 03:35 PM

Nikolich presented ec-17-0050-00-00EC-802-ec-response-to-sasb.pdf (attached).

The EC then participated in the time-honored tradition of wordsmithing on the floor. The Recording
Secretary noticed that Gilb did not demonstrate his normal tenacity in ensuring that the document met his
specific criteria. Others however were up to the task.

The Chair asked Gilb to explain the goals of the following straw polls shown in EC-17-49-r01, as 802 had
been asked if actions taken had been sufficient. See slides from https://mentor.ieee.orq/802-
ec/den/17/ec-17-0049-01-00EC-tgax-dominance-followup.pdf

Thompson was considered part of the unconflicted group.
It was agreed that vote would be taken openly.
Straw Poll

Were the actions taken by the IEEE 802 Executive Committee regarding the finding of dominance in IEEE
802.11ax effective and sufficient?

IEEE 802 EC Members previously declared as unconflicted —Y/N 9/2
All IEEE 802 EC members -Y/N 14/2

Chair noted that both votes would be reported.

Approve sending document EC-17-0050-01 to the IEEE SASB Chair, with updates from straw

* Motion #29
otio polls taken.
Moved Gilb
Second Chaplin
Results 15-0-0
Motion passes
Reference Agenda Item #7.03
7.04 IEEE 802.21 03:45 PM
7.041 | ME* Motion - Approve submission of the following standards to ISO/IEC JTC/SC6 for Das 0 03:45 PM

adoption as an ISO/IEC/IEEE standard under the PSDO agreement IEEE Std
802.21-2017 and IEEE Std 802.21.1-2017
WG Vote: 8/0/0

Approved with approval of agenda.

706 ME | IEEE802:24 Godfrey - 03:45PM

7.07 ME | IEEE 802.1 Parsons 03:45 PM

7.071 | ME FDIS comment responses for IEEE Stds 802.1Qbu-2016 and 802.1Qbz-2016, to Parsons 3 03:45PM
SC6 under PSDO

Parsons presented Slide 19 from ec-17-0056-02-00EC-ieee-802-1-agenda-items.pdf (attached).
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Approve liaison of the following comment responses to ISO/IEC JTC1/SC6 under the PSDO
agreement:

2017 P802.1CB and P802.1Qch, to SC6 for adoption under PSDO

* Motion #30 - 802.1Qbu-2016 and 802.1Qbz-2016:
http://ieee802.0rg/1/files/public/docs2017/liaison-randall-
SC6ResponseQbuandQbz-0317.pdf

Moved Parsons

Second Thaler

Results Passes by voice vote without objection

Motion passes

Reference Agenda Item #7.071

7.072 | ME IEEE Stds 802d-2017, 802.1AEcg-2017, 802.1Qci-2017, 802.1AX-2014/Cor1- Parsons 3 03:48 PM

Parsons presented Slide 20 from ec-17-0056-02-00EC-ieee-802-1-agenda-items.pdf (attached).

* Motion #31 See page 20 ec-17-0056-02-00EC-ieee-802-1-agenda-items

Moved Parsons

Second Thaler

Results Passes by voice vote without objection

Motion passes

Reference Agenda Item #7.072

7.073 | ME IEEE P802.1Q-rev and 802c to SC6 for information under PSDO Parsons 3 03:51 PM

Parsons presented Slide 21 from ec-17-0056-02-00EC-ieee-802-1-agenda-items.pdf (attached).

IEEE 802.1 to IEEE 1588 on PTP port states

IEEE 802.1 to IETF IntArea WG on Private VLAN
IEEE 802.1 to IETF IS-1S WG on extended LLC
IEEE 802.1 to MEF Forum on YANG

IEEE 802.1 to Avnu Alliance on cut-through

* Motion #32 See page 21 ec-17-0056-02-00EC-ieee-802-1-agenda-items

Moved Parsons

Second Thaler

Results Passes by voice vote without objection

Motion passes

Reference Agenda Item #7.073

7.074 | 11 Liaisons Parsons 3 03:54 PM

Parsons presented Slide 22 to 27 from ec-17-0056-02-00EC-ieee-802-1-agenda-items.pdf (attached).

7.075 II

IEEE 802.1 presentation for Deterministic Ethernet Forum event Parsons 3 03:57 PM

Parsons presented Slide 28 to 31 from ec-17-0056-02-00EC-ieee-802-1-agenda-items.pdf (attached).

7.08

IEEE 802.

3 04:00 PM

7.081

ME*

Approves the liaison letter from the IEEE 802.3 working group to ISO/IEC JTC1
SC6 in respect to the China NB comments on the IEEE Std 802.3bp-2016, IEEE
Std 802.3bg-2016, IEEE Std 802.3by2016, IEEE Std 802.3br-2016 and IEEE Std
802.3bz-2016 FDIS preballots at the URL https://mentor.ieee.org/802-
ec/dcn/17/ec-17-004700-00EC-china-nb-comments-on-ieee-802-3-fdis-pre-
ballots.pdf granting the IEEE 802.3 Chair (or his delegate) editorial license

Law

04:00 PM

Approved with approval of agenda.

ec-17-0011-00-00EC
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7.082

ME*

Approves the liaison letter from the IEEE 802.3 working group to ISO/IEC JTC1
SC6 in respect to the China NB comments on the IEEE Std 802.3-2015 FDIS
ballot at the URL https://mentor.ieee.org/802ec/dcn/17/ec-17-0048-00-00EC-
china-nb-comment-on-ieee-std-802-32015-fdis-ballot.pdf granting the IEEE 802.3
Chair (or his delegate) editorial license

Law

04:00 PM

Approved with approval of agenda.

7.083

ME*

The EC supports the IEEE 802.3 NEA IC activity approval press release available
at https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/17/ec-17-004300-00EC-ieee-802-3-nea-ic-
activity-approval-press-release.pdf and IEEE Std 802.3bv-2017 publication press
release available at https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/17/ec-17-0042-00-00EC-
ieee-std802-3bv-2017-publication-press-release.pdf , granting the IEEE 802.3
Chair (or his delegate) editorial license

Law

04:00 PM

Approved with approval of agenda.

7.09

IEEE 802.11

04:00 PM

7.091

LC Stakeholder Liaison: WG11 approved the liaison in
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/17/11-17-0272-03-00Ic-liaison-statement-for-
Ic-stakeholders.docx , granting the WG chair editorial license

Stephens

04:00 PM

Stephens presented Slide 27 from 11-17-0258-04-0000-march-2017-wg-motions.pdf (attached).

7.092

ME

PDED Motion: WG11 approved 11-17-292-03 as communication to 3GPP
RAN/RAN1/RAN4, granting the WG Chair editorial license

Stephens

7

03:47 PM

Stephens presented Slide 28 from 11-17-0258-04-0000-march-2017-wg-motions.pdf (attached).

Approve 11-17-292-04 as communication to 3GPP RAN/RAN1/RAN4, granting the

Minutes - https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/17/ec-17-0052-00-00EC-802-march-
2017-task-force-minutes.pdf

* Motion #33 . . s 2.
LMSC Chair or his delegate editorial license

Moved Stephens

Second Rosdahl

Results Passes by voice vote with no objections

Motion Passes

Reference Agenda Item #7.092

+10 ME | HEEE80215 Heile - 04:10-PM
04:10 PM

8.00 Information Items 04:10 PM

8.01 1 IEEE 802 / SA Task Force Report Nikolich 10 04:10 PM

Nikolich gave verbal overview of minutes.

Action — Rosdahl to report to ProCom that a discussion regarding outside consensus building activities is
occurring within 802.

8.02 H | IEEE-SA-StaffReperts - 4] 04:20 PM
8.03 Standing Committee Reports 04:20 PM
8.031 | ME 802 /JTC1 SC Report & Approval of liaison to ISO/IEC JTC1/SC6 Myles 5 04:20 PM

ec-17-0011-00-00EC
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* Motion #34 The IEEE 802 EC approves 11-17-391-05 liaison statement from IEEE 802 to ISO/IEC JTC1/SC6
Moved Parsons

Second Gilb

Results Passes by voice vote with no objections

Motion Passes

Reference Agenda Item #8.031

8.032 11 802/ ITU SC Report Parsons 5 04:25 PM

Parsons presented slide 27 of ec-17-0030-01-INTL-itu-standing-committee-agenda-mar-2017.pdf
(attached).

8.033 1 802 / IETF SC Report Thaler 5 04:30 PM

Thaler gave verbal update —

Draft: https://www.ietf.org/id/draft-nordmark-intarea-ippl-05.txt IP over Intentionally Partially Partitioned Links
(e.g. Private VLANSs) which is proposed for IETF WG adoption includes mandatory statements for bridge
behavior and doesn't reference P802.1Q. IEEE 802.1 has written a liaison statement proposing changes to
the document.

MPLS/VPLS issue with potentially treating payloads beginning with MAC addresses starting with 4 or 6 as
starting with IPv4 or IPv6 headers rather than MAC headers. See blog
post: http://seclists.org/nanog/2016/Dec/29

IETF BCP 128 (RFC 4928)

8.034 II 802 Wireless Chairs SC Report Heile 5 04:35 PM

No business, as report is at beginning of week. This item should be Remove from agenda.

8.035 I Regulatory report Kennedy 5 04:40 PM

Kennedy presented 18-17-0062-01-0000-march-closing-report.pdf (attached).

8.04 Officers Reports 04:45 PM

8.041 II 1st Vice Chair Report Thaler 5 04:45 PM

Action Item — Thaler / D’Ambrosia to update IEEE 802 Tutorial Slide Set.

Action Item — Thaler to include Rosdahl in reminder for requesting volunteers to help do introductory
tutorial.

8.042 1 2nd Vice Chair Report Gilb 5 04:50 PM

Gilb clarified that a WG has to bring a liaison relationship to the sponsor for approval.

8.043 11 Treasurer's Report Chaplin 10 04:55 PM

Chaplin presented ec-17-0059-00-00EC-2017-03-17-treasurer-report.pdf (attached).

It was noted that North America visits are becoming more expensive, and contracts being negotiated now
are less favorable.
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8.044 11 Executive secretary report Rosdahl 2 05:05 PM

Rosdahl presented slide 36 from ec-17-0036-01-00EC-executive-secretary-agenda-items-march-2017-
plenary.pdf (attached).

8.045 H Recording-Secretary-Report D*Ambrosia - 05:07-PM
8.046 H Appeals-report-No-items-to-report D*Ambrosia - 05:07-PM
8.05 11 Network Services report Verilan 5 05:07 PM

Reed from Verilan gave update.

8.06 11 Announcement of 802 EC Interim Telecon (Tuesday 6 Jun 2017, 1-3pm ET) Rosdahl 2 05:12 PM

Rosdahl presented slide 37 from ec-17-0036-01-00EC-executive-secretary-agenda-items-march-2017-
plenary.pdf (attached).

Add items

e Parsons requested 15 min to Discuss / approve liaison to ITU-T JCA IMT-2020.
e Dasrequested 10 min

e Heile requested 5 min 802.15.4 to Sponsor Ballot

e Mody requested 5 min 802.22 liaison to P1907 and White Space Alliance

8.07 11 Call for Tutorials for Jul 2017 Plenary (Monday 10 Jul, 2017) Rosdahl 2 05:14 PM

Rosdahl presented slide 38 from ec-17-0036-01-00EC-executive-secretary-agenda-items-march-2017-
plenary.pdf (attached).

Action Item — Rosdahl to update Tutorial request form.

8.05 DT | IEEE 802 Process Improvement Gilb 30 05:16 PM

Gilb presented ec-17-0058-00-00EC-improving-ieee-802-process.pdf (attached). Open discussion
regarding slide content happened.

Meeting adjourned at 6pm.
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Action Item Summary

Iltem 4.05 Rosdahl Create document group “Policies and Procedures

Item 4.05 Gilb update color of hyperlink for participation slide ec-16-0180-03-00EC-ieee-802-
participation-slide.pdf and upload as pdf

Iltem 7.012 | Kennedy address 7.012 and 7.013 via EC Mail ballot and to collaborate with Gilb and

/7.013 Marks

Item 8.01 Rosdahl report to ProCom that a discussion regarding outside consensus building
activities is occurring within 802.

Iltem 8.041 | Thaler/ update IEEE 802 Tutorial Slide Set.

D’Ambrosia

Iltem 8.041 | Thaler include Rosdahl in reminder for requesting volunteers to help do introductory
tutorial.

Iltem 8.07 Rosdahl Update Tutorial Request Form.

ec-17-0011-00-00EC
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Consent Agenda Motion Summary

5.031

ME*

Motion: Approve forwarding P802.21-2017-corl PAR documentation in
<https://mentor.ieee.org/802.21/dcn/17/21-17-0014-00-0000-corrigenda-
par-draft.pdf> to IEEE-SA NesCom
WG Vote : 8/0/0

Das

02:13 PM

5.061

ME*

Motion - Approve IEEE P802.3-2015/Cor1 (IEEE 802.3ce) D2.1 remaining on
the March 2017 RevCom agenda.

Law

02:30 PM

5.062

ME*

Motion:
e Approve sending [EEE P802.3cc D3.0 to sponsor ballot
o Confirm the IEEE P802.3cc CSD in http://www.ieee802.0rg/3/cc/ec-160059-
00-ACSD-802-3cc.pdf

Law

02:30 PM

5.063

ME*

Motion: Approve forwarding IEEE P802.3 (IEEE 802.3cj) PAR in
https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/17 /ec-17-0044-00-00EC-ieee-p8023-ieee-
802-3cj-standard-for-ethernet-revision-par.pdf to NesCom

Law

02:30 PM

6.071

MI*

Motion: Grant the 1st re-chartering of the IEEE 802.3 Multi-Gig Automotive
Ethernet PHY study group

Law

03:22 PM

7.011

ME*

Motion - Approve 18-17/39r3 as communication to Innovation, Science and
Economic Development, Canada in response to their “Consultation on the
Technical and Policy Framework for Radio Local Area Network Devices
Operating in the 5150-5250 MHz Frequency Band”.

Kennedy

03:22 PM

7.041

ME*

Motion - Approve submission of the following standards to ISO/IEC JTC/SC6
for adoption as an ISO/IEC/IEEE standard under the PSDO agreement IEEE Std
802.21-2017 and IEEE Std 802.21.1-2017
WG Vote: 8/0/0

Das

03:45 PM

7.081

ME*

Approves the liaison letter from the IEEE 802.3 working group to ISO/IEC
JTC1 SC6 in respect to the China NB comments on the IEEE Std 802.3bp-2016,
IEEE Std 802.3bq-2016, IEEE Std 802.3by2016, IEEE Std 802.3br-2016 and IEEE
Std 802.3bz-2016 FDIS preballots at the URL https://mentor.ieee.org/802-
ec/dcn/17/ec-17-004700-00EC-china-nb-comments-on-ieee-802-3-fdis-pre-
ballots.pdf granting the IEEE 802.3 Chair (or his delegate) editorial license

Law

04:00 PM

7.082

ME*

Approves the liaison letter from the IEEE 802.3 working group to ISO/IEC
JTC1 SC6 in respect to the China NB comments on the IEEE Std 802.3-2015 FDIS
ballot at the URL https://mentor.ieee.org/802ec/dcn/17/ec-17-0048-00-00EC-
china-nb-comment-on-ieee-std-802-32015-fdis-ballot.pdf granting the IEEE
802.3 Chair (or his delegate) editorial license

Law

04:00 PM

7.083

ME*

The EC supports the IEEE 802.3 NEA IC activity approval press release
available at https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/17 /ec-17-004300-00EC-ieee-
802-3-nea-ic-activity-approval-press-release.pdf and IEEE Std 802.3bv-2017
publication press release available at https://mentor.ieee.org/802-
ec/dcn/17/ec-17-0042-00-00EC-ieee-std802-3bv-2017-publication-press-
release.pdf, granting the IEEE 802.3 Chair (or his delegate) editorial license

Law

04:00 PM

ec-17-0011-00-00EC
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Motion Summary

* Motion #1 Move to approve the modified agenda

Moved DAmbrosia

Second Gilb

Results 14-0-0

Motion Passes

Reference Agenda Item #2.00

* Motion #2 Motion to Confirm Vice Chair of the 802.22 WG

Moved Mody

Second Heile

Results 14/0/0

Motion Passes

Reference Agenda Item #4.01

* Motion #3 Approve a Site visit to Suzhou, China in preparation for the November 2018 802 Plenary by
Jon, Dawn, and Bob with total travel expenses not to exceed $8000.00.

Moved Rosdahl

Second Heile

Results Vote passed with no objections

Motion Passed

Reference Agenda Item #4.02

* Motion #4 Approve an University Outreach program for the July 2017 Plenary Session with a limit of 25
students and with a one day meeting fee of US $25 per student.

Moved Rosdahl

Second Chaplin

Results Vote passed with no objections

Motion Passed

Reference Agenda Item #4.04

* Motion #5 The EC approves the changes described in document ec-17-0016-06, slides 4 and 5, to the
IEEE 802 LMSC Operations Manual

Moved Gilb

Second D’Ambrosia

Results 15-0-0

Motion passes

Reference Agenda Item #4.05

* Motion #6 The EC approves the changes described in document ec-17-0016-06, slides 7-11, to the IEEE
802 LMSC Chair's Guidelines

Moved Gilb

Second D’Ambrosia

Results 15-0-0

Motion passes

Reference Agenda Item #4.05
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* Approve sending IEEE 802.19.1a D2 to Sponsor Ballot

* Motion #1 - Confirm the CSD for IEEE P802.19.1a in ec-15-74 Rev 0.

Moved Shellhammer

Second Das

Results Passed by voice vote with no objections

Motion Passes

Reference Agenda Item #5.021
Approve forwarding IEEE 802.19.1 Revision PAR documentation in

* Motion #8 https://mentor.ieee.org/802.19/dcn/17/19-17-0034-01-0000-revision-par-proposal-for-802-19-
1-2014.docx to NesCom

Moved Shellhammer

Second Das

Results Passed by voice vote with no objections

Motion passes

Reference Agenda Item #5.022
Forward the ICAID proposal ‘IEEE 802 network enhancements for the next decade’

* Motion #9 addressmg the SG SC Action A to ICcom.
act1ona docx

Moved Parsons

Second Thaler

Results Approved by voice vote with no objections

Motion passes

Reference Agenda Item #5.051

* Motion #10 Conditionally approve forwarding P802.1Q-Rev/D2.0 to Sponsor Ballot.

Moved Parsons

Second Thaler

Results Approved by voice vote with no objections

Motion Passes

Reference Agenda Item #5.052
Conditionally approve sending P802c to RevCom.

* Motion #11 * Approve CSD documentation in https://mentor.ieee.org/802ec/dcn/16/ec-16-0217-00-
ACSD-802c.pdf

Moved Parsons

Second Thaler

Results Approved by voice vote with no objections

Motion Passes

Reference Agenda Item #5.053
Approve sending P802.1Qch D2.2 to RevCom. * Approve CSD documentation in

* Motion #12 http://www.ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2014/ch-mjtcyclic-queuing-and-forwarding-par-
csd-0814-v01.pdf

Moved Parsons

Second Thaler

Results Approved by voice vote with no objections

Motion Passes

Reference Agenda Item #5.054

27 |Page

ec-17-0011-00-00EC



https://mentor.ieee.org/802.19/dcn/17/19-17-0034-01-0000-revision-par-proposal-for-802-19-1-2014.docx
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.19/dcn/17/19-17-0034-01-0000-revision-par-proposal-for-802-19-1-2014.docx
https://mentor.ieee.org/omniran/dcn/16/omniran16-0084-07-5gaa-draft-icaid-for-5g-sc-actiona.docx
https://mentor.ieee.org/omniran/dcn/16/omniran16-0084-07-5gaa-draft-icaid-for-5g-sc-actiona.docx
https://mentor.ieee.org/802ec/dcn/16/ec-16-0217-00-ACSD-802c.pdf
https://mentor.ieee.org/802ec/dcn/16/ec-16-0217-00-ACSD-802c.pdf
http://www.ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2014/ch-mjtcyclic-queuing-and-forwarding-par-csd-0814-v01.pdf
http://www.ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2014/ch-mjtcyclic-queuing-and-forwarding-par-csd-0814-v01.pdf

Conditionally approve sending P802.1CB D2.8 to RevCom.

* Motion #13 » Approve CSD (5C) documentation in http://www.ieee802.0rg/1/files/public/docs2013/new-
p8021CB-draft-5¢c-0313.pdf

Moved Parsons

Second Thaler

Results Approved by voice vote with no objections

Motion passes

Reference Agenda Item #5.055
Conditionally approve sending IEEE P802.3cb to sponsor ballot

* Motion #14 Confirm the IEEE P802.3cb CSD in https://mentor.ieee.org/802ec/dcn/16/ec-16-0143-00-
ACSD-802-3cb.pdf

Moved Law

Second D’Ambrosia

Results Passes by voice vote without objection

Motion passes

Reference Agenda Item #5.064
Approve forwarding IEEE P802.3ch PAR in https://mentor.ieee.org/802ec/den/17/ec-17-0008-

* Motion #15 03-00EC-ieee-p802-3ch-draft-par.pdf to NesCom

(Continue) Approve IEEE P802.3ch CSD in https://mentor.ieee.org/802ec/dcn/17/ec-17-0009-01-00EC-
ieee-p802-3ch-draft-csd.pdf

Moved Law

Second D’Ambrosia

Results 14-1-0

Motion Passes

Reference Agenda Item #5.065
Motion to amend — Add the sentence — “The typical link distance supported by this standard is

* Motion #16 at least 15m in some modes of operation” at the end of the current scope, as presented by
David Law

Moved Gilb

Second Das

Results 1-9-4

Motion Fails

Reference Agenda ltem #5.065
» Conditionally approve sending P802.11ak D4.0 to Sponsor Ballot and

* Motion #17 * Confirm the 5C for P802.11ak in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/12/11-12-1208-00-0glk-

802-11-glk-draft-5¢c.docx

Moved Stephens

Second Rosdahl

Results Passes by voice vote without objections

Motion Passes

Reference Agenda Item #5.071
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e Approve sending P802.11aj D5.0 to Sponsor Ballot and

* Motion #18 o Confirm the 5C for P802.11aj in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/den/12/11-12-0141-07-
cmmw-ieee-802-11-cmww-sg-5c.doc
Moved Stephens
Second Rosdahl
Results Passes by voice vote without objection
Motion Passes
Reference Agenda Item #5.072
Approve forwarding P802.11 PAR revision documentation in
* Motion #19 https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/17/11-17-0004-03-0000-revision-par-proposal-tgmd.doc
to NesCom
Moved Stephens
Second Rosdahl
Results Passes by voice vote without objection
Motion passes
Reference Agenda Item #5.073
* Motion #20 Approve forwarding 802.15.4-2015 Corl PAR documentation in 15-17-0192-01-Omag to
NesCom
Moved Heile
Second Gilb
Results Passes by voice vote without objection
Motion passes
Reference Agenda Item #5.081
* Motion #21 Motion: Approve forwarding 802.15.4 Revision d PAR documentation in 15-17-0106-03-0000 to
NesCom
Moved Heile
Second Gilb
Results Passes by voice vote without objection
Motion passes
Reference Agenda Item #5.082
Move to
» Approve forwarding 802.15.3f PAR, Amendment Extending the Physical layer (PHY)
* Motion #22 specification for millimeter wave to operate from 57.0 GHz to 71 GHz, documentation
in <doc-15-17-0055-02-0000> to NesCom
* Approve CSD documentation in 15-17-0049-01-0000-csd-amendment-for-use-up-to-71-
ghz
Moved Helie
Second Gilb
Results Passes by voice vote without objection
Motion passes
Reference Agenda Item #5.083
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* Approve forwarding 802.15.13 PAR, Multi-Gigabit per Second Optical Wireless
Communications (OWC) with Ranges up to 200 m, documentation in <doc-15-17-0076-
03-0000> to NesCom

* Approve CSD documentation in 15-17-0075-01-0000-multi-gigabit-owc-csd

Moved Helie

* Motion #23

Second Gilb

Results Passes by voice vote without objection
Motion passes

Reference Agenda Item #5.084

Move that the 802 EC
* Motion #24 — Approves submitting P802.15.4v/D05 to RevCom.
— Confirms the CSD [15-16-0131-01-0000 15.4v CSD]

Moved Helie

Second Gilb

Results Passes by voice vote without objection

Motion passes

Reference Agenda Item #5.085

* Motion #25 * Approve sending P802.15.3d Draft 02 to Sponsor Ballot
e Confirm the CSD for P802.15.3d in 15-0683-01-003d-tg3d

Moved Heile

Second Gilb

Results Passes by voice vote without objection

Motion passes

Reference Agenda Item #5.086

* Conditionally approve sending P802.15.8 to Sponsor Ballot

% .
Motion #26 +  Confirm the 5C for P802.15.8 in 15-12-0158-00-Opac
Moved Heile
Second Gilb
Results Passes by voice vote without objection
Motion passes
Reference Agenda Item #5.087
Move to:

% Motion #27 ¢ Conditionally approve sending P802.16s to Sponsor Ballot

¢ Confirm the CSD for P802.16s in https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/16/ec-

16-0055-00ACSD-802-16s.docx

Moved Marks
Second Godfrey
Results Passes by voice vote without objection
Motion passes
Reference Agenda Item #5.091
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* Motion #28

most-recent- 11a1son from—3gpp-related—to -laa. docx as 11a1son to 3GPP RAN and RAN]1, grantmg
the IEEE LMSC chair (or his delegate) editorial license.

Moved Shellhammer

Second Das

Results Passes by voice vote without objection

Motion passes

Reference Agenda Item #7.021

* Motion #29 Approve sending document EC-17-0050-01 to the IEEE SASB Chair, with updates from straw

polls taken.

Moved Gilb

Second Chaplin

Results 15-0-0

Motion passes

Reference Agenda Item #7.03

Approve liaison of the following comment responses to ISO/IEC JTC1/SC6 under the PSDO
agreement:

* Motion #30 - 802.1Qbu-2016 and 802.1Qbz-2016:
http://ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2017/liaison-randall-
SC6ResponseQbuandQbz-0317.pdf

Moved Parsons

Second Thaler

Results Passes by voice vote without objection

Motion passes

Reference Agenda Item #7.071

* Motion #31 See page 20 ec-17-0056-02-00EC-ieee-802-1-agenda-items

Moved Parsons

Second Thaler

Results Passes by voice vote without objection

Motion passes

Reference Agenda Item #7.072

* Motion #32 See page 21 ec-17-0056-02-00EC-ieee-802-1-agenda-items

Moved Parsons

Second Thaler

Results Passes by voice vote without objection

Motion passes

Reference Agenda Item #7.073

* Motion #33 Approve 11-17-292-04 as communication to 3GPP RAN/RAN1/RAN4, granting the

LMSC Chair or his delegate editorial license

Moved Stephens

Second Rosdahl

Results Passes by voice vote with no objections

Motion Passes

Reference Agenda Item #7.092
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* Motion #34 The IEEE 802 EC approves 11-17-391-05 liaison statement from IEEE 802 to ISO/IEC JTC1/SC6
Moved Parsons

Second Gilb

Results Passes by voice vote with no objections
Motion Passes

Reference Agenda Item #8.031
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Introduction

e This document contains the report to the IEEE 802
Executive Committee in support of a request for
conditional approval to send IEEE P802.11ak Draft 4.0
to Sponsor Ballot.

* Revision 1 of this document was approved during the
plenary session of the 802.11 working group on 17t
March 2017.

— Passed in the Working Group 44 yes, 0 no , 0 abstain
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802.11 WG Letter Ballot Results —
P802.11ak

=) O\C’ g .}O
= v |3 > > > ::5 S |5
2| Ballot S |E |2 = |2 -
&| Close — |3 |3 S |2 s |2 |2
Date Title BallotType o |P
IEEE 802.11ak Draft 1.0
212 5/6/15|Technical Technical 361| 195 54.02| 36| 18.46| 134| 24| 84.81
I[EEE 802.11ak Draft 2.0
218| 3/10/16|First Recirculation Recirculation | 361| 234| 64.82| 42| 17.95| 174| 17 91.1
|[EEE 802.11ak Draft 3.0
227| 1/10/17|Second Recirculation Recirculation | 359| 254 70.75| 43| 16.93| 198 12| 94.29

P802I11ax had 94.29% approval at the end of the most recent
completed WG recirculation. Subsequently, 6 No voters changed

their vote to Yes resulting in approval of 97.14%.

Slide 3 Donald Eastlake, Huawei
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802.11 WG Letter Ballot Comments —
P802.11ak

Q
E Total number of
Q‘g Ballot Close comments received
Date Title (Yes and No votes)
|IEEE 802.11ak Draft 1.0
212 5/6/15 Technical 437
IEEE 802.11ak Draft 2.0
218/ 3/10/16 [First Recirculation 346
IEEE 802.11ak Draft 3.0
227| 1/10/17 |Second Recirculation 57

Submission Slide 4 Donald Eastlake, Huawei





March 2017 doc.: IEEE 802.11-17/0498r2

Unsatisfied Technical and General
comments by commenter

\Voter LB212 |LB218|LB227| Total
George Cherian 2 0 0 2
Mark Hamilton 0) 0 18 18
Yong Hoon Kwon 3 2 0 )
Paul Lambert 1 0 0 1
Andrew Myles 9 0 0 9
Mark Rison 0 92 0 92
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Unsatisfied Technical and General Comments —
By Topic

Young

. Paul George Hoon Andrew |Mark Mark

Toplc Lambert |[Cherian Kwon Myles |Hamilton |Rison
EPD support 1 9 10
Bridge / Bridged LAN 2 2 4
Security 1 1 2
Improper normative text 2 7 3 12
Addressing 3 5 3 22 33
Power Save 1 1 3 5
GCR 1 25 26
Architecture 5 26 31
Mesh 2 2 4
1 2 5 9 18 92 127
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Unsatisfied comments

e The composite of all
unsatisfied comments,
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			CID			Commenter			LB			Draft			Clause Number(C)			Page(C)			Line(C)			Type of Comment			Part of No Vote			Page			Line			Clause			Duplicate of CID			Resn Status			Assignee			Submission			Motion Number			Comment			Proposed Change			Resolution			Owning Ad-hoc			Comment Group			Ad-hoc Status			Ad-hoc Notes			Edit Status			Edit Notes			Edited in Draft			Last Updated			Last Updated By


			112			Young Hoon Kwon			212			1			8.3.2.1.2			38			21			T			Y			38.21			21			8.3.2.1.2						J			David Kloper						12			Requirements for DA or SA value for a frame sent by a GLK STA or non Data frame sent by a non-GLK STA is not clear.			Please clarify the requirements for DA or SA value for a frame sent by a GLK STA or non Data frame sent by a non-GLK STA.			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2015-11-11 23:01:26Z) Since this section is on Address fields in Data frames only, comment on non Data frames are not applicable. There is no restriction placed on GLK STA by this note, as it explicitly is clarifying for non-GLK STA, and GLK STA need no such restriction as they may be bridging traffic for any DA/SA, and not just restricted to RA/TA.			EDITOR			LB212															1.4			2016/5/10 20:38			EDITOR


			113			Young Hoon Kwon			212			1			8.3.2.1.2			38			28			T			Y			38.28			28			8.3.2.1.2						V			David Kloper						12			"~ the RA may be a SYRA" is a normative text, which is not allowed in chapter 8.			Delete the text from "When a GLK AP data MPDU ~ the RA may be a SYNRA."			REVISED (EDITOR: 2015-11-11 23:02:55Z) "may" -> "might". Duplicate of CID 63.			EDITOR			LB212															1.4			2016/5/10 20:38			EDITOR


			114			Young Hoon Kwon			212			1			8.4.2.171			46			22			T			Y			46.22			22			8.4.2.171						V			-						1			"~GLK capabilities it may have" is a normative text, which is not allowed in chapter 8.			Delete the normative text.			REVISED (TECHNICAL: 2015-05-13 03:18:25Z) Replace "it may have if any" with "it has".			EDITOR			LB212															1.1			2016/5/10 20:38			EDITOR


			196			Paul Lambert			212			1			11			63			29			T			Y			63.29			29			11						J			Donald Eastlake						11			The 802.11ak is providing an important architectural extension to 802.11 that " ...extends the 802.11 standard so that communication links can be established between General Link (GLK) STAs that are usable as a transit links inside a network conformant to IEEE Std 802.1Q." IEEE 802.11 currently defines non-AP non-mesh STAs as leaf nodes of a network. The associated security model for such STAs is based on this assumption and is based on a asymmetric model (802.1x) that is not appropriate for GLK STAs.  The considerations for key establishment and connectivity for a GLK TA are not the same as a leaf node.  The proposed specification has no text describing the required changes for key establishment, authentication, authorization and access control for the proposed changes.  THe security section is completely empty and no text anywhere mentions the implications on the security architecture of these fundamental architectural changes.			The specification must address the changes in the security architecture associated with the changes in the topology model. A couple different options would be possible by the working group that might include: referencing the appropriate new mechanisms that might be used from  802.1 specifications, describing possible modifications to current .11 security (802.1 based) for a more symmetric GLK application or describe the requirements of link establishment requirements in context of GLK usage.			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2015-11-12 03:30:05Z) The 802.11ak extension merely makes 802.11 links as usable for transit as, for example, 802.3 links are. That you can make an extensive network from 802.11ak links using the 802.1Q bridges or equivalent devices that are connected to 802.11ak APs/STAs is no different from the ability to make such a network using 802.1Q bridges or the like connected to 802.3 links. Security of such networks as a whole is the business of the bridges or similar devices and is out of scope for 802.11. Thus, there is no particular need to extend the security of 802.11 for 802.11ak.			EDITOR			LB212															1.4			2016/5/10 20:38			EDITOR


			202			GEORGE CHERIAN			212			1						20			46			T			Y			20.46			46									J			David Kloper						12			How does the AP set up the AID bit maps in the SYNRA? For example, a multi-destination packet is for a subset of clients connected to the STAs that are associated with the AP. How does the AP know these clients are behind which STAs?			Clarify how the AP knows which STAs are supposed to receive the mulit-destination packet			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2015-11-11 22:57:42Z) That is the function of the 802.1Q bridge which will inform the GLK AP which STAs need copies of an MSDU using the MA-UNITDATA.request (see Station Vector 5.2.2.2).			EDITOR			LB212															1.4			2016/5/10 20:38			EDITOR


			203			GEORGE CHERIAN			212			1						22			1			T			Y			22.01			1									J			Mark Hamilton						9			If any of the two "802.1 Q Bridged LAN" are bridged together (unintentionally), how to detect and avoid loop?			Clarify how to detect and avoid loop in such scenario			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2015-09-15 02:35:39Z) Loop avoidance is a standard function of an 802.1Q bridge and out of scope for 802.11.			EDITOR			LB212															1.3			2016/5/10 20:38			EDITOR


			215			Andrew Myles			212			1			5.2.3.3			19			11			T			Y			19.11			11			5.2.3.3						V			Mark Hamilton			11-15/931r9			16			Not sure this last sentence was technically correct prior to 11ak, and correction is likely similarly broken.			Replace last sentence as "Frames are reported only if they are validly formatted at the MAC sublayer, received without error, received with valid (or null) security and integrity information, and, if GLK is not in use, their destination address designates filtering matches for the local MAC sublayer entity."			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-01-20 16:56:36Z)  Replace last sentence as "Frames are reported only if they are validly formatted at the MAC sublayer, received without error, received with valid (or null) security and integrity information, and, if GLK is not in use, their destination address filtering matches for the local MAC sublayer entity."			EDITOR			LB212															2			2016/5/10 20:38			EDITOR


			218			Andrew Myles			212			1			8.3.2.1.2			38			1			T			Y			38.01			1			8.3.2.1.2						J			David Kloper			11-15/795r12			19			We need to update table 8-26 to reflect where SYNRA are valid. Note on line 8 does not truly address the issue.			Update A1 column for rows 01 to "RA = DA or SYNRA". Update A2 column for row 10 to "TA = SA (excluding GLK AMSDU)"			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2016-01-21 19:59:46Z) SYNRA is now only valid for 4 Address frames, where it is a valid RA.			EDITOR			LB212												Was motion 12.			2			2016/5/10 20:38			EDITOR


			223			Andrew Myles			212			1			9.42			54			23			G			Y			54.23			23			9.42						V			David Kloper						12			Support for these 3 modes are overly complicated, and will tend to be a barrier to adoption. Especially when AMSDU deaggregation is handled in HW.			Recommend making these optional, or only mandatory fitting in base 48 bit SYNRA w/o extension. If support is not indicated by Clients at association, then AP can reject Clients without required support options or replicate as unicast. Instead call out that unsupported SYNRA types must be dropped by receiver.			REVISED (EDITOR: 2015-11-11 23:15:11Z) Section rewritten in D1.3 with only 1 type that fits in 48 bits.			EDITOR			LB212															1.4			2016/5/10 20:38			EDITOR


			224			Andrew Myles			212			1			9.42			54			23			G			Y			54.23			23			9.42						V			David Kloper						12			Needs clarification on format.			Any extension fields must be after the encryption headers, or this mechanism is insecure. We should also call out where the lost DA comes from, i.e., either A3 on 4addr frames, or basic AMSDU subframe headers. We should also re-iterate that a SYNRA is only valid as an RA, and not an SA/DA/TA.			REVISED (EDITOR: 2015-11-11 23:11:02Z) Partially resolved by CID200. Recommend insertion of following after the first sentence: "A SYNRA shall only be used as an RA in a Data frame. It shall not be used as an SA, DA, TA, or BSSID. When a SYNRA is present as an RA, the four-address MAC header format shall be used".			EDITOR			LB212															1.4			2016/5/10 20:38			EDITOR


			229			Andrew Myles			212			1			10.2.7			58			19			T			Y			58.19			19			10.2.7						V			Ganesh Venkatesan			11-16/169r1			18			This clause is not practical to implement. An 11ak Client should either opt out of multicast, or not enter power save. Changing AMSDU aggregation based on changes of PS state. It is also technically a security violation, when related to GCR retries.			Recommend replacing lines 19-26 with stronger requirements for Clients.			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-01-21 19:50:07Z) The commenter withdrew the security violation part of the comment. See 16/0169 addressing the rest of the comment.			EDITOR			LB212															2			2016/5/10 20:38			EDITOR


			230			Andrew Myles			212			1			B.4.4.2			66			9			T			Y			66.09			9			B.4.4.2						V			Donald Eastlake			11-15/725r3			2			We must make FT43 and FR44 mandatory. Otherwise future 11ak devices would not be backward compatible with non-11ak devices.			Change Status column.			REVISED (EDITOR: 2015-09-09 19:52:54Z) See 11-15/725r3.			EDITOR			LB212															1.2			2016/5/10 20:38			EDITOR


			232			Andrew Myles			212			1												G			Y															V			Ganesh Venkatesan			11-15/0796r7			14			Looks like GCR appears to be required, at the AP's discretion, and can change dynamically (GLK Action frame). Since no major chipset has support, it could seriously hamper adoption.			Recommend making GCR support optional, and allowing devices to associate w/o GLK-GCR IE. AP can decide whether to reject Client, or use other mechanisms.			REVISED (EDITOR: 2015-11-21 21:43:53Z) indicate when the (re)associateion response includes the GLK-GCR Response element. Note: GLK-GCR support is optional.			EDITOR			LB212															1.4			2016/5/10 20:38			EDITOR


			233			Andrew Myles			212			1												G			Y															V			David Kloper						12			It is sloppy design to allow different combinations of Data frame ToDS/FromDS in order to save 6 bytes in some cases. This makes more sense in the context of a set of low bit rate WG options, and not GLK. Many other more efficient solutions are also possible under such cases, such as Van Jacobson header compression.			Recommend strongly that selection of ToDS/FromDS be based on the role of the peer, and so usage of 4Addr format be mandated when recipient(s) are GLK peers.			REVISED (EDITOR: 2015-11-11 22:46:09Z) Changes as provided by CID 149.			EDITOR			LB212															1.4			2016/5/10 20:38			EDITOR


			234			Andrew Myles			212			1												G			Y															V			-						1			Need a mechanism for an GLK AP to determine based on authentication that a Client can only be accepted as a non-GLK, i.e., only some selected devices will be accepted for bridging.			Recommend adding mechanism to indicate authentication has failed due to lack of GLK credentials, or other means to force re-association that is currently only valid to be initiated by Client vs AP.			REVISED (TECHNICAL: 2015-05-13 04:03:16Z) - Add a new Reason Code value: <ANA> - Name: GLK_NOT_AUTHORIZED, Meaning: STA is not authorized to use GLK.			EDITOR			LB212															1.1			2016/5/10 20:38			EDITOR


			1007			Young Hoon Kwon			218			2			9.3.2.1.2			42			27			T			Y			42.27			27			9.3.2.1.2						J									25			"the RA might be a SYNRA" is not clear.			When to use SYNRA has to be defined clearly. If this requires normative behavior, it's better to move to clause 10.			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-15 09:40:13Z) The sentence continues with a reference to 10.57 which explains this.			EDITOR			LB218			Ready for motion												2.2			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1008			Young Hoon Kwon			218			2			9.3.2.1.2			43			18			T			Y			43.18			18			9.3.2.1.2						V									25			Not sure why AID bitmap offset subfield has different value for S1G STA and non-S1G STA.			Need clarification for different offset value for S1G and non-S1G STA.			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-15 09:45:12Z) Different maximum values due to the different maximum AIDs for non-S1G and S1G STAs. Change "2007 and 8191 respectively" to "2007 (for non-S1G STAs) and 8191 (for S1G STAs)".			EDITOR			LB218			Ready for motion												2.2			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1084			Mark RISON			218			2			1.3			2			5			E			Y			2.05			5			1.3						V									23			"Defines the mechanisms for using communication between IEEE 802.11 stations over the wireless medium as a link in an IEEE 802.1Q bridged LAN." -- we haven't introduced the concept of "stations" yet			Since this list is about "802.11-compliant devices", just say "Defines the mechanisms for using communication between devices as a link in an IEEE 802.1Q bridged LAN."			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-10 20:48:53Z) Replace "IEEE 802.11 stations" with "devices"/			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1085			Mark RISON			218			2			1.3			2			5			E			Y			2.05			5			1.3						A									23			"Defines the mechanisms for using communication between IEEE 802.11 stations over the wireless medium as a link in an IEEE 802.1Q bridged LAN." -- don't we need some "Std"s or "Std."s around here?			Add "Std" or "Std." after the first and/or the second "IEEE"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-10 20:50:42Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1086			Mark RISON			218			2			2			3			4			E			Y			3.04			4			2						J									23			Are we allowed to have references to drafts, let alone non-balloted drafts?			Delete the references			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-10 20:52:00Z) It is believed these standards will be published before 11ak.			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1087			Mark RISON			218			2			2			3			4			E			Y			3.04			4			2						V									23			Is it really the case that the second reference is trademarked but not the first?			Put a TM in both or neither			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-10 20:54:49Z) Add a superscript TM to 802.1AC.			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1088			Mark RISON			218			2												E			Y															J									23			"GLK" stands for "general link", so "GLK link" suffers from RAS syndrome			Change all the "GLK link"s to "GLK"			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-13 20:48:48Z) "GLK" is a symbol and an adjective, not an acronym or noun.			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1089			Mark RISON			218			2			3.2			4			12			E			Y			4.12			12			3.2						A									23			All but the first sentence of the GLK-GCR definition seem too detailed for this subclause			Delete these sentences			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-10 20:55:46Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1090			Mark RISON			218			2												T			Y															J									27			"serial unicast" seems to be the same thing as "directed multicast"			Change all instances of "serial unicast" to "directed multicast"			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-18 07:33:36Z)  In the 802.11 context, "directed multicast" refers to a specific service defined in 802.11, which provides for serial unicast of group addressed frames to the STAs which have requested the service.			EDITOR			LB218															2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1091			Mark RISON			218			2			3.2			4			23			T			Y			4.23			23			3.2						V									26			"synthetic receiver address" is defined as being a special type of synthetic receiver address.  This is no help in understanding what a synthetic receiver address is!			Don't use the term "synthetic" in the definition of the term			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-17 03:08:40Z) - Replace "A group addressed synthetic receiver address.." with "A constructed group addressed receiver address.."			EDITOR			LB218															2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1092			Mark RISON			218			2			3.4			4			29			E			Y			4.29			29			3.4						A									23			It says "Mac"			Change to "MAC"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-10 20:57:19Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1093			Mark RISON			218			2												G			Y															J									27			At least several of the "Change text as follows" instructions don't specify the exact location of the change, just the subclause			In all cases, specify the exact location (either as page.line or as nth para or whatever works best)			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-18 07:27:53Z) The changes are unambiguous.			EDITOR			LB218															2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1094			Mark RISON			218			2			4.3.5.1			5			12			E			Y			5.12			12			4.3.5.1						A									23			The bit between the two underlined bits is also new			Underline it too			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-10 21:01:04Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1095			Mark RISON			218			2			4.3.5.1			5			13			E			Y			5.13			13			4.3.5.1						V									23			Missing opening paren			Add opening paren at start of line			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-10 22:52:41Z) Fix cross reference text.			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1096			Mark RISON			218			2			4.3.5.1			5			13			G			Y			5.13			13			4.3.5.1						A									27			Isn't it a bit weird to have 4.3.5.1 cross-reference to 4.3.5?			Add opening paren at start of line			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-17 03:30:07Z) Proposed change already in Draft D2.1 (and doesn't seem to relate to the comment that much). Didn't seem to be any other easy way to refer to the parent of the current clause.			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1097			Mark RISON			218			2			4.3.7			5			21			E			Y			5.21			21			4.3.7						A									23			The bit between the two underlined bits is also new			Underline it too			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-10 22:55:23Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1098			Mark RISON			218			2			4.3.7			5			21			E			Y			5.21			21			4.3.7						V									23			Why is it "IEEE Std 802.11 non-GLK" but then just "GLK 802.11"?			Change the first to "non-GLK 802.11" or the second to "IEEE Std 802.11 GLK"			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-13 21:06:28Z) 2nd option.			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1099			Mark RISON			218			2			4.3.18.4			6			4			T			Y			6.04			4			4.3.18.4						V			Donald Eastlake			11-16/921r4			29			"The portal integrates the IEEE Std 802.11 architecture with a non-IEEE-802.11 LAN (e.g., a traditional wired LAN), whereas the mesh gate integrates the MBSS with the DS or a bridged LAN." -- so in fact both the portal and the mesh gate now potentially integrate with a non-IEEE-802.11 LAN			Reword without a "whereas" implying there is always a difference			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-09-10 16:03:25Z) Replace ", whereas the" with ". The"			EDITOR			LB218			Needs submission			GLK Mesh STAs connect to a bridged LAN without a mesh gate?									2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1100			Mark RISON			218			2			4.3.23.1			6			15			E			Y			6.15			15			4.3.23.1						A									23			It says "to provides"			Change to "to provide"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-10 22:59:20Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1101			Mark RISON			218			2												T			Y															V			Donald Eastlake			11-16/921r4			29			There are multiple references to "Internal Sublayer Service SAP" but nothing to actually specify what or where this is (or justify the caps)			Provide a diagram showing where this SAP is (or include on an existing SAP diagram).  Lowercaseify the first words (except start of sentence etc.)			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-09-10 19:54:43Z)  At the first instance in 4.3.23.1, replace "provides an Internal Sublayer Service SAP" with "provide the Internal Sublayer Service, as defined in IEEE Std 802.1AC," The SAP is shown as "ISS" in Figures 4-13a, 4-13b, and 4-13c. Add legends to those Figures saying "In this figure, ISS indicates a IEEE Std 802.1AC Internal Sublayer Service SAP."			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1102			Mark RISON			218			2												G			Y															J									27			Whatever's been used to generate this PDF, it's generated it in such a way that the line numbers are part of the text.  In consequence, searching fails when a term is split across a line.  For example, the "Internal Sublayer" at 6.15 is not found by either of the two PDF readers I've tried (including an Adobe one)			Fix the output so that line numbers are not "in line" with the text (ask the 802.11mc editors how to do this)			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-18 07:21:07Z) This is not a comment on the content of the draft. Nevertheless, the Editor will attempt to produce future drafts that are more pleasing to the commenter.			EDITOR			LB218															2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1103			Mark RISON			218			2												G			Y															J									27			Whatever's been used to generate this PDF, it's generated it in such a way that the logical page numbers do not match the physical page numbers.  In consequence, reviewing the document is a pain			Fix the output so that Adobe Reader goes to the page which has a "1" at the bottom when 1 is jumped to via the GUI (ask the 802.11mc editors how to do this)			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-18 07:13:26Z) This is not a comment on the draft contents. Nevertheless, the editor will attempt to produce future drafts that are more pleasing to the commenter.			EDITOR			LB218															2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1104			Mark RISON			218			2			4.3.23.1			6			11			E			Y			6.11			11			4.3.23.1						A									23			"These links are suitable to be used as a link" -- how many links?			Change to "These links are suitable to be used as links"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-10 22:58:17Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1105			Mark RISON			218			2												E			Y															V			-						27			There are 8 instances of "conformant".  It is implicit that an 802.whatever network is conformant with 802.whatever			Delete "conformant" in all cases			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-18 02:27:28Z) Delete all instances of "conformant" but in the Introduction change "a network conformant to IEEE Std 802.1Q" -> "an IEEE Std 802.1Q network" and in page 13, line 27/28 "bridge or conformant service" -> "network".			EDITOR			LB218															2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1106			Mark RISON			218			2												E			Y															V									23			"802.1Q" sometimes has "IEEE" or "IEEE Std" before it, sometimes not			Delete "IEEE" and "Std" wherever they immediately precede "802.1Q"			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-13 21:12:52Z) Insert "IEEE Std" before all occurrences of 802.1Q and 802.1D where it is currently missing.			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1107			Mark RISON			218			2												E			Y															V									23			Is it "EtherType" or is it "Ethertype"?			Pick one and change all instances of the other to that			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-13 21:24:34Z) IEEE seems to use "Etherype" so we will change to that.			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1108			Mark RISON			218			2			4.3.23.1			6			24			E			Y			6.24			24			4.3.23.1						A									23			I don't understand what special point "Every" is trying to make here			Change to "A"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-10 23:28:13Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1109			Mark RISON			218			2			4.3.23.1			6			26			T			Y			6.26			26			4.3.23.1						V			Joseph Levy			11-16/1201r1			32			"All Mesh STAs in a GLK MBSS are Mesh STAs." is a statement of the obvious			Delete this sentence			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-11-05 17:39:53Z) Delete "GLK STAs can be Mesh STAs.  All Mesh STAs in a GLK MBSS are GLK STAs." as shown in the text below. As there are no GLKs in a Mesh, Mesh does inherently support direct connections to 802.1Q bridges.			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1110			Mark RISON			218			2			4.3.23.1			6			27			T			Y			6.27			27			4.3.23.1						V			Joseph Levy			11-16/1201r1			32			What is "GLK peering"?  Also similar at 67.41			Delete "peering"			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-11-05 17:43:56Z) Delete "peering". "GLK peering" was used to avoid using GLK link (as that would be General Link link), as it was desired not to have a General Link link.  Hence there is no need for anything other than GLK to be present.  Therefore the work peering is deleted as suggested in the comment.  But, after reading the sentence, it still seemed confusing hence break the sentence into two sentences to clarify that there are two types of relays and the behaviour of a GLK link differs depending on the type of relay. Replace all "GLK" which refer to links with "general link".			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1111			Mark RISON			218			2			4.3.23.1			6			30			E			Y			6.30			30			4.3.23.1						A									23			"(with that has both its From DS and To DS fields set to 1)" is garbled, and anyway it's too detailed			Delete the parenthesis			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-10 23:38:19Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1112			Mark RISON			218			2			4.3.23.1			6			32			E			Y			6.32			32			4.3.23.1						A									23			The apostrophe should be sexy			Make it sexy.  Look for other unsexy apostrophes and make them sexy too (I've already found one on line 39)			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-13 21:31:58Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1113			Mark RISON			218			2			4.3.23.1			6			37			E			Y			6.37			37			4.3.23.1						V									23			Missing opening paren			Add opening paren after the subclause number			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-10 23:42:15Z) Fix cross reference text.			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1114			Mark RISON			218			2			4.3.23.1			6			46			T			Y			6.46			46			4.3.23.1						V			Joseph Levy			11-16/1201r1			32			Ooh, SYNRA special power save sounds great!  Unfortunately it's not defined anywhere			Delete "special" and define "SYNRA power save" (Adrian will be delighted that we've invented a thirtieth power save mechanism)			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-11-05 17:52:06Z) Remove the sentence as there is no special or other type of SYNRA power save.  There are rules that allow a SYNRA to be sent properly when a power save mechanism is actively being used by an AP and STA, but these are not special nor does this introduce a new type of power save. It is unnecessary to address the new/updated procedures which will allow SYNRA operation to work in the presence of power save in this section.			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1115			Mark RISON			218			2			4.3.23.1			6			46			T			Y			6.46			46			4.3.23.1						V			Joseph Levy			11-16/1201r1			32			"only affects operation in the GLK AP case" -- what does this mean?  Does it mean only the GLK AP does SYNRA (special) power save?			Clarify			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-11-05 18:33:50Z) Delete that sentence.			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1116			Mark RISON			218			2			4.3.23.2			7			12			T			Y			7.12			12			4.3.23.2						V			Joseph Levy			11-16/1201r1			32			"The choice between EPD or LPD format of MSDUs in MPDUs transmitted with a group address  12

RA is controlled by the announced policy of the BSS. An EPD STA that transmits Beacon frames  13

announces through the membership selector whether non-EPD STAs are permitted to associate or  14

peer  with  it.  If  non-EPD  STAs  will  not  associate  or  peer,  then  the  beaconing  STA  uses  EPD  15

format for all MSDUs transmitted in Data frames with a group address in their RA field. If non- 16

EPD STAs might associate or peer with the STA, then the beaconing STA uses LPD format for  17

all MSDUs transmitted in Data frames with a group address in their RA field. " tries valiantly but then confuses MSDUs (which do not have an RA) and MPDUs (which do)			Change to "The choice between EPD or LPD format of MSDUs with a group  12

DA is controlled by the announced policy of the BSS. An EPD STA that transmits Beacon frames  13

announces through the membership selector whether non-EPD STAs are permitted to associate or  14

peer  with  it.  If  non-EPD  STAs  will  not  associate  or  peer,  then  the  beaconing  STA  uses  EPD  15

format for all MSDUs with a group DA. If non- 16

EPD STAs might associate or peer with the STA, then the beaconing STA uses LPD format for  17

all MSDUs with a group DA field.", unless there are situations in which a group-addresed MSDU might be sent in a unicast MPDU, or vice-versa			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-11-05 20:27:25Z) The wording, accuracy, and clarity of the first paragraph should be improved. It is critical that the paragraph make note that the use of EPD is mandated by 802.11 in the 5.9 GHz band.  The commenters editing to clear up the DA/RA fields use and to correct the way MSDUs are addressed is helpful, but the issue being address by the paragraph is that there need to be rules on when EPD and LPD are used on MSDUs that use SYNRA addressing (group addressing).   Therefore, this is clarified in the text by stating this only applies to SYNRA addressed MSDUs, as shown in 11-16/1201r1.			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1117			Mark RISON			218			2			4.3.23.3			7						T			Y			7.00						4.3.23.3						V			Joseph Levy			11-16/1201r1			32			There is underlined stuff in wholly new text			Deunderline it			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-11-05 20:38:17Z) There is currently no underlined text in section 4.2.23.3 in D2.3.			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1118			Mark RISON			218			2			4.3.23.3			7						T			Y			7.00						4.3.23.3						V			Joseph Levy			11-16/1201r1			32			There is red italic text			Romanise and blacken it			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-11-05 20:39:14Z) There is currently no red italic text in section 4.2.23.3 in D2.3			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1119			Mark RISON			218			2			4.3.23.3			7			38			E			Y			7.38			38			4.3.23.3						A									23			It says "MPDUs with individual address RAs"			Change to "individually addressed MPDUs"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 17:11:43Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1120			Mark RISON			218			2			4.3.23.3			7			40			E			Y			7.40			40			4.3.23.3						A									23			"IBSS or MBSS networks" is pleonastic			Change to "IBSSes or MBSSes"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 17:14:52Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1121			Mark RISON			218			2			4.3.23.3			7			44			T			Y			7.44			44			4.3.23.3						V			Joseph Levy			11-16/1201r1			32			"All non-mesh GLK STAs support receipt of SYNRAs (see 9.3.2.1.2 Address and BSSID  44

fields) and 10.57 SYNRA address filtering operation)) but might not be able to construct a  45

SYNRA addresses frame, since it is always possible to use serial unicast." is confusing because only APs can do SYNRA, at least according to everything up to now			Change to "All non-mesh GLK STAs support receipt of SYNRAs (see 9.3.2.1.2 Address and BSSID  44

fields) and 10.57 SYNRA address filtering operation)) but a GLK AP might not construct a  45

SYNRA addressed frame, since it is always possible to use serial unicast. "			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-11-05 20:40:50Z) The text doesn’t only apply to GLK APs, as all GLK STAs must receive SYNRA addressed frames.  The concept that a GLK AP may or may not create a SYNRA addressed frame and may substitute serial unicast to send the frames to the appropriate STAs is not linked to the requirement to receive SYNRA addressed frames.  Therefore, the resolution is to separate the two behaviours in two sentences as shown in 11-16/1201r1.			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1122			Mark RISON			218			2			4.3.23.3			7			46			E			Y			7.46			46			4.3.23.3						A									23			It says "addresses"			Change to "addressed"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 17:16:27Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1123			Mark RISON			218			2												G			Y															A									27			OK, this "opening paren missing at the start of subclause cross-references" thing seems to be endemic (latest one is at 8.4)			Add opening paren after the subclause number wherever missing in xrefs			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-18 06:07:43Z) Note to commenter: Fixed in Draft D2.1.			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1124			Mark RISON			218			2			4.3.23.4.1			8			21			E			Y			8.21			21			4.3.23.4.1						A									23			Spurious double quote			Delete it			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 17:19:57Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1125			Mark RISON			218			2			4.3.23.4.2			8						T			Y			8.00						4.3.23.4.2						V									25			What is a "top-of-rack switch" (2x)?  Is either term defined in 802.1 or something?  FWIW I've always thought of "bridges" as being what you have at L2, "routers" at L3, and "switches" as marketing fluff			If this is not standard 802.1 terminology, define the two terms			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-15 20:35:44Z) Replace "top-of-rack switch" with "a bridge at the top of a rack in a data center" in the first instance and "similar bridge" in the second instance. Add "or PBSS" to the end of the Figure 13a caption.			EDITOR			LB218			Ready for motion												2.2			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1126			Mark RISON			218			2			4.3.23.4.2			8			30			T			Y			8.30			30			4.3.23.4.2						J									25			What's an "end station"?  Is this defined in 802.1 or something?			If this is not standard 802.1 terminology, define the concept			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-15 20:37:38Z) "end station" is defined in IEEE Std 802 (not 802.1).			EDITOR			LB218			Ready for motion												2.2			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1127			Mark RISON			218			2			4.3.23.4.3			10			10			E			Y			10.10			10			4.3.23.4.3						A									23			" may be effectively replaced" -- it's nice to know it wouldn't be ineffectively replaced			Change to "may effectively be replaced"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 17:21:41Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1128			Mark RISON			218			2			4.5.2.1			11			8			T			Y			11.08			8			4.5.2.1						J			Mark Hamilton						32			OK,so distribution is the primary service used by non-GLK STAs.  What is the primary service used by GLK STAs then?			Add a subclause on the primary service used by GLK STAs, whatever that might be			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2016-11-04 22:55:27Z) The purpose of this sentence is to describe the Distribution service, part of which description is noting that this is the primary service used by non-GLK STAs.  There is not, nor does there need to be, a similar service that is the primary service used by GLK STAs.  The closest analogy is that GLK STAs primarily provide the  MAC service (with the inclusion of a station vector) to an 802.1AC CF, and thereby the ISS to an 802.1Q Bridge.  This is sufficiently described in 4.3.23.1 and 4.3.23.4.			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1129			Mark RISON			218			2												T			Y															V									27			Apparently there's something called a "general link convergence function" (sometimes "General Link convergence", presumably because Major Disaster doesn't want to converge, and once "General Link Convergence" to give him his full name), but the term is never defined			Define this convergence function, and sort out the capitalisation			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 17:44:06Z) We will use "GLK convergence function" and add a definition as follows: "General Link (GLK) convergence function: The convergence function specified in IEEE Std 802.1AC between an IEEE Std 802.11 MAC and an IEEE Std 802.1Q bridge."			EDITOR			LB218															2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1130			Mark RISON			218			2												T			Y															V									28			Sometimes "general link convergence" (case-insensitively" has "IEEE 802.11" before it, sometimes just "802.11", and sometimes there's even an "802.1AC" cherry on top			Work out what you want to call this convergence function, and always call it the same thing			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 17:44:06Z) We will use "GLK convergence function" and add a definition as follows: "General Link (GLK) convergence function: The convergence functionspecified in IEEE Std 802.1AC between an IEEE Std 802.11 MAC and an IEEE Std 802.1Q bridge."			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1131			Mark RISON			218			2			4.5.3.5			13			4			E			Y			13.04			4			4.5.3.5						A									23			It says "know to"			Change to "known to"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 17:22:58Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1132			Mark RISON			218			2			4.5.3.5			13			5			T			Y			13.05			5			4.5.3.5						V									25			"Attempts to send MSDUs via the DS to  5

a disassociated STA will be unsuccessful." has been deleted, but "Attempts  16

to send MSDUs via a destroyed point to point link will be unsuccessful. " has been added in the context of GLS			Undelete the referenced sentence			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-15 20:39:19Z) Delete the last sentence being inserted into 4.5.3.5 (Disassociation). Also, line 3 page 13 "know" -> "known".			EDITOR			LB218			Ready for motion												2.2			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1133			Mark RISON			218			2			4.6			13			28			E			Y			13.28			28			4.6						V									26			"the wired and wireless MAC address spaces are the same IEEE 802 48-bit  28

address space. " seems inconsistent with the existing text			Change to "the wired LAN MAC address space and the IEEE Std 802.11 MAC address space are the same. "			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-06-18 20:06:01Z) Change the new inserted text at the end of Clause 4.6 to "In the GLK case, 802.1Q bridges are included in the network topology; therefore the wired LAN MAC address space and IEEE Std 802.11 MAC address space are the same."			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1134			Mark RISON			218			2			5.1.1.2			14			17			T			Y			14.17			17			5.1.1.2						V			Donald Eastlake			11-16/1507r2			34			I don't know what this "media priority" thing is, nor which direction we are talking about (802.11 to bridge or bridge to 802.11)			Define the term "media priority" (shouldn't it be "medium priority" anyway?) and clarify what direction "received on a GLK ISS SAP" means			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-11-10 19:46:40Z) Change text as shown in 11-16/1507r2.			EDITOR			LB218																		2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1135			Mark RISON			218			2			5.1.1.3			14			22			E			Y			14.22			22			5.1.1.3						A									23			The change tracking is inaccurate: with the deletion of the first sentence, everything is new			Either underline the gap or show accurate tweaks w.r.t. baseline			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 17:26:41Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1136			Mark RISON			218			2			5.1.1.3			14			24			E			Y			14.24			24			5.1.1.3						V									23			" Internal Sublayer Service", "Priority Control/Code Point", "Media Priority" -- why the caps?			Lowercaseify			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 17:30:05Z) Leave ISS upper case. Lower case the other two but also inser "IEEE Std 802.1Q before "priority control point".			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1137			Mark RISON			218			2			5.1.4			14			38			E			Y			14.38			38			5.1.4						A									23			"one of the two conditions below" is followed by three conditions!			Delete "two"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 17:37:49Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.,1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1138			Mark RISON			218			2			4.3.23.1			6			20			T			Y			6.20			20			4.3.23.1						V			Joseph Levy			11-16/1201r1			32			This suggests GLK/EPD is only specified in the Supported Rates and BSS Membership Selector element.  However, subsequent subclauses suggest this can also be in the Extended blahblahblah			Add "or Extended $blahblahblah"			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-11-05 18:36:11Z) Delete “in the Supported Rates and BSS Membership Selectors element” from the cited sentence.

The paragraph is simply stating that a GLK STA when establishing a BSS will set the appropriate fields to inform STAs that receive the beacon of the establishing BSS if the STA to support GLK to join the BSS and/or support EPD to join the BSS.  There is no need to provide more detailed information at this point.  Though it may be beneficial to clarify sentence, which is not currently proposed.			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1139			Mark RISON			218			2			5.1.4			15			3			T			Y			15.03			3			5.1.4						J			Mark Hamilton						32			"Within data frames with group addressed RAs, if the transmitter will only associate or  3

peer with an EPD STA" -- OK, so in an infra BSS only APs transmit group RAs, so this is about the transmitter allowing association, not associating			Change "associate" to "allow association"			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2016-11-04 22:56:47Z) APs associate with non-AP STAs.  They do so by accepting association requests.  The result of a successful association is that the AP and non-AP STA are associated.  This is a symmetrical term.			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1140			Mark RISON			218			2			5.1.4			15			4			T			Y			15.04			4			5.1.4						J			Donald Eastlake						29			"as indicated by the presence of the EPD BSS membership selector  4

advertised by the transmitter in the Supported Rates and BSS Membership Selectors element or  5

Extended Supported Rates and BSS Membership Selectors element. " -- doesn't it have to have the "basic" bit set too, otherwise it's just a serving suggestion?			Add words to that effect			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2016-09-10 19:57:30Z) See 9.4.2.3 in REVmc text. The setting of the most significant (basic) bit is required for all membership selectors and specified external to this table.			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1141			Mark RISON			218			2			5.1.5.1			15			26			T			Y			15.26			26			5.1.5.1						J									27			"Address 1 filtering, scoreboarding if the block ack mechanism is used," seems to have nothing to do with GLK			Do not insert the cited text (or make the corresponding changes to F5-1 and F5-2) and bring it to TGmc instead			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-19 22:22:31Z) Too late for REVmc and address 1 filtering is required by 11ak.			EDITOR			LB218															2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1142			Mark RISON			218			2			5.1.5.2			17			5			E			Y			17.05			5			5.1.5.2						A									23			The change tracking is inaccurate: the baseline does not say "non"			Show the change as being from "Non" to "non"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 17:40:50Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1143			Mark RISON			218			2			5.1.5.4			18			10			E			Y			18.10			10			5.1.5.4						A									23			The change tracking is inaccurate: the baseline does not say "mesh"			Show a change from "Mesh" to "mesh"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 17:41:36Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1144			Mark RISON			218			2			5.1.5.5			18			11			E			Y			18.11			11			5.1.5.5						A									23			The change tracking is inaccurate: the baseline does not say "mesh"			Show a change from "Mesh" to "mesh"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 17:43:04Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1145			Mark RISON			218			2			5.1.5.7			18			18			E			Y			18.18			18			5.1.5.7						A									23			Font size wrong and xref format wrong			Make the size of the xref the same as the surrounding text and also fix the xref formatting			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 17:43:24Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1146			Mark RISON			218			2			5.1.5.7			18			21			E			Y			18.21			21			5.1.5.7						V									24			Is it an 802.1AC convergence function or an 802.1AC 802.11 one?			Use consistent wording			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 17:44:06Z) We will use "GLK convergence function" and add a definition as follows: "General Link (GLK) convergence function: The convergence functionspecified in IEEE Std 802.1AC between an IEEE Std 802.11 MAC and an IEEE Std 802.1Q bridge."			EDITOR			LB218															2.2			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1147			Mark RISON			218			2			5.1.5.7			18			21			E			Y			18.21			21			5.1.5.7						A									23			The parenthesis just above the caption is missing a closing paren			Add a closing paren at the end			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 17:54:44Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1148			Mark RISON			218			2			5.2.1a			19			3			E			Y			19.03			3			5.2.1a						A									23			Font size wrong			Make the size of "and an MSDU format indicator" the same as the surrounding text			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 17:57:13Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1149			Mark RISON			218			2			5.2.1a			19			3			E			Y			19.03			3			5.2.1a						J									23			" service_access_point_identfiers" is a bit wacko.  It appears this is 802.1AC terminology			Delete the underscores throughout, and then add a NOTE to say that these identifiers are called the version with underscores in 802.1AC			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 17:57:59Z) This is 802.1 terminology. Go to 802.1 if you want to change this.			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1150			Mark RISON			218			2			5.2.1a			19						E			Y			19.00						5.2.1a						V									23			This "on an MA-UNITDATA" is a bit weird			Change to "in an" and add "primitve" after			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 17:59:01Z) Change to "in" but don't add primitive since that would be redundant.			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1151			Mark RISON			218			2			5.2.2.2			20			9			T			Y			20.09			9			5.2.2.2						J			Mark Hamilton						32			This MSDU format parameter is only present if dot11GLKImplemented is true, presumably.  Ditto for the .ind			Add words to that effect, as for the other new GLK-only parameter			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2016-11-04 22:58:12Z)  The MSDU format parameter reflects the EPD-ness of the frame, and is independent of GLK (EPD can be used outside the context of GLK if desired).  And there is no concept of "EPD not being used", since that scenario is, by definition, the value "LPD" for this parameter.			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1152			Mark RISON			218			2			5.2.2.2			19			36			T			Y			19.36			36			5.2.2.2						J			Mark Hamilton						32			Are we allowed to fiddle with the MA-UNITDATA arguments?  I thought these were fixed for all 802 MACs (which is why we have a vestigial "routing information" parameter).  Ditto for the .ind			Shoehorn the new GLK stuff in the existing parameters (e.g. maybe routing information can carry it)			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2016-11-04 22:59:25Z)  Actually, none of the 802 "dot" specifications exaclty match the MAC Service defined by 802.1AC.  That is the purpose of the 802.1AC convergence functions - to map the media-dependent SAPs to the common MAC SAP definition.			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1153			Mark RISON			218			2			5.2.3.3			21			26			T			Y			21.26			26			5.2.3.3						V			Donald Eastlake			11-16/921r4			29			" their destination address filtering  26

matches for the local MAC sublayer entity" seems much less clear than the baseline text			Just add ", if GLK is not in use," to the baseline and make no other changes			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-09-10 19:58:48Z) Revert to base text.			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1154			Mark RISON			218			2			5.2.4.2			22			11			E			Y			22.11			11			5.2.4.2						A									23			Change tracking is not accurate: the hyphen is not new			Do not show the hyphen as new text			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 18:02:08Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1155			Mark RISON			218			2			6.3.3.2.2			23			29			T			Y			23.29			29			6.3.3.2.2						V			Donald Eastlake						29			It is more important to know when this new parameter is not present			Change "is present if" to "is not present unless".  Make a similar change in 6.3.3.3.2 and 6.3.4.2.2 und so weiter und so fort			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-09-10 19:59:51Z) Move the last sentence to be the first sentence.			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1156			Mark RISON			218			2			6.3.3.2.2			24			3			T			Y			24.03			3			6.3.3.2.2						V			Donald Eastlake			11-16/921r4			29			What value is passed if GLK is implemented locally but the scannee doesn't do GLK?			In the middle cell add "or null"			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-09-10 20:00:45Z) This is a parameter to scan request. "null" is not meaningful. However, thre is an error in scan confirm. In scan confirm, replace "This parameter is present if dot11GLKImplemented is true and not present otherwise." with "This parameter is present if provided by the responding STA."			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1157			Mark RISON			218			2			6.3.4.2.2			24			8			E			Y			24.08			8			6.3.4.2.2						A									23			Spurious n			Change it to a space			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 18:03:45Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1158			Mark RISON			218			2			6.3.4.2.2			24			8			T			Y			24.08			8			6.3.4.2.2						A			Donald Eastlake			11-921r4			29			Why does the MLME-JOIN.req need the GLK caps?			Make no changes in subclause 6.3.4.2			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-09-10 20:01:48Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1159			Mark RISON			218			2			6.3.27			34			23			T			Y			34.23			23			6.3.27						J			Donald Eastlake						32			We need this stuff in 6.3.44 TDLS Discovery and 6.3.45 TDLS direct-link establishment, not in DLS (which is dead, if it was ever alive)			Add GLK stuff to the TDLS primitives			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2016-11-02 20:52:54Z) Clauses 6.3.44 and 6.3.45 incorporate the TDLS Action field formats from 9.6.13.2 and 9.6.13.3 so this is already taken care of.			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1160			Mark RISON			218			2			9.3.1.8.1			37			20			T			Y			37.20			20			9.3.1.8.1						V			Ganesh Venkatesan			11-16/827r2			29			The "00" combination cannot possibly be reserved, as existing implementations use this			Change to "The BAR is neither a GCR nor a GLK-GCR Block Ack Request"			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-09-10 06:54:32Z) Delete lines 17-21			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1161			Mark RISON			218			2			9.3.1.8.1			37			17			T			Y			37.17			17			9.3.1.8.1						A									27			They're not to be referred to as "bits".  Ditto under 9.3.1.9			Change "bits are" to "subfield is"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-19 22:31:54Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1162			Mark RISON			218			2			9.3.1.8.1			37			17			T			Y			37.17			17			9.3.1.8.1						A			Ganesh Venkatesan			11-16/827r2			29			Why are lines 17-21 here, since the information is in Table 9-22?   Ditto under 9.3.1.9			Delete the referenced lines			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-09-10 06:55:44Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1163			Mark RISON			218			2			9.3.1.8.1			38			2			E			Y			38.02			2			9.3.1.8.1						V									23			No, the values indicate which variant is represented.  The original text is correct and the change is wrong			Just add "Mode" and change "four" to "the"; make no other changes			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-15 20:41:34Z) Also change "determine" to "indicate" and "can be represented" to "is used".			EDITOR			LB218			Ready for motion												2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1164			Mark RISON			218			2			9.3.1.8.1			38			7			T			Y			38.07			7			9.3.1.8.1						A			Ganesh Venkatesan			11-16/827r2			29			All the cells on the right except the heading are missing "Req" after "BlockAck"			Add "Req" after "BlockAck" except in the heading			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-09-10 06:56:57Z) In Table 9-22 replace all occurences of BlockAck with BlockAckReq in the BlockAckReq variant column. No changes are needed in Table 9-24.			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1165			Mark RISON			218			2			9.3.1.8.1			37			13			E			Y			37.13			13			9.3.1.8.1						A									23			Change tracking is not accurate: some text has been deleted			Show the deleted text, not just the replacement text			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 18:28:03Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1166			Mark RISON			218			2			9.3.1.8.7			38			16			E			Y			38.16			16			9.3.1.8.7						V									23			There's no such figure			Change "9-20a" to "9-30a"			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 18:33:47Z) Will be corrected as per the numbering adjustment spreadsheet.			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1167			Mark RISON			218			2			9.3.1.9.1			38			16			E			Y			38.16			16			9.3.1.9.1						V									23			There's no such figure			Change "9-30a" to "9-20a"			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 18:34:39Z) Will be corrected as per the numbering adjustment spreadsheet.			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1168			Mark RISON			218			2			9.3.1.9.1			39			14			E			Y			39.14			14			9.3.1.9.1						A									23			This is guaranteed to rot			Change "four" to "the", not "five"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 18:35:56Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1169			Mark RISON			218			2			9.3.1.9.7			40						E			Y			40.00						9.3.1.9.7						A									23			Why is "GLK-" red in two places?			Make it black			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 18:37:59Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1170			Mark RISON			218			2			9.3.1.9.7			40			7			T			Y			40.07			7			9.3.1.9.7						V			Ganesh Venkatesan			11-16/827r2			29			Why is the TID_INFO used here but not in the GLK-GCR BlockAckReq?			I don't pretend to understand GLK, but I'd have thought you either needed it in both or in neither			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-09-10 06:59:07Z) Delete P20L07 "The TID INFO subfield in the BA Control field in the BLK-GCR BlockAck frame contains the TID for which this BlockAck frame is sent."			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1171			Mark RISON			218			2			9.3.1.9.7			40			22			E			Y			40.22			22			9.3.1.9.7						A									23			Font too small			Make this para the same font size as elsewhere			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 18:38:42Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1172			Mark RISON			218			2			9.3.2.1.2			42			8			E			Y			42.08			8			9.3.2.1.2						A									23			It says "NOTE 1" but there don't appear to be any other NOTEs			Delete the "1"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 18:39:37Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1173			Mark RISON			218			2			9.3.2.1.2			42			8			T			Y			42.08			8			9.3.2.1.2						V			Donald Eastlake			11-16/921r4			29			"A SYNRA is never the DA. A SYNRA can only be used by a GLK AP, and when the actual DA  8 is carried in another field." is rather confusing, but seems to be suggesting that the DA field can, in fact, sometimes contain a SYNRA			Change to "A SYNRA might be used in the DA field by a GLK AP; in this case the actual DA  8 is carried in another field."			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-09-10 20:02:59Z) Change 2nd sentence to "A SYNRA can only be used by a GLK AP as an RA, in which case the actual DA is carried in another field." Delete 3rd sentence. Update reference from 9.42 to 10.57.			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1174			Mark RISON			218			2			9.3.2.1.2			42			8			E			Y			42.08			8			9.3.2.1.2						V									23			Double crime: a "shall" in a NOTE and in Clause 9!			Change "shall" to "is"			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 18:41:54Z) "shall be" -> "is"			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1175			Mark RISON			218			2			9.3.2.1.2			42			9			T			Y			42.09			9			9.3.2.1.2						V			Donald Eastlake			11-16/921r4			29			Is the concept " the 4 Address MPDU  9

format." defined somwhere?			Change to "an MPDU with four addresses"			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-09-10 20:04:10Z) That sentence is deleted by the resolution of CID 1173.			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1176			Mark RISON			218			2			9.3.2.1.2			42			19			T			Y			42.19			19			9.3.2.1.2						V			Donald Eastlake			11-16/921r4			29			The changes in this para seem to have nothing to do with GLK (and "Subframe" should be lowercase)			Do not make the changes; bring them to TGmc instead			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-09-10 20:05:15Z) Make Subframe lower case.			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1177			Mark RISON			218			2			9.3.2.1.2			42			26			T			Y			42.26			26			9.3.2.1.2						V			Donald Eastlake			11-921r4			29			"a group destination address or an individual  26

destination address that is not known by the corresponding 802.1Q bridge" -- what is the precedence?  Might a group address not be known by the bridge			Disambiguate			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-09-10 20:07:20Z) Replace with "an individual destination address that is not known by the corresponding 802.1Q bridge or a group destination address,"			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1178			Mark RISON			218			2			9.3.2.1.2			42			28			T			Y			42.28			28			9.3.2.1.2						J			Donald Eastlake						27			Hm, is this clear?  The RA field contains a MAC address, but a SYNRA appears to be a 48-bit field structure.  How is this structure mapped to a MAC address and thence into 6 octets?			Clarify			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-20 02:50:44Z) It is consistent with the rest of the frame format clause.			EDITOR			LB218															2,3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1179			Mark RISON			218			2			9.3.2.1.2			43			11			E			Y			43.11			11			9.3.2.1.2						A									23			"See figure" has the capitalisation the wrong way round			Changet to "see Figure"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 18:43:13Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1180			Mark RISON			218			2			9.3.2.1.2			43			13			T			Y			43.13			13			9.3.2.1.2						A									28			I think this is going to lead to great confusion: a 44-bit field which is then placed from bit position 4 in some other field			Number the bits from 4, not 0			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-20 02:57:46Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1181			Mark RISON			218			2			9.3.2.1.2			43			17			T			Y			43.17			17			9.3.2.1.2						V									25			"Its units are 4 AID" is very confusing, because an AID is not a unit			Reword			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-15 20:43:25Z) Replace "Its units are 4 AID" with "Its value is multiplied by 4 to find the starting AID value"			EDITOR			LB218			Ready for motion												2.2			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1182			Mark RISON			218			2			9.3.2.1.2			43			17			E			Y			43.17			17			9.3.2.1.2						A									23			It says "has a values"			Change to "has a value"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 20:38:50Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1183			Mark RISON			218			2			9.3.2.1.2			43			17			E			Y			43.17			17			9.3.2.1.2						A									23			It says "through" (2x)			Change to "to"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 20:39:44Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1184			Mark RISON			218			2			9.3.2.1.2			43			18			T			Y			43.18			18			9.3.2.1.2						V									28			" These match  18

the maximum AID values of 2007 and 8191, respectively." is a justification, not a specification			Delete the cited sentence (or change to a NOTE if you really insist)			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-20 02:59:54Z) Make that sentence a Note.			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1185			Mark RISON			218			2			9.3.2.1.2			43			18			E			Y			43.18			18			9.3.2.1.2						A									23			Probably safer to say that other values are reserved			As it says in the comment			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 20:42:16Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1186			Mark RISON			218			2			9.3.2.1.2			43			18			E			Y			43.18			18			9.3.2.1.2						A									23			Missing articles			Add "a" after "for" (2x)			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 20:43:18Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1187			Mark RISON			218			2			9.3.2.1.2			43			22			E			Y			43.22			22			9.3.2.1.2						A									23			It says "AID"			Change to "AIDs"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 20:45:59Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1188			Mark RISON			218			2			9.3.2.1.2			43			22			E			Y			43.22			22			9.3.2.1.2						A									23			It says "through"			Change to "to"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 20:47:07Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1189			Mark RISON			218			2			9.3.2.1.2			43			23			E			Y			43.23			23			9.3.2.1.2						A									23			It says "through"			Change to "to"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 20:47:28Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1190			Mark RISON			218			2						58			30			E			Y			58.30			30									A									23			It says "through"			Change to "to"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 20:49:58Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1191			Mark RISON			218			2						66			39			E			Y			66.39			39									A									23			It says "through"			Change to "to"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 20:53:53Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1192			Mark RISON			218			2						80			14			E			Y			80.14			14									A									23			It says "through"			Change to "to"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 20:57:17Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1193			Mark RISON			218			2			9.3.2.1.2			43			27			E			Y			43.27			27			9.3.2.1.2						A									23			It says "AID"			Change to "AIDs"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 21:00:14Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1194			Mark RISON			218			2			9.3.2.1.2			42			30			T			Y			42.30			30			9.3.2.1.2						J									28			How is a SYNRA distinguished from a locally-assigned group address?			Add some wording to say that GLK cannot be used with locally-assigned group addresses			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-20 02:51:38Z) A locally assigned group address will be a DA, not an RA.			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1195			Mark RISON			218			2			9.3.2.1.2			42			28			E			Y			42.28			28			9.3.2.1.2						J									23			This SYNRA stuff breaks up the flow of the description of the address fields (after all the SYNRA verbiage we suddenly get back to our old friend the RA)			Move it to a new subclause, referenced from here			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 21:02:03Z) The draft doesn't get back to RA. After SYNRA, it continues with TA and then BSSID.			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1196			Mark RISON			218			2			9.3.2.1.2			43			21			E			Y			43.21			21			9.3.2.1.2						V									23			It's not really "criteria", just a directive			Change to "directive"			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 21:02:57Z) Change to "indications".			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1197			Mark RISON			218			2			9.3.2.1.2			43			26			E			Y			43.26			26			9.3.2.1.2						V									23			It's not really "criteria", just a directive			Change to "directive"			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 21:04:08Z) Change to "indication".			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1198			Mark RISON			218			2			9.3.2.1.3			44			14			E			Y			44.14			14			9.3.2.1.3						V									23			Something extremely wacko has happened in the middle of this line			Use the baseline wording			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 21:05:03Z) Replace "=htC" with "+HTC".			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1199			Mark RISON			218			2			9.3.2.1.4			44						T			Y			44.00						9.3.2.1.4						V									28			Not only do the changes here seem to have nothing to do with GLK, but they also seem wrong (the mesh stuff has been lost).  Oh, and the change tracking is bogus (there's SYNRA waffling which is both deleted and inserted)			Stop fiddling with text that has nothing to do with GLK; bring any proposed changes to TGmc instead			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-20 03:06:43Z) Revert to base text.			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1200			Mark RISON			218			2			9.3.2.1.4			44			37			T			Y			44.37			37			9.3.2.1.4						V									28			Last time I looked, I came to the conclusion that a MPDU carrying a whole MSDU was still technically a fragment			Stop fiddling with text that has nothing to do with GLK; bring any proposed changes to TGmc instead			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-20 03:08:04Z) Revert to base text.			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1201			Mark RISON			218			2			9.3.2.1.4			45			15			T			Y			45.15			15			9.3.2.1.4						V									28			"Extended AID bit array (if present) or Extended AID list (if present)" -- what are these two things?			Define the terms			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-20 03:08:37Z) Revertr to base text.			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1202			Mark RISON			218			2			9.3.3.7			46			13			E			Y			46.13			13			9.3.3.7						V									23			Inconsistency re full stop at end of last cell			Follow the baseline			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 21:06:22Z) Use full stop.			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1203			Mark RISON			218			2			9.3.3			46			1			T			Y			46.01			1			9.3.3						J									28			All these "is present if dot11GLKImplemented is true"s need an "and is not present otherwise" or similar			As it says in the comment			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-20 03:11:27Z) The style of 9.3.3 does not have such wording. To consistently make this change would add five words in hundreds of cases.			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1204			Mark RISON			218			2			9.3.3.9			46			22			E			Y			46.22			22			9.3.3.9						V									23			Inconsistency re full stop at end of last cell			Follow the baseline			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 21:07:50Z) Use full stop.			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1205			Mark RISON			218			2			9.4.1.4			48			1			T			Y			48.01			1			9.4.1.4						J									28			It is safe to use b13?  This bit was used in previous versions of 802.11			Use an Extended Caps bit instead			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-20 03:28:52Z) We have been assured that the feature previously assigned this bit never shipped in an 802.11 device. Using Capabilities rather than Extended Capabilities saves space.			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1206			Mark RISON			218			2			9.4.1.4			48			7			E			Y			48.07			7			9.4.1.4						A									23			It says "sub-field"			Delete the hyphen			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 22:35:21Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1207			Mark RISON			218			2			9.4.2.1			48			7			T			Y			48.07			7			9.4.2.1						J									28			On what basis does GLK Caps deserve a precious non-extended assignment?			Leave the decision to ANA.  The cold never bothered her anyway (or was it her sister?)			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-20 03:30:55Z) Allocation of such ANA code points is decided by vote of the WG.			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1208			Mark RISON			218			2			9.4.2.128.2			50			7			T			Y			50.07			7			9.4.2.128.2						J			Donald Eastlake			11-16/921r4			29			Err, why do we have an EPD indication in both the Capabilities Information field and the DMG STA Capability Information field?			Delete it from the former (the non-DMG version is suspect anyway, per another comment, so better to have it elsewhere)			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2016-09-10 20:08:30Z) Useful to signal in DMG Beacon which has only a DMG STA Capability Information field and not a Capabilities Information field.			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1209			Mark RISON			218			2			9.4.2.128.2			50			7			E			Y			50.07			7			9.4.2.128.2						A									23			It says "sub-field"			Delete the hyphen			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 22:37:14Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1210			Mark RISON			218			2			9.4.2.128.2			50			7			T			Y			50.07			7			9.4.2.128.2						A									28			It says " DMG Capabilities Information  field"			Change to "DMG STA Capability Information field"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-20 03:35:20Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1211			Mark RISON			218			2			9.4.2.220			50			13			E			Y			50.13			13			9.4.2.220						A									23			"Probe", "Associate", "Re-Associate" [sic] -- there ain't no such frames			Change to "Probe Request", "Association Request" and "Reassociation Request"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 22:37:47Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1212			Mark RISON			218			2			9.4.2.220			50			22			T			Y			50.22			22			9.4.2.220						A									28			What is "0"?			Use the canonical reference			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-20 03:35:51Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1213			Mark RISON			218			2			9.4.2.220			50			24			T			Y			50.24			24			9.4.2.220						V			Donald Eastlake			11-16/921r4			29			The length should not be given, especially since the element is extensible			Use the canonical reference			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-09-10 20:09:33Z) Delete "The Length field for this element is 1." See also CID 1212.			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1214			Mark RISON			218			2			9.4.2.220			51			2			E			Y			51.02			2			9.4.2.220						V									23			"bits"			Use the standard wording ("The <blah> field is <something>ed in Figure")			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 23:23:47Z) "The flag bits are as shown" -> "The GLK Capability Flags field is shown"			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1215			Mark RISON			218			2			9.4.2.220			51			18			E			Y			51.18			18			9.4.2.220						V									23			"bits"			Use the standard wording ("The <blah> field is <something>ed in Figure")			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 23:24:47Z) Revise: "Table 9-256ab (GLK-GCR Mode definition) describes the GLK-GCR Mode bits in the GLK Capability Flags field." -> "The GCR Mode bits of the GLK Capability Flags field  are shown in Table . . ."			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1216			Mark RISON			218			2			9.4.2.220			51			3			E			Y			51.03			3			9.4.2.220						A									23			It says "mode"			Change to "Mode"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 23:32:34Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1217			Mark RISON			218			2			9.4.2.220			51			22			E			Y			51.22			22			9.4.2.220						V									23			The bits here are shown as b3 and b4 but were B3 and B4 above			Be consistent (either lowercase everywhere or nowhere)			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 23:33:25Z) Use upper case.			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1218			Mark RISON			218			2			9.4.2.220			51			22			T			Y			51.22			22			9.4.2.220						V			Ganesh Venkatesan			11-16/827r2			29			Everything is a STA, so it seems the only valid combination is 00 anyway			If "non-AP STA" was intended, say that			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-09-10 07:01:09Z) Incorporate editor instructions in 11-16/827r2.			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1219			Mark RISON			218			2			9.4.2.220			51			22			T			Y			51.22			22			9.4.2.220						V			Ganesh Venkatesan			11-16/827r2			29			What is the difference between "not supported" and "not implemented"?			Clarify			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-09-10 07:02:12Z) Incorporate editor instructions in 11-16/827r2.			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1220			Mark RISON			218			2			9.4.2.220			51			22			T			Y			51.22			22			9.4.2.220						V			Ganesh Venkatesan			11-16/827r2			29			What is the difference between "not activated" and "not operational"?			Clarify			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-09-10 07:03:22Z) Incorporate editor instructions in 11-16/827r3.			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1221			Mark RISON			218			2			9.4.2.221			52			1			E			Y			52.01			1			9.4.2.221						A									23			It says "parameters"			Change to "Parameters"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 23:36:14Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1222			Mark RISON			218			2			9.4.2.221			52			5			E			Y			52.05			5			9.4.2.221						A									23			It says "parameters"			Change to "Parameters"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 23:36:46Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1223			Mark RISON			218			2			9.4.2.221			52			5			T			Y			52.05			5			9.4.2.221						A									28			It says "16"			Change to "12"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-20 03:39:46Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1224			Mark RISON			218			2			9.4.2.221			52			14			T			Y			52.14			14			9.4.2.221						V			Donald Eastlake			11-16/921r4			29			Here the bits are labelled b1 and b2, but above they are b0 and b1			Change to b0 and b1.  Also make the case consistent			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-09-10 20:10:36Z) Change to "B0" and "B1".			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1225			Mark RISON			218			2			9.4.2.221			52			16			T			Y			52.16			16			9.4.2.221						A			Donald Eastlake			11-16/921r4			29			The GGRP can't ever be set to 0, because this is a reserved value			Delete this sentence			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-09-10 20:11:47Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1226			Mark RISON			218			2			9.4.2.221			52			19			T			Y			52.19			19			9.4.2.221						V			Donald Eastlake			11-16/921r4			29			The GGRP is a 2-bit bitfield, so saying "is set to 1" is confusing			Change to "11"			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-09-10 20:18:59Z)  Change "If the GLK-GCR Retransmission Policy is set to 1 (block ack)" to "If the GLK-GCR Retransmission Policy indicates GLK-GCR block ack mode".			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1227			Mark RISON			218			2			9.4.2.221			52			19			T			Y			52.19			19			9.4.2.221						V			Donald Eastlake						32			This whole para is a car crash:

- the format if the GG mode is unsolicited retry is not specified

- first two sentences should be compressed into one

- is the BS really advisory only?  If the AP is going to use this number of buffers, then the STAs need to support this too (but then I don't know what they do if 0 is indicated)

- should not "imply" stuff, should specify stuff (see TGmc/D5.0 resolution for wording fixes in the area of the BA(R) subfields)

- the text refers to BASSC but the field is actually the BASSN (but the xref only describes an SSN field, not a BASSN field)			As it says in the comment			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-11-02 20:56:34Z) This clause has been extensively modified in Draft 2.4 and the task group believes those changes address this comment.			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1228			Mark RISON			218			2			9.6.29.1			54			15			T			Y			54.15			15			9.6.29.1						J			Ganesh Venkatesan			11-16/827r2			29			I don't think a Time Priority column is included if the answer is never Yes			Delete this column			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2016-09-10 07:04:45Z) Time Priority is a necessary property of all 802.11 action frames to determine how the frame is queued for transmission.			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1229			Mark RISON			218			2			9.6.29.2			54			19			E			Y			54.19			19			9.6.29.2						V									23			It says "a GLK-GCR action frame"			Change to "a GLK Action frame" (2 fixes)			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 23:38:44Z) Fix the one instance.			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1230			Mark RISON			218			2			9.6.29.2			54			24			E			Y			54.24			24			9.6.29.2						A									23			It says "GLK-GCR Action"			Change to "GLK Action"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 23:39:46Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1231			Mark RISON			218			2			10.2.8			55			17			T			Y			55.17			17			10.2.8						V			Mark Hamilton						32			I don't understand what "also" means here in terms of the 5th para in the baseline			Clarify			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-11-04 23:00:29Z)  This sentence applies to transmitting a group addressed message, and therefore makes more sense following the 4th paragraph.  Change the editing instructions at P55.16 to say "fourth" instead of "fifth" and move this editing instruction and text to be before the instructions for cited text in 10.2.8 (just above), which is referencing the 5th paragraph.			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1232			Mark RISON			218			2			10.2.8			55			7			T			Y			55.07			7			10.2.8						V			Mark Hamilton			11-16/1533r1			34			What is a "filtered" DA field?			Do not insert the word "filtered" here			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-11-10 21:11:48Z) Replace

"When the Address 1 field or a filtered DA field contains a group address and the receiver is a non-GLK STA, address filtering is performed by comparing …"

with

"In the case of a non-GLK STA receiver, when the Address 1 field or DA field contains a group address, address filtering is performed by comparing …".

 			EDITOR			LB218																		2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1233			Mark RISON			218			2			10.3.6			55			25			T			Y			55.25			25			10.3.6						V			Donald Eastlake			11-16/921r4			29			This only applies to GLK STAs			Add "GLK" before "STA".  In turn, fiddle with the previous sentence so the "that is not a SYNRA" only applies to GLK STAs			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-09-10 20:22:27Z) Change last paragraph of 10.3.6 to "A STA shall discard an MPDU with a group address in the Address 1 field unless one of the following cases applies: (1) the value in the Address 1 field matches any value in the dot11GroupAddressesTable or matches the Broadcast address value, or (2) the STA is a GLK STA and the address in the Address 1 field is a SYNRA. A GLK STA shall process an MPDU with a SYNRA in the Address 1 field as described in 10.58 (SYNRA address filtering operation)."			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1234			Mark RISON			218			2			10.24.3			56			14			T			Y			56.14			14			10.24.3						V			Ganesh Venkatesan			11-16/827r2			29			Yeah, but this may be 0, so then the originator (i.e. the AP) shall not transmit more than 0 frames?			Explain how 0 works in this case			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-09-10 07:05:51Z) Incorporate editor instructions in 11-16/827r2.			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1235			Mark RISON			218			2			10.24.3			56			21			T			Y			56.21			21			10.24.3						A			Ganesh Venkatesan			11-16/1257r2			32			It says "GCR block ack retransmission policy"			Change "GCR" to "GLK-GCR"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-11-06 00:45:39Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1236			Mark RISON			218			2			10.24.6			56			33			T			Y			56.33			33			10.24.6						V			Ganesh Venkatesan			11-16/1257r2			32			"shall be set to xy" -- is this clear enough in terms of bit ordering?			Change to "with b$n set to x and b$m set to y"			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-11-06 00:49:36Z) Change the binary representation of the bits to decimal.			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1237			Mark RISON			218			2			10.24.6			56			33			T			Y			56.33			33			10.24.6						V			Ganesh Venkatesan			11-16/1257r4			33			The "shall be set to 0 otherwise" behaviour has been lost			Add this to the end of the subclause			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-11-08 04:28:28Z) Make changes to Clause 10.24.6 as shown in 11-16/1257r4.			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1238			Mark RISON			218			2			10.24.10.1			57			11			E			Y			57.11			11			10.24.10.1						A									23			There is no antecedent pair of options (the subclause title doesn't count)			Delete "respectively"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 23:40:25Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1239			Mark RISON			218			2			9.4.2.220			51			22			E			Y			51.22			22			9.4.2.220						A									23			It says "Block ACK"			Change to "block ack"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 23:42:23Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1240			Mark RISON			218			2			10.24.10.2			57			18			E			Y			57.18			18			10.24.10.2						A									23			It says "block Ack"			Change to "block ack"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 23:43:04Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1241			Mark RISON			218			2			10.24.10.2a			57			27			E			Y			57.27			27			10.24.10.2a						V									23			It says "Receiver Filtering"			Change to "receiver filtering"			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 23:46:25Z) Replace "Receiver Filtering" with "address filtering (see 10.57 (. . .))".			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1242			Mark RISON			218			2			10.24.10.2a			57			27			E			Y			57.27			27			10.24.10.2a						V									23			What is "Receiver Filtering"?  It's not defined anywhere, though it also appears in the arch diagrams			Clarify			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 23:47:38Z) Replace "Receiver Filtering" with "address filtering (see 10.57 (. . .))".			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1243			Mark RISON			218			2			10.24.10.2a			57			24			T			Y			57.24			24			10.24.10.2a						A			Ganesh Venkatesan			11-16/1257r2			32			"Successful receipt of a GLK-GCR frame means that the  24

SYNRA addressed frame was transmitted by the GLK AP to which the recipient is associated and  25

that there were no errors in the received frame." -- this is just the standard definition of frame reception			Delete this sentence			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-11-06 01:44:01Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1244			Mark RISON			218			2			10.24.10.2a			57			23			T			Y			57.23			23			10.24.10.2a						A			Ganesh Venkatesan			11-16/1257r2			32			It says " all successfully GLK-GCR frames received" but the "successfully" is in the wrong place and anyway it is implicit in the baseline that a frame is received successfully (otherwise it is not received)			Delete "successfully"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-11-06 01:47:01Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1245			Mark RISON			218			2			10.24.10.2a			57			40			T			Y			57.40			40			10.24.10.2a						A			Ganesh Venkatesan			11-16/1257r2			32			It says " the Reorder Buffer Size field " but there is no such field			Delete "Reorder"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-11-06 01:48:43Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1246			Mark RISON			218			2			10.24.10.2a			57			40			T			Y			57.40			40			10.24.10.2a						V			Ganesh Venkatesan			11-16/1257r2			32			Yeah, but this may be 0, so then the originator (i.e. the AP) shall not transmit more than 0 frames?			Explain how 0 works in this case			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-11-06 01:50:44Z) The Buffer Size field in the GCR Parameter Set element in (Re)Association Response cannot be zero. It is set to a value >= 1. See resolution CID 1003. No additional changes required.			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1247			Mark RISON			218			2			9.6.29.2			54			18			E			Y			54.18			18			9.6.29.2						A			-						27			It says "GLK Groupcast Policy Mode Change Notification "			Delete "Policy"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-18 02:51:00Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1248			Mark RISON			218			2			10.24.10.2a			58			8			E			Y			58.08			8			10.24.10.2a						A			-						27			It says " GLK-GCR Retransmission Policy Change Notification"			Change to "GLK Groupcast Mode Change Notification frame" (several fixes)			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-18 02:52:54Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1249			Mark RISON			218			2			11.24.16.4.1			65			18			E			Y			65.18			18			11.24.16.4.1						A									23			It says "action frame"			Delete "action"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 23:50:58Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1250			Mark RISON			218			2			9.6.29.2			54			23			T			Y			54.23			23			9.6.29.2						J			Ganesh Venkatesan			11-16/1257r2			32			This table defines the Action field value, not the entire Action frame contents			Use the canonical wording			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2016-11-06 01:57:45Z) The table defines the format of the GLK Groupcast Mode Change Notification action frame. The frame includes an Action field and a GLK-GCR Parameter Set element.			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1251			Mark RISON			218			2			10.24.10.2a			57			29			T			Y			57.29			29			10.24.10.2a						V			Ganesh Venkatesan			11-16/1257r2			32			"Each recipient in a GLK BSS that has a GLK-GCR block ack agreement with the GLK AP " is confusing because it's the AP which decides whether there is such an agreement; the recipient (a.k.a. STA) has no choice in the matter			Reword to make this clear			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-11-06 01:59:10Z) See text for 10.24.10.2a in 11-16/1257r2.			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1252			Mark RISON			218			2			10.24.10.2a			57			22			T			Y			57.22			22			10.24.10.2a						J			Ganesh Venkatesan			11-16/1257r2			32			I guess/hope that most of the behaviour here in terms of BA bitmap processing is the same as for vanilla BA			Refer to normal BA processing and merely indicate what changes w.r.t. this			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2016-11-06 02:07:21Z) - Changes to the basic Block Ack scoreboarding to apply for GCR and GLK-GCR would render the text cumbersome, confusing and may require scrolling back and forth to the Basic Block Ack and GCR Block Ack or GLK-GCR Block Ack clauses. Although there is some repetition of text, it is a good trade-off for improved clarity and maintenance of focus in the mechanism of interest.			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1253			Mark RISON			218			2			10.24.10.3			58			41			T			Y			58.41			41			10.24.10.3						A			Ganesh Venkatesan			11-16/1257r2			32			The changes in this para seem to have nothing to do with GLK			Do not make the changes; bring them to TGmc instead			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-11-06 02:08:52Z) Revert the proposed changes and propose corresponding changes to REVmd.			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1254			Mark RISON			218			2			11.24.16.4.3			66			8			T			Y			66.08			8			11.24.16.4.3						V			Ganesh Venkatesan			11-16/1257r2			32			Can't it also be sent in the GLK-GCR Wotsit Action frame?			Include this here			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-11-06 02:13:40Z) . Delete the referred statement from 11.24.16.4.3. Include GLK Groupcast Mode Change Notification action frame as another source of the reorder buffer size parameter (in 10.24.10.2a)			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1255			Mark RISON			218			2			10.24.10.3			59			5			E			Y			59.05			5			10.24.10.3						V									23			This starts "an MPDU with the following properties" but then the third one is about "an A-MPDU"			Reword			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-11 23:56:09Z) Insert "in" as the first word in point ( c ).			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1256			Mark RISON			218			2			10.24.3			56			21			E			Y			56.21			21			10.24.3						A									23			"a SYNRA address", but "A" stands for address			Delete "address"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-12 00:00:42Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1257			Mark RISON			218			2			10.24.10.3			59						E			Y			59.00						10.24.10.3						A									23			It says "to SYNRA" (3x)			Change to "to a SYNRA" (3x)			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-12 00:13:00Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1258			Mark RISON			218			2			10.24.10.3			59			23			E			Y			59.23			23			10.24.10.3						A									23			Missing article			Add "the" after "adopting"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-12 00:13:32Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1259			Mark RISON			218			2			10.24.10.3			59			36			T			Y			59.36			36			10.24.10.3						V			Ganesh Venkatesan						33			How regularly is this expected to be?  Are there any requirements on the accuracy of the period?			Change "regularly" to "frequently", or delete			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-11-08 05:07:00Z) See CID 1253.			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1260			Mark RISON			218			2			10.57			59			43			E			Y			59.43			43			10.57						A									23			It says "of SYNRA"			Change to "of a SYNRA"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-12 00:17:26Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1261			Mark RISON			218			2			11.2.7			62			36			E			Y			62.36			36			11.2.7						V									23			It says "of SYNRA"			Change to "of a SYNRA"			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-12 00:19:59Z) "of SYNRA iub addressing GLK-STAs" -> "of a SYNRA for addressing GLK-STAs"			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1262			Mark RISON			218			2			10.57			59			43			T			Y			59.43			43			10.57						A			Donald Eastlake			11-16/921r4			29			I don't understand what " for group addressed MPDU" means here			Delete the cited text			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-09-10 20:23:45Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1263			Mark RISON			218			2			10.57			59			44			E			Y			59.44			44			10.57						A									23			It says "the SYNRA"			Change to "a SYNRA"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-12 00:22:23Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1264			Mark RISON			218			2			10.57			59			44			T			Y			59.44			44			10.57						V			Donald Eastlake			11-16/921r4			29			If it "opt to  44

replicate such frames as serial unicast to the set of receiving STA." then the frames are not "replicated" as the RA will not be the same			Delete the "but" part of the sentence			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-09-10 20:46:08Z) Replace sentence with "A GLK AP shall transmit group addressed MPDUs using either a SYNRA as the RA or by serial unicast."			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1265			Mark RISON			218			2			10.57			59			48			T			Y			59.48			48			10.57						V			Donald Eastlake			11-16/921r4			29			The reference to bits 0-3 is confusing, because one of the bits is necessarily 1 anyway (the U/G bit) and only two of the bits are the "SYNRA Type"			Just say that if the group addressed frame does not use a SYNRA then blahblahblah			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-09-10 20:47:10Z) Replace "When a GLK non-AP STA receives a group addressed RA in an MPDU from its associated GLK AP, the non-AP STA shall interpret the RA as a SYNRA. If bits 0 to 3 of the RA do not represent a supported SYNRA Type," with "When a GLK non-AP STA receives a group addressed RA in an MPDU from its associated GLK AP, if the RA is not a SYNRA. or the SYNRA Type subfield does not represent a supported SYNRA Type,"			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1266			Mark RISON			218			2			10.57			60			3			E			Y			60.03			3			10.57						A			Ganesh Venkatesan						27			The term "Block Ack scoreboard" does not appear in the baseline and has suspect capitalisation			Change "GLK-GCR Block Ack scoreboard" to "scoreboard used for GLK-GCR block ack"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-18 02:55:24Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1267			Mark RISON			218			2			10.57			60			4			E			Y			60.04			4			10.57						A			-						27			The term "Block Ack scoreboard" does not appear in the baseline and has suspect capitalisation			Change "GLK-GCR Block Ack scoreboard" to "scoreboard used for GLK-GCR block ack"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-18 02:56:03Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1268			Mark RISON			218			2			10.57			60			3			T			Y			60.03			3			10.57						J			Ganesh Venkatesan			11-16/1257r2			32			But GLK-GCR might use unsolicited retry rather than block ack			Reword to allow for that eventuality			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2016-11-06 02:26:00Z) The GLK-AP does not switch to the unsolicited retry node without a GLK-GCR BlockAckReq/BlockAck exchange followed by transmitting a GCR Groupcast Mode Change Notification action frame that announces the switch to the unsolicited retry mode. Once the switch happens, the scoreboarding is suspended till a switch to GLK-GCR Block Ack mode happens.			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1269			Mark RISON			218			2			10.57			60			9			T			Y			60.09			9			10.57						A			Donald Eastlake						32			Isn't the transmitter broken if this happens, and if it isn't doesn't line 12 apply?			Delete this bullet			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-11-02 20:57:42Z) (Note: due to another comment resolution, this is now Clause 10.58.)			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1270			Mark RISON			218			2			10.58			60			16			T			Y			60.16			16			10.58						A			Mark Hamilton						32			"GLK transmissions of MSDUs that are sent as a consequence of an MA-UNITDATA.request " -- they ain't going to be sent as a consequence of anything else (3x)			Delete "that are sent as a consequence of an MA-UNITDATA.request" (3x)			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-11-04 23:05:12Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1271			Mark RISON			218			2			10.58			60			16			E			Y			60.16			16			10.58						V									23			"a basic A-MSDU format" -- there's only one such format, and also what's the underline between "basic" and "A-MSDU"? (3x)			Delete "a" and remove the underline			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-12 00:28:30Z) "a basic_A-MSDU format" -> "a Basic A-MSDU". Also "4-address frame" -> "four-address MAC header formatted frame". Ditto for "3-address" in this clause.			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1272			Mark RISON			218			2			10.58			60			22			T			Y			60.22			22			10.58						V			Donald Eastlake			11-16/1507r3			34			"any of a 3-address frame  22

format, a 4-address frame format or a basic A-MSDU format." confuses MPDUs and A-MSDUs, which are at different layers.  An A-MSDU is necessarily sent using 3- or 4-address format.  Similarly in surrounding parens			Be clear on the set of options (3- and/or 4-addr) in each case (in A-MSDU or standalone)			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-11-10 23:09:05Z) Revise: Change text as in 11-16/1507r3.			EDITOR			LB218																		2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1273			Mark RISON			218			2			10.58			60			29			E			Y			60.29			29			10.58						J									23			It says "Bridge"			Change to "bridge"			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-12 00:38:55Z) 802.1 uses a capital.			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1274			Mark RISON			218			2												G			Y															V									27			Sometimes "4-address", sometimes "4 address"			Be consistent (either space everywhere or hyphen everywhere)			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-18 07:05:41Z) We will standardize on "four-address".			EDITOR			LB218															2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1275			Mark RISON			218			2			10.58			60			39			T			Y			60.39			39			10.58						V			Donald Eastlake			11-16/921r4			29			"may" in a NOTE			Either change to "might", or de-NOTE			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-09-10 20:49:52Z) Make no longer a NOTE.			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1276			Mark RISON			218			2			10.58			60			39			T			Y			60.39			39			10.58						A									28			"such that" seems normative			De-NOTE			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-20 03:55:17Z)			EDITOR			LB218						Due to another change, now 10.57.									2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1277			Mark RISON			218			2			10.58			60			40			T			Y			60.40			40			10.58						A			Donald Eastlake			11-16/921r4			29			"must use" seems normative			De-NOTE and change "must" to "shall"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-09-10 20:50:43Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1278			Mark RISON			218			2			10.58			60			36			E			Y			60.36			36			10.58						A									23			It says "Power Save"			Change to "PS mode"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-12 00:49:58Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1279			Mark RISON			218			2			10.58			60			36			T			Y			60.36			36			10.58						A			Mark Hamilton						32			Wording is unclear			Change to "shall not select a STA that is in PS mode unless"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-11-04 23:08:07Z)			EDITOR			LB218						Note to Editor, see also CID 1021, which also re-words the sentence similarly.									2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1280			Mark RISON			218			2			10.58			60			36			T			Y			60.36			36			10.58						V			Joseph Levy			11-16/1201r1			32			What is a DTIM Service Period?  This term does not appear in the baseline			Use the right terminology from the baseline			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-11-05 18:14:54Z) The correct terminology is to use DTIM period and not DTIM Service Period, but DTIM period is a poor choice as DTIM Period is an element used to define the number of Beacons between Beacons containing DTIMs.  In my view using the term DTIM period would be very confusing.  So, there seems to be no good terminology to describe the awake time of a STA, which is what I believe the phase DTIM Service Period is attempting to do.  We could change it to DTIM service period, but I think that is a bit cryptic and also confusing.   Therefore, I suggest simply describing the allowed time that the transmission can occur as below:Current text:

•	may select a STA that is in PS mode, only when transmitted during the DTIM Service Period;

Replace with:

•	may select a STA that is in PS mode, only when transmitted immediately following a Beacon containing a DTIM that the STA is scheduled to be awake to receive.			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1281			Mark RISON			218			2			10.58			60			36			T			Y			60.36			36			10.58						V			Mark Hamilton						32			What does "select a STA" mean?			Does it mean "address a STA"?			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-11-05 15:38:45Z) Change "select" to "address".			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1282			Mark RISON			218			2			10.58			60			38			T			Y			60.38			38			10.58						V			Mark Hamilton						32			What does "select a STA" mean?			Does it mean "address a STA"?			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-11-05 15:40:28Z) Change "select" to "address".			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1283			Mark RISON			218			2			10.58			60			38			T			Y			60.38			38			10.58						V			Mark Hamilton						32			"shall not select a STA whose GLK link may pass through a relay; " -- how does the transmitter know?  What kind of relay anyway?			Clarify.  Also delete spurious semicolon			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-11-05 15:42:32Z)  Change the cited ';' to a '.'  Note to commenter: Only an AP can send a SYNRA, and an AP will always have signalling to know when any kind of relay STA associates with it.			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1284			Mark RISON			218			2			10.58			60			43			T			Y			60.43			43			10.58						V			Donald Eastlake			11-16/1507r2			34			Either these rules are the same as the normal rules or they should be with the other rules			Either just delete, or move to the addressing clause, as appropriate			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-11-10 20:08:41Z) It was felt that the text commented on has too much semantics to be put into Clause 9; however, two references to clause 10.57 have already been added in Clause 9.3.2.1.2, one in a NOTE and one in normative text. In addition, change text in the first paragraph of 9.3.2.1.2 by replacing "Where the 	content of the fields transmitted by mesh STAs is defined in 9.3.5 (Frame addressing in an 	MBSS)." with "Where the 	content of the fields transmitted by mesh STAs is defined in 9.3.5 (Frame addressing in an 	MBSS) and the contents of the fields transmitted by GLK STAs is defined in 10.57 (Addressing 	of GLK data frame transmission)."			EDITOR			LB218																		2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1285			Mark RISON			218			2			11.2.2.1			62			9			T			Y			62.09			9			11.2.2.1						A			Mark Hamilton						29			A BU sent by an AP can't be sent to an AP			Delete "non-AP"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-09-08 21:56:25Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1286			Mark RISON			218			2			11.2.2.1			62			12			T			Y			62.12			12			11.2.2.1						A			Mark Hamilton						29			A BU sent by an AP can't be sent to an AP			Delete "non-AP"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-09-08 21:57:02Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1287			Mark RISON			218			2			11.2.2.1			62			8			T			Y			62.08			8			11.2.2.1						V			Mark Hamilton			11-16/1533r2			34			What happens for BUs destined to all STAs, both non-GLK and GLK (e.g. a broadcast)?			Add wording to clarify that the BU is delivered both after the next DTIM (for non-GLK STAs) and in individual MPDUs (for GLK STAs)			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-11-10 23:18:34Z) change text as shown in 11-16/1533r2.			EDITOR			LB218																		2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1288			Mark RISON			218			2			11.2.2.6			62			16			T			Y			62.16			16			11.2.2.6						V			Mark Hamilton						32			The "associated" aspect has been lost.  If GLK didn't have this irritating habit of just deleting existing text rather than amending it, this wouldn't happen			Don't mess with existing description of non-GLK behaviour			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-11-05 15:44:17Z) Change the editing insttructions to simply insert "non-GLK" after "associated" in the baseline text, instead of (incorrectly) reproducing the first sentence with only this change.  Same thing at P62.8.  Also, this sentence needs "destined to non-GLK non-AP STAs" added after "non-GCR-SP group addressed [BUs]", similarly to the change at P62.9.			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1289			Mark RISON			218			2			11.2.2.6			62			21			T			Y			62.21			21			11.2.2.6						J			Mark Hamilton			11-16/1533r2			34			StrictlyOrdered is obsolescent and not supported for HT anyway			Don't support StrictlyOrdered for GLK			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2016-11-10 23:19:24Z) StrictlyOrdered service class is obsolete for all of 802.11 already, per 5.1.3.			EDITOR			LB218																		2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1290			Mark RISON			218			2			11.2.7			62			31			T			Y			62.31			31			11.2.7						V			Mark Hamilton						32			" may utilize the features described above" -- exactly which features?			List the specific features that a GLK STA may utilise (bleargh)			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-11-05 15:56:49Z) Change "the features described above" to "power save mode".  Also, at P62.29, change "carry" to "carries".			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1291			Mark RISON			218			2			11.2.7			62			29			E			Y			62.29			29			11.2.7						A									23			It says "carry"			Change to "carries"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-12 00:51:18Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1292			Mark RISON			218			2			11.2.7			62			34			E			Y			62.34			34			11.2.7						A									27			It says "SYNRA RA"			Delete the second "RA" and prepend "a"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-18 03:01:07Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1293			Mark RISON			218			2			11.2.7			62			35			E			Y			62.35			35			11.2.7						A									27			Space missing			Add a space after "See"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-18 03:01:41Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1294			Mark RISON			218			2			11.2.7			62			30			T			Y			62.30			30			11.2.7						A			Mark Hamilton						32			It says "power save modes"			Change to "PS mode"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-11-05 16:00:23Z) Note to commenter, the baseline text is not consistent about usage of "power save mode" (versus PS mode, or power management mode), but PS mode does appear to be the better choice.			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1295			Mark RISON			218			2			11.2.7			62			31			T			Y			62.31			31			11.2.7						A			Mark Hamilton						32			It says "power save modes"			Change to "PS mode"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-11-05 16:02:33Z) Note to commenter, the baseline text is not consistent about usage of "power save mode" (versus PS mode, or power management mode), but PS mode does appear to be the better choice.			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1296			Mark RISON			218			2			11.2.7			63			1			T			Y			63.01			1			11.2.7						A			Mark Hamilton						32			It says "Power Save mode"			Change to "PS mode"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-11-05 16:05:45Z) Note to commenter, the baseline text is not consistent about usage of "power save mode" (versus PS mode, or power management mode), but PS mode does appear to be the better choice.			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1297			Mark RISON			218			2			11.2.7			62			39			E			Y			62.39			39			11.2.7						A									27			It says "PS mode STA"			Change to "PS STA"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-18 03:09:12Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1298			Mark RISON			218			2			11.2.7			62			34			E			Y			62.34			34			11.2.7						V			Mark Hamilton						32			This sentence has nothing to do with power management and is unclear anyway			Delete the first sentence of the para here			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-11-05 16:07:12Z) This sentence is meant to distinguish SYNRA frames from other group addressed frames which might be queued for transmission or might be buffered.  SYNRA frames are never buffered.  The setence could be clarified.  See CID 1021 for changes to clarify this and related text.			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1299			Mark RISON			218			2			11.2.7			62			38			E			Y			62.38			38			11.2.7						V									27			How can a "STA [...] result in [...] MPDUs"?  This sentence makes no sense			I can't work out what this is on about.  Is it about what happens at the AP or the non-AP STA?  Where will duplication occur?			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-18 03:08:13Z) - Change "The net effect of the above is that any GLK non-AP STA in PS mode will result in buffered, and potentially duplicated (if there are multiple receivers) MPDUs, for all traffic for which the PS mode STA is a recipient." to "The effect of the above is that any GLK non-AP STA in PS mode will, for all traffic for which the PS mode STA is a recipient, result in MPDUs that are buffered and, if there are multiple receivers, potentially duplicated."			EDITOR			LB218															2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1300			Mark RISON			218			2			11.2.7			62			40			E			Y			62.40			40			11.2.7						A									27			"should" in a NOTE, tsk tsk			Change to "ought to" or promote to normative text			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-18 03:12:41Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1301			Mark RISON			218			2			11.24.16.3.1			63			27			T			Y			63.27			27			11.24.16.3.1						A			Ganesh Venkatesan			11-16/1257r2			32			What is a "subset variant"?			Delete "subset"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-11-06 02:28:05Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1302			Mark RISON			218			2			11.24.16.3.1			64			3			E			Y			64.03			3			11.24.16.3.1						A									27			No such field			Change "Capabilities" to "Capability"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-18 03:15:06Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1303			Mark RISON			218			2			11.24.16.3.1			64			8			E			Y			64.08			8			11.24.16.3.1						A									27			No such field			Change "Capabilities" to "Capability"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-18 03:16:50Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1304			Mark RISON			218			2			11.24.16.3.1			64			7			T			Y			64.07			7			11.24.16.3.1						V			Ganesh Venkatesan			11-16/1257r4			33			"A GLK STA with dot11GLKGCRImplemented set to false or not present" -- how is this possible?  By definition a GLK STA has GCR implemented!			Delete GLK (also at line 2)			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-11-08 05:09:57Z) - .Makes changes to Clause 11.24.16.3.1 as shown in 11-16/1257r4.			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1305			Mark RISON			218			2			11.24.16.3.1			64			2			T			Y			64.02			2			11.24.16.3.1						V			Ganesh Venkatesan			11-16/1257r4			34			This reads as if a GLK STA is required to support GLK-GCR, but I don't think that's the intent (and if it were, there'd be no point having a bit in the capabilities, since the signalling of GLK support would of itself indicate support for GLK-GCR)			Change to "... and that supports GLK-GCR ... and shall set it to 0 otherwise"			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-11-08 05:39:28Z) See CID 1304.			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1306			Mark RISON			218			2			11.24.16.3.1			64			3			E			Y			64.03			3			11.24.16.3.1						A									27			It says "bit"			Change to "subfield"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-18 03:16:18Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1307			Mark RISON			218			2			11.24.16.3.1			64			8			E			Y			64.08			8			11.24.16.3.1						A									27			It says "bit"			Change to "subfield"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-18 03:17:16Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1308			Mark RISON			218			2			11.53			68			5			E			Y			68.05			5			11.53						A									27			It says "bit"			Change to "subfield"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-18 03:32:47Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1309			Mark RISON			218			2			10.24.3			56			21			E			Y			56.21			21			10.24.3						A									27			It says "SYNRA address"			Change to "SYNRA"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-18 02:51:54Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1310			Mark RISON			218			2			4.3.23.1			6			44			T			Y			6.44			44			4.3.23.1						A			Joseph Levy			11-16/1201r1			32			It says "a group addressed SYNRA", but a SYNRA is by definition group-addresed			Change to "a SYNRA"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-11-05 18:39:17Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1311			Mark RISON			218			2			11.24.16.3.2			64			12			E			Y			64.12			12			11.24.16.3.2						A									27			It says "SYNRA addresses"			Change to "SYNRAs"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-18 03:17:40Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1312			Mark RISON			218			2			10.24.6			56			43			T			Y			56.43			43			10.24.6						V			Ganesh Venkatesan			11-16/1257r2			32			What is "a SYNRA delivered using [GLK-GCR]"?			Clarify			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-11-06 02:41:56Z) Add a description of GLK-GCR block ack agreement, and use it to describe the intent of ‘SYNRA delivered’ See 11-16/1257r2			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1313			Mark RISON			218			2			10.24.6			57			2			T			Y			57.02			2			10.24.6						V			Ganesh Venkatesan			11-16/1257r2			32			What is "a SYNRA delivered using [GLK-GCR]"?			Clarify			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-11-06 02:45:23Z) Add a description of GLK-GCR block ack agreement, and use it to describe the intent of ‘SYNRA delivered’. See 11-16/1257r2.			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1314			Mark RISON			218			2			11.24.16.4			65			9			E			Y			65.09			9			11.24.16.4						A									27			It says "use SYNRA"			Change to "contain a SYNRA"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-18 03:18:24Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1315			Mark RISON			218			2			11.24.16.4.1			65			12			T			Y			65.12			12			11.24.16.4.1						V			Ganesh Venkatesan			11-16/1257r2			32			"A GLK AP STA that supports GLK-GCR and has setup GLK-GCR for groupcast transmissions  12

shall transmit a group addressed frames only via the GLK-GCR mechanism." -- err, so what about any non-GLK STAs in the BSS?			Restrict this statement to transmissions to GLK STAs			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-11-06 02:54:15Z) - See 11-16/1257r2 for text.			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1316			Mark RISON			218			2			11.24.16.4.1			65			17			T			Y			65.17			17			11.24.16.4.1						V			Ganesh Venkatesan			11-16/1257r2			32			The ", or" is confusing.  But the whole sentence is awkward			Reword as "shall use the wotsit frame to switch between x and y"			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-11-06 03:02:49Z) Replace the statement with "A GLK STA providing GLK-GCR service shall use the GLK Groupcast Mode Change Notification action frame to switch between GCR block ack and GCR unsolicited retry retransmission policies."			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1317			Mark RISON			218			2			11.24.16.4.1			65			20			T			Y			65.20			20			11.24.16.4.1						V			Ganesh Venkatesan			11-16/1257r2			32			There is no " Last  20

Sequence Control field"			Refer to a field that exists			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-11-06 03:04:12Z) Replace "Last sequenceControl field” with “Block Ack Starting Sequence Number". See 11-16/1257r2.			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1318			Mark RISON			218			2			11.24.16.4.2			65			35			E			Y			65.35			35			11.24.16.4.2						A									27			It says " the GLK-GCR service  35

with retransmission policy equal to GLK-GCR unsolicited retry"			Change to " the  GLK-GCR unsolicited retry retransmission policy"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-18 03:19:20Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1319			Mark RISON			218			2			11.24.16.4.2			65			35			E			Y			65.35			35			11.24.16.4.2						A									27			It says "the GLK-GCR service with retransmission policy  4

equal to GLK-GCR block ack"			Change to " the  GLK-GCR block ack retransmission policy"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-18 03:19:56Z)			EDITOR			LB218												Reference should be 11.24.16.4.3, page 66, line 4.			2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1320			Mark RISON			218			2			11.52.1			66			19			T			Y			66.19			19			11.52.1						J			Donald Eastlake						32			This is the only place dot11GLKRequired is tested.  However, I suspect most of the places dot11GLKImplemented is tested should be about dot11GLKRequired			Review all uses of dot11GLKImplemented and change those that are about use of GLK rather than implementation thereof			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2016-11-02 21:08:45Z) All uses of dot11GLKimplemented have been reviewed by the task group. None need to be changed.			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1321			Mark RISON			218			2			11.52.2			66			25			E			Y			66.25			25			11.52.2						V									27			" GLK STAs  25

shall  provide  six  metrics  for  their  GLK  links.  One  such  metric  is  *** the  maximum  rate  of  26

transmission the GLK STA is capable of given its available features and those of the STA with  27

which it is  communicating  and  is  available in  the  dot11GLKLinkRawRate  variable. The  other  28

metrics as specified below, are the *** minimum, *** average, *** geometric mean, and *** composite link rate,  29

and the *** standard deviation of a windowed set of link rate samples, and *** a composite link rate. " -- I count 7 metrics (see asterisks)			Do not give an explicit count			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-18 03:22:00Z) delete "six", reword and use a bulletted list ofmetrics.			EDITOR			LB218															2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1322			Mark RISON			218			2			11.52.2			66			24			E			Y			66.24			24			11.52.2						A									27			This subclause would be clearer with "average" replaced with "arithmetic mean" throughout			As it says in the comment; ditto for the corresponding R_avg and MIB variables			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-18 03:20:55Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1323			Mark RISON			218			2			11.52.2			67						E			Y			67.00						11.52.2						A									28			The notation for sums/products is nonstandard			Should be $variable = $start at the bottom and just $end at the top			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-18 03:26:53Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1324			Mark RISON			218			2			11.52.2			67			18			E			Y			67.18			18			11.52.2						V									27			R_geo is too big; some of the other Rs seem a bit big too			Make them all the same as the text			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-18 03:28:26Z) I think it is R_std that is the biggest. Make the left hand side of the equations the same size. Add "is" in the two cases where it is missing.			EDITOR			LB218															2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1325			Mark RISON			218			2			11.52.2			67						E			Y			67.00						11.52.2						V									26			Why does this use Rate for some things and R for others			Use either Rate or R for everything			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-18 03:25:49Z) Use "R".			EDITOR			LB218															2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1326			Mark RISON			218			2			11.52.2			67			37			E			Y			67.37			37			11.52.2						A									27			" are subject to hysteresis based on dot11GLKLinkRateHysteresis. In particular," -- suggests there are other forms of hysteresis that need to be used			Delete "In particular," and fix the case of the next word			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-18 03:30:40Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1327			Mark RISON			218			2			11.52.2			68			1			E			Y			68.01			1			11.52.2						J									27			FST is about being about to do a fast session transfer, not about having multiple links			Change to MM-MAC or whatever the DMG thing is called?			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-18 03:32:00Z) Its one link but two possible PHYs.			EDITOR			LB218															2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1328			Mark RISON			218			2			11.53			68			4			T			Y			68.04			4			11.53						V			Donald Eastlake			11-16/1507r2			34			"In the 5.9 GHz bands where EPD is used (see E.2.3 (5.9 GHz band in the United States  7

(5.850-5.925 GHz)) and E.2.4 (5.9 GHz band in Europe (5.855-5.925 GHz))). " STAs are presumably not required to have dot11EPDImplemented true or to set the EPD bit			Make this clear			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-11-10 20:24:57Z) Change draft text as specified in 11-16/1507r2.			EDITOR			LB218																		2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1329			Mark RISON			218			2			14.11.1			69			20			T			Y			69.20			20			14.11.1						V			Mark Hamilton						32			" the DS and any bridged LAN " but there might not be a DS			Change to "the DS if present and any bridged LAN if present"			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-11-05 16:08:33Z) Change to "the DS if present or a bridged network if present". Globally change "bridged LAN" to "bridged network".			EDITOR			LB218															2.5			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1330			Mark RISON			218			2			14.11.1			69			21			E			Y			69.21			21			14.11.1						A									27			It says "bridged"			Change to "Bridged"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-18 03:34:10Z) Already fixed in D2.1.			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1331			Mark RISON			218			2			14.11.1			69			27			E			Y			69.27			27			14.11.1						J			Donald Eastlake			11-16/921r4			29			The NOTE information has been lost.  If GLK didn't have this irritating habit of just deleting existing text rather than amending it, this wouldn't happen			Don't mess with existing description of non-GLK behaviour			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2016-09-10 20:51:33Z) The information is incorporated in the new text at the end of he preceeding paragraph and so is not lost. Text changes are advisable in any case to cover the GLK attached bridge case.			EDITOR			LB218			Needs submission												2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1332			Mark RISON			218			2			A			70			5			T			Y			70.05			5			A						J			Donald Eastlake			11-16/921r4			29			Why is 802.1H non grata?			Don't remove this (informative) reference			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2016-09-10 20:52:59Z) The only references to it in 802.11 REVmc D5.0 are in Clauses 5.1.4 and M.2 and M.3, and are deleted by 11ak.			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1333			Mark RISON			218			2			B.4			71			4			E			Y			71.04			4			B.4						A									27			I see two grey boxes after yes, and then a black box with a question mark inside after No and N/A			Use the same glyphs as in the baseline			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-18 03:40:45Z) Already fixed in D2.1.			EDITOR			LB218															2.1			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1334			Mark RISON			218			2			B.4.4.4			72			1			T			Y			72.01			1			B.4.4.4						A									27			Aren't AD12 and AD13 the wrong way round?  An AP transmit SYNRAs but the rule is saying that only a non-AP may transmit SYNRAs			Remove the NOTs in the Status column			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-19 21:41:47Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1335			Mark RISON			218			2			B.4.4.4			72			1			T			Y			72.01			1			B.4.4.4						J									27			So SYNRA is only used in an infrastructure BSS, never in an IBSS or PBSS or MBSS?			Clarify			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-19 21:41:14Z) - Yes, only an AP can send SYNRAs. It say this in other parts of the draft.			EDITOR			LB218															2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1336			Mark RISON			218			2			M			79			17			T			Y			79.17			17			M						J			Donald Eastlake			11-16/921r4			29			The existing M.2 and M.3 material will be lost.  If GLK didn't have this irritating habit of just deleting existing text rather than amending it, this wouldn't happen			Do not delete M.2 and M.3 just like that.  If you want to delete stuff, explicitly show it as deleted so it's clear what's being lost			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2016-09-10 20:54:18Z) The previous content of Annexes M.2 and M.3 is easily available.			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1337			Mark RISON			218			2			M.2			79			20			E			Y			79.20			20			M.2						A									27			It says "Integration"			Change to "integration"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-18 03:43:12Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1338			Mark RISON			218			2			M.2			79			21			E			Y			79.21			21			M.2						A									27			It says "Integration"			Change to "integration"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-18 03:43:35Z)			EDITOR			LB218															2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1339			Mark RISON			218			2			M.2			79			23			T			Y			79.23			23			M.2						J			Donald Eastlake			11-16/921r4			29			Is an 802.3 network required to use EPD?  Surely at least for backward compatibility an 802.3 network might use LPD?			Soften the wording			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2016-09-10 20:55:11Z) 802.3 is always EPD.			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1340			Mark RISON			218			2			M.2			79			34			T			Y			79.34			34			M.2						V			Donald Eastlake			11-16/921r4			29			Table M-1 is not referred to anywhere.  What does it show?  What requirements does it place/suggest?  Are the mappings shown here required to be applied by GLK STAs?  Other STAs?			Explain what this table is about			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-09-10 21:05:12Z)  The reference to "Table P-1" in the first sentence of Clause M.2 should be to "Table M-1". Already fixed in D2.3.			EDITOR			LB218															2.4			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1341			Mark RISON			218			2			M.3			80			4			T			Y			80.04			4			M.3						J									27			I can't work out the point of this subannex.  Everything in it seems to be obvious from the normative rules			Delete this subannex			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-19 21:49:38Z) While obvious to some, actual experience with 11ak participants shows that it is not obvious to all. Therefore we will retain it in this Informational Annex.			EDITOR			LB218															2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1342			Mark RISON			218			2			5.1.1.3			14			24			E			Y			14.24			24			5.1.1.3						A									25			It says "Priority Control Point"			Change "ontrol" to "ode"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2016-05-15 20:46:47Z)			EDITOR			LB218			Ready for motion												2.2			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1343			Mark RISON			218			2			M.3			80			17			T			Y			80.17			17			M.3						V			Donald Eastlake			11-16/1507r2			34			So what does Media Priority 2 map to?			Surely what you're trying to do here is to make the UP order 12034567 become the order 01234567?  So the table should have rows saying 1<->0, 2<->1, 0<->2 and leave 3-7 mapped to themselves			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-11-10 20:42:15Z) See changes to draft text in 11-16/1507r2.			EDITOR			LB218						Actually Clause R.3.												2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1344			Mark RISON			218			2			R.3.4			84			7			T			Y			84.07			7			R.3.4						V									27			It says "GLK association"			Change to "GLK link" (or just "GLK" per another comment)			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-19 21:54:11Z) Change "GLK associations" to "GLK links".			EDITOR			LB218															2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1345			Mark RISON			218			2			R.3.4			84			22			T			Y			84.22			22			R.3.4						V									27			It says "GLK association"			Change to "GLK link" (or just "GLK" per another comment)			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-19 21:56:03Z) Change to "GLK link".			EDITOR			LB218															2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1346			Mark RISON			218			2			11.52.2			66			35			T			Y			66.35			35			11.52.2						V									27			It says "GLK association"			Change to "GLK link" (or just "GLK" per another comment)			REVISED (EDITOR: 2016-05-19 21:01:46Z) Replace beginning of the sentence with "A GLK STA shall maintain an array of sample window data rates for each of its GLK links.".			EDITOR			LB218															2.3			2017/1/11 20:45			EDITOR


			1408			Mark Hamilton			227			3			3.1			4			1			T			Y			4.01			1			3.1						V			Mark Hamilton			11-17/269r0			46			Modify the defintion of DSAF to include the switching function concept introduced for GLK APs			Add to the definition of DSAF, "... and between an 802.1Q bridge port and the wireless medium for a GLK-capable AP."			REVISED (EDITOR: 2017-03-14 15:47:17Z) Add a sentence to the of the definition of DSAF, resulting in "A functionwithin an access point (AP) or mesh gate that uses the medium access control (MAC) service and distribution system service (DSS) to provide access between the distribution system (DS) and the wireless medium (WM). Within a GLK AP or GLK mesh STA, the DSAF also switches GLK traffic to the GLK convergence function and thence to the 802.1Q bridge port."			EDITOR			LB227															3.3			2017/3/14 20:28			EDITOR


			1409			Mark Hamilton			227			3			3.1			4			2			T			Y			4.02			2			3.1						V			Donald Eastlake						39			mac service typle needs to include (optionally) a station vector and indication of MSDU format.			Add a change to the definition of 'mac service tuple', replacing "and service class" with ", service class, optional set of service_access_point_identifiers and an indication of whether the supplied MSDU is in EPD or LPD format"			REVISED (EDITOR: 2017-01-18 22:41:21Z) Add a change to the definition of 'mac service tuple', replacing "along with the source address, destination addresses, priority, and service class associated with the MSDU, which are" with "along with the associated source address, destination addresses, priority, service class, optional set of service_access_point_identifiers, and  optional indication of whether the supplied MSDU is in EPD or LPD format, which are all".			EDITOR			LB227															3.1			2017/2/13 22:55			EDITOR


			1410			Mark Hamilton			227			3			4.3.5.1			5			18			E			Y			5.18			18			4.3.5.1						A			Donald Eastlake						39			Uise of 'can' is discouraged.			Change "can" to "might"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2017-01-18 22:07:37Z)			EDITOR			LB227															3.1			2017/2/13 22:56			EDITOR


			1411			Mark Hamilton			227			3			4.3.22.4			5			34			T			Y			5.34			34			4.3.22.4						V			Donald Eastlake						39			This text indicates that a mesh gate can connect to a bridged network.  Only a GLK mesh STA can do that.  (The equivalent of, but different from, a mesh gate.)			Instead of adding "or a bridged network" to the basline text describing a mesh gate, duplicate that text replacing 'mesh gate' with 'GLK mesh STA', 'DS' with 'bridged network', and 'MBSS" with 'GLK MBSS' (for the first three occurances).  For the fourth occurance (at P6L1-3), insert "GLK mesh STA" after "mesh gate".			REVISED (EDITOR: 2017-01-18 22:53:12Z) Instead of adding "or a bridged network" to the basline text describing a mesh gate, duplicate that text replacing 'mesh gate' with 'GLK mesh STA', 'DS' with 'bridged network', and 'MBSS" with 'GLK MBSS' (for the first three occurances).  For the fourth occurance (at P6L1-3), insert "or GLK mesh STA" after "mesh gate".			EDITOR			LB227															3.1			2017/2/15 22:21			EDITOR


			1412			Mark Hamilton			227			3			4.3.27.1			6			33			T			Y			6.33			33			4.3.27.1						V			Mark Hamilton						39			Use of 'can' is discouraged.  This should be normative permission.			Change "can" to "may".  Same thing at P6L37.			REVISED (EDITOR: 2017-01-18 21:51:27Z) Replace "GLK STAs can support general link through DMG Relays. GLK S1G STAs cannot use or be a S1G Relay and cannot support a general link through S1G Relays." with "GLK DMG STAs can establish a general link through a DMG Relay. GLK S1G STAs cannot use or be a S1G Relay.".			EDITOR			LB227															3.1			2017/2/15 14:22			EDITOR


			1413			Mark Hamilton			227			3			4.3.72.1			6			37			E			Y			6.37			37			4.3.72.1						A			Donald Eastlake						39			Use of "required" here is confusing with a specification requirement.			Change "required" to "necessary"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2017-01-18 22:09:01Z)			EDITOR			LB227															3.1			2017/2/15 14:23			EDITOR


			1414			Mark Hamilton			227			3			4.3.27.3			7			30			T			Y			7.30			30			4.3.27.3						J			Mark Hamilton						39			Use of 'can' is discouraged.  This should be normative text.			Change "can" to "shall".  Same thing at P7L34.			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2017-01-18 22:10:12Z) Clause 4 is not supposed to use normative language.			EDITOR			LB227															3.1			2017/2/15 14:24			EDITOR


			1415			Mark Hamilton			227			3			4.3.27.3			7			38			T			Y			7.38			38			4.3.27.3						J			Mark Hamilton						40			Use of 'can' is discouraged.  This should be normative permission.			Change "can" to "may".			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2017-01-18 22:11:32Z) Clause 4 is not supposed to use normative language.			EDITOR			LB227															3.1			2017/2/15 14:28			EDITOR


			1416			Mark Hamilton			227			3			4.3.27.3			7			41			T			Y			7.41			41			4.3.27.3						V									37			Can a PBSS use SYNRA?			Add "PBSSes" to the list "IBBSes or MBSSes"			REVISED (EDITOR: 2017-01-16 19:58:05Z) - Replace this sentence with "SYNRA addressed MPDUs are only transmitted by APs."			EDITOR			LB227															3.1			2017/2/13 21:35			EDITOR


			1417			Mark Hamilton			227			3			4.3.27.4.3			10			11			T			Y			10.11			11			4.3.27.4.3						J			Mark Hamilton						40			Use of 'can' is discouraged.  This should be normative permission.			Change "can" to "may".			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2017-01-18 22:13:04Z) Clause 4 is not supposed to use normative language.			EDITOR			LB227															3.1			2017/2/15 14:29			EDITOR


			1418			Mark Hamilton			227			3			4.3.27.4.3			10			14			E			Y			10.14			14			4.3.27.4.3						A									37			Unclear wording			Change "can effectively be" to "is"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2017-01-16 20:00:41Z)			EDITOR			LB227															3.1			2017/2/13 21:51			EDITOR


			1419			Mark Hamilton			227			3			5.1.5.1			15			32			E			Y			15.32			32			5.1.5.1						J									37			(Not 11ak's problem, but fix it anyway.)  The sentence says, "During reception a received Data frame goes through processes of ..., ..., ..., and ..., one or more MSDUs are delivered..."  This is confusing.  The "one or more MSDUs are delivered is what happens after the processes are done.			Add "with the result that" before "one or more MSDUs"			REJECTED (EDITOR: 2017-01-16 20:17:01Z) Fixed (in a different way) in IEEE Std 802.11-2016. [Editor will fix to correspond to baseline.]			EDITOR			LB227															3.1			2017/2/13 21:43			EDITOR


			1420			Mark Hamilton			227			3			5.1.5.1			15			33			T			Y			15.33			33			5.1.5.1						V			Mark Hamilton						39			For a GLK AP, there is one more option of delivery to an 802.1Q bridge port.			Change "or to the DS via the DSAF" to ", to the DS via the DSAF, or to an 802.1Q bridge port on a GLK AP."			REVISED (EDITOR: 2017-01-18 23:00:27Z) Change "or to the DS via the DSAF" to "or, via the DSAF, to either the DS or an 802.1Q bridge port."			EDITOR			LB227															3.1			2017/2/15 14:28			EDITOR


			1422			Mark Hamilton			227			3			5.1.5.8			20			8			T			Y			20.08			8			5.1.5.8						A									38			Poor use of 'must'			Change "must provide" to "provides"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2017-01-17 21:40:38Z)			EDITOR			LB227															3.1			2017/2/13 21:57			EDITOR


			1423			Mark Hamilton			227			3			5.1.5.8			21			1			T			Y			21.01			1			5.1.5.8						A									38			With proper treatment of the term "DSAF" we don't need a new thing called the "GLK-DSAF", which would require tons of baseline changes.			Change "GLK-DSAF" to just "DSAF" in Figure 5-9.  (Other fixes are in another comments.)			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2017-01-17 21:42:29Z)			EDITOR			LB227															3.1			2017/2/15 22:21			EDITOR


			1424			Mark Hamilton			227			3			5.1.5.9			21			9			T			Y			21.09			9			5.1.5.9						A									38			Use of 'can' is discouraged.  This should be normative permission.			Change "can" to "may"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2017-01-17 21:45:50Z) -			EDITOR			LB227															3.1			2017/2/13 22:23			EDITOR


			1425			Mark Hamilton			227			3			9.2.4.1.4			43			6			T			Y			43.06			6			9.2.4.1.4						A									38			ToDS=0 and FromDS=1 is the only valid combination for an AP only if it is a non-GLK AP.			Add a change to the second paragraph of the "Meaning" text in the row for ToDS=0 and FromDS=1, changing "an AP" to "a non-GLK AP"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2017-01-17 21:53:47Z)			EDITOR			LB227															3.1			2017/2/13 22:27			EDITOR


			1426			Mark Hamilton			227			3			9.3.2.1.2			48			1			E			Y			48.01			1			9.3.2.1.2						A									38			Table 9-26 indicates changes, but these are in the (11ah) baseline.			Remove the underlining in Table 9-26.			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2017-01-17 21:57:00Z)			EDITOR			LB227															3.1			2017/2/13 22:30			EDITOR


			1427			Mark Hamilton			227			3			9.3.2.1.2			48			8			T			Y			48.08			8			9.3.2.1.2						V									38			Use of 'can' is discouraged.  This should be normative text.			Change "can" to "shall"			REVISED (EDITOR: 2017-01-17 21:59:55Z) Change "A SYNRA can only be used by a GLK AP as an RA, in which case the actual DA is carried in another field." to "When a GLK AP uses a SYNRA as the RA, the actual DA is carried in another field."			EDITOR			LB227															3.1			2017/2/13 22:32			EDITOR


			1428			Mark Hamilton			227			3			10.62			66			32			T			Y			66.32			32			10.62						V			Donald Eastlake			11-409r2			45			This should apply only to an AP transmission.  If a GLK non-AP STA sends an individual DA frame (to another non-AP STA in the same BSS), how are the ToDS and FromDS bits set?  If ToDS and FromDS are zero, how does the AP know the addres of the other non-AP STA?  If ToDS is one, does the AP pass this to the DS, or to the bridge because it is from a GLK peer (and the bridge won't know how to handle it)?			Add "by an AP": "GLK transmissions by an AP of MSDUs ..."			REVISED (EDITOR: 2017-03-14 05:54:39Z) Make draft changes shown in 11-17/409r2.			EDITOR			LB227															3.3			2017/3/14 20:28			EDITOR


			1429			Mark Hamilton			227			3			10.62			67			1			T			Y			67.01			1			10.62						V			Mark Hamilton						39			This statement is in conflict with P68L6, which says no PS mode STA can be included in a SYNRA.  Further, basing  a frame's contents on when it will be transmitted is unlikely to be implemented successfully.  (Note that SYNRAs are not buffered to the next DTIM like other group addressed BUs.)			Delete this second sub-bullet, starting "shall not address a STA that is in PS mode"			REVISED (EDITOR: 2017-01-19 22:32:22Z) delete in that sentence from "unless" to the end so it reads: "shall not address a STA that is in PS mode;".			EDITOR			LB227															3.1			2017/2/15 16:33			EDITOR


			1430			Mark Hamilton			227			3			11			68			1			T			Y			68.01			1			11						V			Mark Hamilton						46			Can an IBSS be formed of some GLK STAs and some non-GLK STAs?  State explicitly			Put something in, probably in clause 11, to clarify whether this is allowed (and any special behavior to support it) or disallowed.			REVISED (EDITOR: 2017-03-14 15:50:07Z) Insert the following text after the second paragraph in Clause 11.49.1: "If dot11GLKRequired is true, every association or mesh peering created by the STA shall establish a general link. In an IBSS, if dot11GLKRequired is not true, general links shall not be established."			EDITOR			LB227															3.3			2017/3/14 20:28			EDITOR


			1431			Mark Hamilton			227			3			14.11			77			15			T			Y			77.15			15			14.11						V			Donald Eastlake						48			A mesh gate is not attached to a bridge, a GLK mesh STA is.			Remove the changes to the baseline sentence.  Add a new setence stating, "A mesh STA that attaches to a bridged network is called a GLK mesh STA."  Similarly, remove changes to the next paragraph, and duplicate text for the GLK case, instead.			REVISED (EDITOR: 2017-03-14 20:26:03Z) Make draft changes shown in 11-17/416r2.			EDITOR			LB227															3.3			2017/3/14 20:28			EDITOR


			1432			Mark Hamilton			227			3			14.11.1			77			23			E			Y			77.23			23			14.11.1						A									38			Uise of 'can' is discouraged.			Change "can" to "might"			ACCEPTED (EDITOR: 2017-01-17 22:26:42Z)			EDITOR			LB227															3.1			2017/2/13 22:46			EDITOR
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IEEE Participation Requirements, v03
March 2017

Participation in IEEE 802 Meetings

All participation in IEEE 802 Working Group meetings is on an individual basis

« Participants in the IEEE standards development individual process shall act based on their
qualifications and experience.
( section 5.2.1)

« |EEE 802 Working Group membership is by individual; “Working Group members shall
participate in the consensus process in a manner consistent with their professional expert
opinion as individuals, and not as organizational representatives”. (subclause 4.2.1
“Establishment”, of the IEEE 802 LMSC Working Group Policies and Procedures)

» Participants have an obligation to act and vote as an individual and not under the direction of
any other individual or group. A Participant’s obligation to act and vote as an individual applies
in all cases, regardless of any external commitments, agreements, contracts, or orders.

» Participants shall not direct the actions or votes of any other member of an IEEE 802 Working
Group or retaliate against any other member for their actions or votes within IEEE 802
Working Group meetings, see
section 5.2.1.3 and the IEEE 802 LMSC Working Group Policies and Procedures, subclause
3.4.1 “Chair”, list item x.

By participating in IEEE 802 meetings, you accept these requirements. If you do not
agree to these policies then you shall not participate.

(Latest revision of IEEE 802 LMSC Working Group Policies and Procedures: )

Submission Slide 1 IEEE 802 Executive Committee



https://standards.ieee.org/develop/policies/bylaws/sb_bylaws.pdf

https://standards.ieee.org/develop/policies/bylaws/sb_bylaws.pdf%20section%205.2.1.3

http://www.ieee802.org/devdocs.shtml
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IEEE 802 LMSC Operations Manual and
IEEE 802 LMSC Chair's Guidelines
proposed changes

IEEE 802 LMSC EC Slide 1 James Gilb (GA-ASI)
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Overview
* No changes to P&P or WG P&P

* Changes to the OM and Chair's
Guideline

IEEE 802 LMSC EC Slide 2 James Gilb (GA-ASI)
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Proposed changes for IEEE 802 LMSC
Operations Manual
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ICA as EC subgroup

* Current text:
— The Industry Connections Activity shall operate as a subgroup of the
Working Group to which the Sponsor delegates the activity.
* Suggested change

— The Industry Connections Activity shall operate either as
* a subgroup of the Working Group to which the Sponsor delegates the activity, or
* a subgroup of the Sponsor.

4.4 Industry connections activity operations
The Industry Connections Activity shall operate either as
* asubgroup of the Working Group to which the Sponsor delegates the activity, or

* asubgroup of the Sponsor:

—Approval of the subgroup requires a majority vote, as indicated in ““Actions requiring approval
by a majority vote™ subclause (7.1.1) of the IEEE 802 LMSC Policies and Procedures.

IEEE 802 LMSC EC Slide 4 James Gilb (GA-ASI)
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Incorrect cross reference

 Current text in 7 cross references 5.1.4 in the IEEE
SASB OM.

— Correct subclause is 5.1.3

* Suggest change to the name of the subclause
— Correct reference even if SASB adds or subtracts subclauses.

7. Position statements for standards

\ All external communications shall comply with sebelanse “534Statements to external bodies”
of the IFEE-SA4 Standards Board Operations Manual.

Incoming liaison letters to Sponsor members shall be forwarded to the Sponsor Chair and, as
applicable, the relevant Sponsor subgroup chair.
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Proposed changes for Chair's Guidelines
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Updates to part|C|pat|on sllde

4.2. 1”Establlshment” of the IEEE 802 LMSC \ WG P&P)

* Yeu-Participants have an obligation to act and vote as an individual and not
under the direction of any other individual or group. ¥eu+A Participant’s
obligation to act and vote as an individual applies in all cases, regardless of
any external commitments, agreements, contracts, or orders.

* Yeu-Participants shall not direct the actions or votes of any other member

of an IEEE 802 Working Group or retaliate against any other member for
their actions or votes within IEEE 802 Working Group meetings, see
https://standards.ieee.org/develop/policies/bylaws/sb _bylaws.pdf section
5.2. 1 3 and

. . V R ViV the IEEE
802 LMSC Worklnq Grouo PoI|C|es and Procedures sectlon 3.4.1 “Chair”
list item X.

* (Latest revision of IEEE 802 LMSC Working Group Policies and
Procedures: http://www.ieee802.org/devdocs.shtml_)
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Change to tutorial requirements

* Current Section 2.4 Tutorials:

* 3) Mechanics of Tutorials

—f) Schedule is provided on IEEE 802 website with
abstracts 7 days before the meeting.

—g) The final PDF version of the presentations shall
be filed with the recording secretary at least 24
hours before the tutorial, or the tutorial may be
postponed.

— h) Held Monday, 6:00 pm-7:30 pm, 7:30 pm- 9:00
pm, 9:00 pm-10:30 pm, and are held on Tuesday
only on an optional basis (i.e., concurrent WG
meetings are allowed)
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Change to tutorial requirements

* #1: Change f) from 7 days to 15 days

* Rationale - the form requesting the tutorial has a 45 day
deadline, then there is 10 days to resolve issues and the
schedule has to be posted 30 days in advance. The
form has the abstract, so posting the abstract 15 days
prior to the meeting should be easily doable.

* #2: Change the filing deadline in "g)" of the final PDF to
[ days prior to meeting. (change "24 hours" to "7 days")

* Rationale - This would give attendees more time for
planning to attend or not. to have questions prepared
etc and it gives the Recording secretary an opportunity
to have a deadline for "posting time"

([
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Tutorials (changes 3 and 4)

* #3 Add a posting deadline for the Recording
Secretary - 5 days in advance of the tutorial session

* Rationale - we should include in "g)" the expectation
of when it should be posted.

* #4: Change the times stated in h) from "6:00 pm-—
7:30 pm, 7:30 pm-9:00 pm, 9:00 pm-10:30 pm" to
"6:00 pm—7:20 pm, 7:30 pm— 8:50 pm, 9:00 pm-—
10:30 pm"

* Rationale - we cannot swap tutorial speakers

instantaneously, giving a 10 minute swap time
allows for the next tutorial to start on time.

IEEE 802 LMSC EC Slide 10 James Gilb (GA-ASI)





March 2017 ec-17-0016-06-00EC

Changes in the Chair's Guidelines

f) Schedule is provided on IEEE 802 website with abstracts 157 days before the meeting.

g) The final PDF version of the presentations shall be filed with the recording secretary at least
Z4-heurs7 days before the tutorial, or the tutorial may be postponed. _The recording
secretary shall post the final PDF version of the presentation on the IEEE 802 web page 5
days before the tutorial.

h) Held Monday, 6:00 pm—7:230 pm, 7:30 pm— 8:59:60 pm, 9:00 pm—10:30 pm, and are held
on Tuesday only on an optional basis (1.e., concurrent WG meetings are allowed)

IEEE 802 LMSC EC Slide 11 James Gilb (GA-ASI)
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ec-17-0019-01-00EC

IEEE 802.3 motions

Closing IEEE 802 EC
Friday 17t March 2017

IEEE 802.3 Closing EC Items — March 2017 Plenary





ec-17-0019-01-00EC

ME 5.064: IEEE P802.3cb 2.5 Gb/s
and 5 Gb/s Operation over
Backplane to Sponsor ballot
(conditional)

IEEE 802.3 Closing EC Items — March 2017 Plenary





IEEE P802.3cb 2.5 Gb/s and 5 Gb/s Operation

over Backplane to Sponsor ballot (Conditional)

ltem 1: Date the ballot closed
The 3rd Working Group recirculation ballot on IEEE P802.3cb draft
D2.3 closed on 11 March 2017 at 23:59 AOE

Item 2: Vote tally

Initial 15t Recirculation | 2" Recirculation | 3" Recirculation
Draft D2.0 Draft D2.1 Draft D2.2 Draft D2.3 Req
# | % |Status| # | % | Status % # | % | Status ”
Abstain 29 | 21 | PASS | 32 | 22 | PASS| 35 | 21 | PASS | 35 | 21 | PASS | <30
Diswithcomment | 12 | - - 1 - - 2 - - 3 - - -
Dis w/o comment | O - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - -

Approve 100 | 89 | PASS | 115| 99 | PASS | 126 | 98 | PASS | 126 | 97 | PASS | > 75
Ballots returned | 141 | 67 | PASS | 148 | 70 | PASS | 163 | 77 | PASS | 164 | 77 | PASS | > 50
\oters 212 | - - 212 | - - 212 | - - 212 | - -
Comments 357 | - - 157 | - - 27 | - - 19 | - -

Version 1.2 IEEE 802.3 Closing EC Items — March 2017 Plenary
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IEEE P802.3cb 2.5 Gb/s and 5 Gb/s Operation
over Backplane to Sponsor ballot (Conditional)

Item 3. Comments that support the remaining disapprove votes and WG responses
13 unresolved negative comments from 3 commenters

See: https://mentor.ieee.orq/802-ec/dcn/17/ec-17-0057-00-00EC-ieee-p802-3cb-
unresolved-negative-comments.pdf

Most comments relate to a concern that signal to noise and distortion ratio (SNDR) limit of
5.6 dB does not ensure the link will meet a bit error ratio (BER) of 1012

Add a reference receiver (equalizer) to the measurement to remove inter-symbol interference
(ISI) and enable a higher SNDR limit. This will apply a tighter bound to the "noise" and "distortion"
terms and provide better assurance that the link BER target will be met

Of remaining comments, one comment related to incorrect implementation of remedy of
previous comment, three comments related to incorrect cross references

Item 4. Recirculation ballot and resolution meeting schedule

4 Working Group recirculation ballot day one 19™ April 2017
4t Working Group recirculation ballot close date 4th May 2017
IEEE P802.3cb comment resolution meeting 5t May 2017
5t Working Group recirculation ballot day one 8t May 2017
5t Working Group recirculation ballot close date 22" May 2017
IEEE P802.3cb comment resolution meeting 22"d May 2017

Note: 5th Working Group recirculation ballot only if required.

Version 1.2 IEEE 802.3 Closing EC Items — March 2017 Plenary
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IEEE P802.3cb 2.5 Gb/s and 5 Gb/s Operation

over Backplane to Sponsor ballot (Conditional)

Motion
Conditionally approve sending IEEE P802.3cb to sponsor ballot

Confirm the IEEE P802.3cb CSD in https://mentor.ieee.orq/802-
ec/dcn/16/ec-16-0143-00-ACSD-802-3ch.pdf

M: Law S: D'Ambrosia
Y:??, N:??, A: ??

Working Group vote
Y:73,N:0, A: 5

Version 1.2 IEEE 802.3 Closing EC Items — March 2017 Plenary
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ME 5.065: New PAR:
IEEE P802.3ch Greater than 1 Gb/s
Automotive Ethernet

IEEE 802.3 Closing EC Items — March 2017 Plenary
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|IEEE P802.3ch Greater than 1 Gb/s

Automotive Ethernet PAR and CSD responses

Title

Standard for Ethernet Amendment: Physical Layer Specifications and
Management Parameters for greater than 1 Gb/s Automotive Ethernet

Scope of project

Specify additions to and appropriate modifications of IEEE Std 802.3
to add greater than 1 Gb/s Physical Layer (PHY) specifications and
management parameters for media and operating conditions for
applications in the automotive environment

Need

Applications in automotive industries have begun the transition of
legacy automotive networks to Ethernet to support Advanced Driver
Assist Systems. This has generated a need for data rates greater than
1 Gb/s in the automotive environment. IEEE Std 802.3 does not
currently support rates greater than 1 Gb/s in the automotive
environment

Version 1.2 IEEE 802.3 Closing EC Items — March 2017 Plenary





IEEE P802.3ch Multi-Gig Automotive Ethernet
PHY Study Group PAR and CSD responses

Motion

Approve forwarding IEEE P802.3ch PAR in https://mentor.ieee.org/802-
ec/dcn/17/ec-17-0008-03-00EC-ieee-p802-3ch-draft-par.pdf to NesCom

Approve IEEE P802.3ch CSD in https://mentor.ieee.org/802-
ec/dcn/17/ec-17-0009-01-00EC-ieee-p802-3ch-draft-csd.pdf

M: Law S: D'Ambrosia
Y:??, N:??, A: ??

PAR Working Group vote Y: 76, N: 1, A: O
CSD Working Group vote Y: 73, N: 0, A: 2

Version 1.2 IEEE 802.3 Closing EC Items — March 2017 Plenary
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802 Exec Sec Agenda ltems

e 5,142 Il Current and Future Venue Report
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5.142 Current and Future Venue Report

 IEEE 802 Top 10 — Thanks Face to Face Events
e 2017 Plenary Venues

e 2018 November Plenary

e 2019/2020 Plenary Venue RFP report

802
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IEEE 802 Top 10

1. Social Event: Wednesday 6:30pm - 8:30pm

IEEE Steinmetz Award Presentation & Reception

 “Welcome to Vancouver” Reception & Cash Bar

1 Drink Ticket per person

o Guest drink ticket is available upon entrance to the
reception.

* The cost of the social event is included in the Plenary
Session registration.

 Award ceremony at 7/pm
e Fairmont Hotel Vancouver - Pacific Ballroom
802

IEEE 802 March 2017 Plenary





IEEE 802 Top 10

2. Registration & Information Desk Hours
Monday — Thursday 7:30 AM -5 PM
Friday 7:30 AM — 1:30 PM

3. After Hours Contact (including evenings)
Please text Dawn at:
+1 (408) 594-1342 and if no reply, please call!!

4. Meeting Space Requests or Issues

Contact DAWN SLYKHOUSE
* Mobile #: 1 (408) 594-1342

e Skype ID: dslykhouse
« Email: dawns@facetoface-events.com 802
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IEEE 802 Top 10

5. AV Issues

Contact Dawn.

— AV MANAGEMENT (SCREENS, MICROPHONES ETC)
by Freeman at HRV and PSAV at FHV.

— Please report any disruption of AV equipment such as
screens, microphones etc., to FTF Events staff.

6. Network Issues

Contact Verilan helpdesk
(also send email to Jon -- jrosdahl@ieee.org).

802
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IEEE 802 Top 10

/. Food & Beverage Hours

 Registered Attendees Only
— Please Wear Badge at all times
* HRV - Regency Foyer
« FHV — British Columbia Foyer*
— *No food & beverage at FHV on Friday.

e Continental Breakfast
—7:30am to 9am

o Coffee/Tea Breaks
—9am to 11am

—2pm to 4pm (snacks at 3pm)
802
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IEEE 802 Top 10

8. Hotel Outlets:

More Info and options available at Meeting
Information & posted on meeting boards.

9. Updates to WG Voter List —
please email updates to both Dawn and Lisa

802
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IEEE 802 Top 10

10. OFFICES:

« MEETING PLANNER OFFICE — Face to Face Events

e HRV - Prince of Wales
e FHV — Burrard Room

« NOC (Verilan) —
e HRV - Prince of Wales
e FHV - Lions Room

« WG CHAIR WORKING OFFICE

« HRV - Windsor Sunday — Friday
» Contact Lisa if you require access before 7am or after 8pm.

« EXECUTIVE SUBCOMITTEES MEETING ROOM - Oxford

» Executive Sub Committee Meeting Schedule with Paul Nikolich.

[ kank you!/

IEEE 802 March 2017 Plenary





Network and Wired Cafe

« WIRED CAFE
* HRV - Regency Foyer
« FHV — British Columbia Foyer
* Please report any disruption of service in the café to VeriLAN staff.

« NETWORK HELP DESK

» For attendees experiencing difficulties accessing the meeting network
a Help Desk NETWORK HELP DESK

* Network Help is available in near the Registration Desk at each hotel.

802
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2017 Future Venues

e 2017 — July — Berlin, Germany
— Estrel Hotel and Convention Center

— James Gilb assigned 802 designee
e Registration Opens by end of April
 Earlybird Registration deadline May 19th

e 2017 — November — Orlando, Florida
— Caribe Hotel and Convention Center

802
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2018 November — Suzhou, China

— Bob Helle assigned 802 designhee
— Report from Bob

— Motion for Site Visit on Friday

 Move to approve a Site visit by Jon, Dawn, and Bob with total travel
expenses not to exceed $8000.00

802
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Thursday AdHoc Meetings

* Next Venue Meeting planning — Thurs 7:30am
— Review meeting space plan

e Future Venues AdHoc — Thurs 8am
— Review options and present choice for approval on Friday

802
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March 2017 doc:802 EC-17/0036r1

2019 March Responses

Venue Room Rate Food Beverage Minimum
HRV + FHV $239CAD++ $175,000CAD++

HR Denver $219US++ $100,000US++

Sheraton Centre Montreal $185CAD++ - EB, $225 ++CAD TBC

Caribe Royale Orlando $185++US++-$205US++ TBC

Hilton Atlanta $215++US $165,000US++

Hilton Chicago $199++US $160,000US++

Sheraton New Orleans $209++US $175,000US++

Hilton Orlando- Buena Vista Palace $249.00++US ??7?

Hilton Orlando- Lake Buena Vista $235.00++US ??7?

802
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2019 March Response — Option 1

HYATT REGENCY VANCOUVER & FAIRMONT HOTEL Food Beverage
VANCOUVER* Room Rate Minimum

$239CAD++ $175,000CAD++
$178US++ $130,000US++

OTHER LOGISTICS:

Great location, 2 hotels within 2 minute walk across the street.
Excellent meeting space at both hotels.

Reasonable pricing (CAD$$) for F&B, Network, AV & Power
Destination easily accessible from Europe, USA, & ASIA.
Super transportation from YVR to downtown.

Note:
Exchange rate (March 12/17) $1.00CAD $.74US

802
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2019 March Response — Option 2

HYATT REGENCY DENVER* $219US++ $100,000US++

OTHER LOGISTICS:

Hotel centrally located in downtown- Denver.
Excellent, flexible meeting space.

Network, AV & Power - all pricing very negotiable

Destination easily accessible from Europe, USA, & ASIA.
New airport train service from DEN to downtown.

802
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2019 March Response — Option 3

Food Beverage
SHERATON NEW ORLEANS* Room Rate  Minimum

$209++US  $225,000US++
OTHER LOGISTICS;

Hotel located - historic Canal Street borders the French
Quarter

Excellent, flexible meeting space.
Network, AV & Power - pricing still to be confirmed
3 Star Hotel - $60M Reno in 2014

Airport transportation - $24US /Shuttle and $36US/Taxi each
way - 16 miles from MSY

802
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2020 March Responses

Food Beverage

Venue Room Rate Minimum
Fairmont Royal York $269++CAD $253,000++CAD
HYATT REGENCY BELLEVUE* $215++US $200,000++US
HYATT REGENCY JACKSONVILLE* $209++US $195,000++US
HYATT REGENCY O'HARE* $169++US $120,000++US
Hilton ATL $215++US $165,000++US
$185++CAD - EB,
Sheraton Centre Montreal $225++CAD
Hilton Chicago $199++US $160,000++US
Hilton Orlando- Buena Vista Palace $259++US $160,000++US
Hilton Orlando- Lake Buena Vista $229++US $160,000++US

802
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2020 July Responses

Venue Room Rate Food Beverage Minimum

New Orleans Marriott $189++US $200,000US++

HR Bellevue $269++US ?7?

HR O'Hare $189++US $120,000++US

GH-SAT $199++US ?7?

HR Dallas $215++US ?7?

Sheraton Centre Montreal $239-$359++CAD

HR Phoenix $179++US $175,000++US
$179++US- $175,000++US -

New Orleans Sheraton EB to $209++US $225,000++US

Hilton Minneapolis $229++US $150,000++US

Westin Harbor Castle-TO $289++CAD $150,000++CAD

Hilton Orlando- Buena Vista Palace $185++US $160,000++US

Hilton Orlando- Lake Buena Vista $175++US $160,000++US EEE
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2020 November Responses

Food Beverage

Venue Room Rate Minimum

HR Belluvue $215++US ??

HRV+FHV $239++CAD ?7?

Caribe Royale Orlando $149++US++-$169US++ TBC - $0

Hilton ATL $215++US $165,000++US
Sheraton Centre Montreal $209++CAD - EB, $249++CAD

Hilton Minneapolis $199++US $150,000++US
Westin Harbor Castle-TO $289++CAD $150,000++CAD
Hilton Orlando- Buena Vista Palace $219++US $160,000++US
Hilton Orlando- Lake Buena Vista $209++US $160,000++US

802
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Thursday AdHoc Meetings

* Next Venue Meeting planning — Thurs 7:30am
— Review meeting space plan

e Future Venues AdHoc — Thurs 8am
— Review options and present choice for approval on Friday

802
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FUTURE VENUE ADHOCS --

802
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Next Venue Meeting planning — Thurs 7:30 am

— Start time 7:30 am

— Review meeting space plan for July 2017 Plenary — Berlin

— We used similar setup requirements as March 2015.

— Social Plan developing — James and Darcel to complete offline
— Expected Registration start near 15 April

— End Time: 8:00 am

802

IEEE 802 March 2017 Plenary





Future Venues AdHoc — Thurs 8 am

— Start time — 8:00 am

— Review options for March 2019

— Review RFP responses for 2020

— Down selection for all dates

— Defer presentation of final choice for 2019 to June 6™ Telecon.
— Working on determining best Asian venue date for 2020.

— Final contract for Nov 2018 to be processed by IEEE by June.
e (Suzhou, China)

— End time — 9:00 am

802
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2019 March Responses

Venue Room Rate Food Beverage Minimum
HRV + FHV $239CAD++ $175,000CAD++

HR Denver $219US++ $100,000US++

Sheraton Centre Montreal $185CAD++ - EB, $225 ++CAD TBC

Caribe Royale Orlando $185++US++-$205US++ 0

Hilton Atlanta $215++US $165,000US++

Hilton Chicago $199++US $160,000US++

Sheraton New Orleans $209++US $175,000US++

Hilton Orlando- Buena Vista Palace  $249.00++US ?7?7?

Hilton Orlando- Lake Buena Vista $235.00++US 7?7

802
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2020 March Responses

Food Beverage

Venue Room Rate Minimum
$269++CAD $253,000++CAD

Fairmont Royal York — Toronto, Canda (US$201) (US$190,000)

HYATT REGENCY BELLEVUE* $215++US $200,000++US

HYATT REGENCY JACKSONVILLE* $209++US $195,000++US

HYATT REGENCY O'HARE* Rosemont $169++US $120,000++US

Hilton ATL $215++US $165,000++US
$185++CAD - EB,

Sheraton Centre Montreal $225++CAD

Hilton Chicago - downtown $199++US $160,000++US

Hilton Orlando- Buena Vista Palace $259++US $160,000++US

Hilton Orlando- Lake Buena Vista $229++US $160,000++US E
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2020 July Responses

Venue Room Rate Food Beverage Minimum
New Orleans Marriott $189++US $200,000US++
HR Bellevue $269++US ?7?
HR O'Hare $189++US $120,000++US
GH-SAT $199++US ?7$185,000??7
HR Dallas $215++US ?7?
$269-$349++CAD  $150,000++CAD
Sheraton Centre Montreal (US$200) (US$112,000)
$179++US $175,000++US
$179++US- $175,000++US -
New Orleans Sheraton EB to $209++US $225,000++US
Hilton Minneapolis $229++US $150,000++US
Westin Harbor Castle-Toronto $289++CAD $150,000++CAD
Hilton Orlando- Buena Vista Palace $185++US $160,000++US
Hilton Orlando- Lake Buena Vista $175++US $160,000++US 802

IEEE 802 March 2017 Plenary





2020 November Responses

Food Beverage

Venue Room Rate Minimum

HR Belluvue $215++US ??
$175,000CAD++

HRV+FHV $239++CAD $130,000US++

Caribe Royale Orlando $149++US++-$169US++ TBC - $0

Hilton ATL $215++US $165,000++US

Sheraton Centre Montreal $209++CAD - EB, $249++CAD

Hilton Minneapolis $199++US $150,000++US

Westin Harbor Castle-Toronto $289++CAD $150,000++CAD

Hilton Orlando- Buena Vista Palace $219++US $160,000++US

Hilton Orlando- Lake Buena Vista $209++US $160,000++US
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FRIDAY CLOSING EC PLENARY

4.02: MI Site Visit to Suzhou, China Motion
4.03: MI Future Venues Short list
4.04: MI Approve Student Outreach for 802 Plenary July 2017
8.044 1l Executive Secretary Report
8.06 Il Announcement of 802 EC Interim Telecon
(Tuesday 6 Jun 2017 1300-1500 ET)
8.07 Il Call for Tutorials for March 2016 Plenary
(Monday July 10, 2017- Deadline — 26 May 2017)
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MI: Suzhou Site Visit

Approve a Site visit to Suzhou, China in preparation for the
November 2018 802 Plenary by Jon, Dawn, and Bob with total
travel expenses not to exceed $8000.00.

Moved: Jon Rosdahl

2"d: Bob Heile
Results:
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March 2019 Shortlist

» Hyatt Regency Vancouver & Fairmont Hotel Vancouver*

« Room Rate: CAD$239 (US$178)
* F&B Minimum: CAD$175,000 (US$130,000)

e Hyatt Regency Denver

e Room Rate: US$219
e F&B Minimum: $100,000

Action: Contact venues for more details of offering details
Best option to be presented on 802 EC Telecon, June 6%, 2017

802
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2020 Potential Venue Short Lists

March 2020 July 2020 November 2020
« Potential Asian Venue? « Potential Asian Venue? < Potential Asian Venue?
« Hyatt Regency O'Hare « HR O'Hare  HRV+FHV - Vancouver
— Rosemont « Sheraton Centre  Caribe Royale Orlando
e Hilton Atlanta Montreal e Hilton Atlanta
e Sheraton Centre * Hilton Minneapolis e Sheraton Centre Montreal
Montreal » Westin Harbor Castle-  « Hilton Minneapolis
* Hilton Chicago - Toronto « Westin Harbor Castle-
downtown « St John’s Convention Toronto
Center

802

IEEE 802 March 2017 Plenary





March 2017 doc:802 EC-17/0036r1

MI: Motion to Approve University Outreach July 2017

Approve an University Outreach program for the July 2017
Plenary Session with a limit of 25 students and with a one
day meeting fee of US$25 per student.

e Move: Jon Rosdahl
e Second: Clint Chaplin

802
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Future Venue Insight

e Future 802 Plenary Sessions:
— July 2017 Estrel Hotel and Convention Center — Berlin
— Nov 2017 Caribe Hotel and Convention Center — Orlando
— March 2018 Hyatt Regency O’'Hare — Rosemont, IL
— July 2018 Manchester Grand Hyatt — San Diego
— Nov 2018 Suzhou, China - TBC

 Contract Status doc 802 EC-16/66r1:

https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/16/ec-16-0066-01-00EC-802-plenary-future-
venue-contract-status.xlsx

802
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March 2017

802 Plenary July 2017

e Save the Date: 9-14 July 2017
e Registration target to open 15 April 2017

e Hotel Information:

— Estrel Hotel and Convention Center, Berlin,
Germany
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*F8.045 Executive Secretary report

LMSC 802 — P&P list of major duties:

1. Oversee Venue selection —

2. Present summaries of venue options.

3. Oversee activities related to facilities and services

4. Carry out Duties of Treasurer if Treasurer unavailable

 Chairs Guideline list of major duties:
— 1) 802 Meetings: Efficiency Improvement
— 2) 802 Plenary Sessions: Facilities and Services
— 3) IEEE 802 Registration Database
—4) Assist IEEE 802 Treasurer EEE
)
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*F8.06 — Announcement of 802 EC Interim Telecon
(Tuesday 6 June 2017, 1-3pm ET)

e Agenda for Interim EC meeting
— Tuesday 6 June 2017 1-3PM ET

 Initial Proposed Draft Agenda

1. Welcome/Intro/Approve Agenda - Nikolich 5 min
2. Report: EC Action Item Summary - D’Ambrosia 10 min
3. Report: July 2017 Plenary Status - Rosdahl 3 min
4. Report on 2018 Future Venue - Helle 3 min
5. Report on 2019/2020 Future Venues - Rosdahl 8 min
6. Other Reports from WG Chairs

e Per Chairs Guideline — Confirm during the Closing EC Plenary.
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*F8.07 — Call for Tutorials for July 2017 Plenary

e Tutorials to be held Monday, 10 July 2017

o Tutorial Request form:
http://www.ileee802.org/802 tutorials/802 Tutorial Reguest Form.doc

 As areminder please refer to Chair's Guidelines section 2.5 Tutorials for
the logistics for participating in sponsoring/presenting a Tutorial.

 Note that Tutorial times are 80 minutes with 10 minutes to allow for
presenters to setup and depart.

* All requests for Tutorials must be made by 26 May 2017

802
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Proposed rule changes for March 2017
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March 2017 ec-17-0045-01-00EC

15. Revision of the IEEE 802 LMSC OM

* Revisions to the IEEE 802 LMSC OM shall be submitted by
a Sponsor member to the Sponsor no less than 30 day in
advance of a Sponsor Vote to approve them. The Sponsor
member proposing the revision may modify the proposed
revision during the 30 days prior to a Sponsor Vote (in
response to comments). Insufficient time to consider
complex modifications is a valid reason to vote disapprove.
A motion to revise these documents shall require a vote of
approve by at least two thirds of all voting members of the
Sponsor. Votes to approve revisions shall be taken at a
plenary session. If approved, revisions become effective at
the end of the plenary session where the votes were taken.

* We have 6 officers, 10 voting WG/TAG chairs
— 16 voting members, 2/3 approval is 11 affirmative votes

IEEE 802 LMSC EC James Gilb (GA-ASI)





March 2017 ec-17-0045-01-00EC

OM updates

* This motion is brought under the process
described in the subclause “Revision of
the IEEE 802 LMSC OM” of the IEEE 802
LMSC OM.

* Motion: The EC approves the changes
described in document ec-17-0016-06,
slides 4 and 5, to the IEEE 802 LMSC
Operations Manual
— Moved: Gilb
— Second: D'Ambrosia

IEEE 802 LMSC EC Slide 3
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March 2017 ec-17-0045-01-00EC

Chair's Guidelines update

* This motion is brought under the normal
process of approving actions of the
Sponsor.

* Motion: The EC approves the changes
described in document ec-17-0016-06,
slides 7-11, to the |IEEE 802 LMSC
Chair's Guidelines
— Moved: Gilb

— Second: D'Ambrosia

IEEE 802 LMSC EC Slide 4 James Gilb (GA-ASI)
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o
IEEE 802.19.1a WG Ballot Summary

Letter Ballot Recirculation #1

Closing Date Jan 6, 2017 Feb 9, 2017
Number WG Voters 35 35
Yes 17 20
No 0 0
Abstain 4 2
Return Ratio 60% 63%
Approval Ratio 100% 100%
Number of Comments 13 0

(10 Technical, 3 Editorial)
Number of Outstanding 0
Comments
« Two Task Group Reviews were run prior to the WG Letter Ballot EOEE

IEEE 802-ec-17-0051r1 IEEE 802 LMSC Page 2





Sponsor Ballot Motion

e Approve sending IEEE 802.19.1a D2 to Sponsor Ballot

e Confirm the CSD for 802.19.1a in https://mentor.ieee.org/802-
ec/dcn/15/ec-15-0074-00-ACSD-802-19-1a.docx

e Move: Steve Shellhammer
e Second: Subir Das
« Passed Unanimously

e WG Motion to Confirm PAR and CSD

— http://www.ieee802.orq/PARs/2015 07/P802 19 la PAR Detalil.pdf
— https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/15/ec-15-0074-00-ACSD-802-19-
la.docx

e Yes: 7/ No: O / Abstain: 0O

EEE
3802

IEEE 802-ec-17-0051r1 IEEE 802 LMSC
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https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/15/ec-15-0074-00-ACSD-802-19-1a.docx

https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/15/ec-15-0074-00-ACSD-802-19-1a.docx



o
Revision PAR

« With upcoming completion of the 802.19.1a amendment the title of
802.19.1 standard should be changed to better fit the standard

Change Title

« Standard for Information Technology - Telecommunications and
Information Exchange Between Systems - Local and Metropolitan
Area Networks - Specific Requirements - Part 19: PV \White- Spaces
Wireless Network Coexistence Methods

Revision project will
 Change Standard Title and Scope
* Incorporate 802.19.1a amendment into the standard

EEE
3802
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o
Revision PAR Motion

« Approve forwarding IEEE 802.19.1 Revision PAR
documentation in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.19/dcn/17/19-17-
0034-01-0000-revision-par-proposal-for-802-19-1-2014.docx to
NesCom

e Move: Steve Shellhammer
e Second: Subir Das
e Approved Unanimously

e WG Motion
— Yes: 10/ No: 0/ Abstain: O

EEE
3802

IEEE 802-ec-17-0051r1 IEEE 802 LMSC
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o
3GPP Liaison Motion

« Approve https://mentor.ieee.org/802.19/dcn/17/19-17-0030-08-
0000-proposed-response-to-most-recent-liaison-from-3gpp-
related-to-laa.docx as liaison to 3GPP RAN and RAN1, granting
the IEEE LMSC chair (or his delegate) editorial license.

— This approval is under LMSC OM “Procedure for
coordination with other standards bodies”

e Move: Steve Shellhammer
e Second: Subir Das
* Approved Unanimously

« WG Motion

— Yes: 5 / No: 0/ Abstain: O
« Everyone in the Room

— Yes: 7 /[ No: 0/Abstain: 0 EOEE

IEEE 802-ec-17-0051r1 IEEE 802 LMSC
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Agenda - 1
ICAID to ICCom (ME)
— 5.051 IEEE 802 network enhancements for the next decade

Drafts to Sponsor ballot (ME)

— 5.052 IEEE P802.1Q-rev - conditional - Local Medium Access Control
(MAC) Address Usage

Draft Standards to RevCom (ME)

— 5.053 IEEE P802c - conditional - Local Medium Access Control (MAC)
Address Usage

— 5.054 IEEE P802.1Qch - Cyclic Queuing and Forwarding

— 5.055 IEEE P802.1CB - conditional - Frame Replication and
Elimination for Reliability

Items to SC6 (ME)

— 7.071 FDIS comment responses for IEEE Stds 802.1Qbu-2016 and
802.1Qbz-2016, to SC6 under PSDO

— 7.072 IEEE Stds 802d-2017, 802.1AEcg-2017, 802.1Qci-2017,
802.1AX-2014/Cor1-2017 P802.1CB and P802.1Qch, to SC6 for
adoption under PSDO

— 7.073 IEEE P802.1Q-rev and 802c to SC6 for information under PSDO
2





Agenda - 2

m 7.074 Liaisons (Il)

IEEE 802.1 to IEEE 1588 on PTP port states
IEEE 802.1 to IETF IntArea WG on Private VLAN
IEEE 802.1 to IETF IS-IS WG on extended LLC
|IEEE 802.1 to MEF Forum on YANG

IEEE 802.1 to Avnu Alliance on cut-through

m  7.075 Communication (I1)

IEEE 802.1 presentation for Deterministic Ethernet Forum event





|CAID to ICcom





5.051 - Motion

= Forward the ICAID proposal ‘IEEE 802 network
enhancements for the next decade’ addressing
the 5G SC Action A to ICcom.

— Moved: Max Riegel
— Second: Walter Pienciak
— Vote: Approved- Y 20,NO, A4



https://mentor.ieee.org/omniran/dcn/16/omniran-16-0084-07-5gaa-draft-icaid-for-5g-sc-action-a.docx



ICAID Summary

= Kind of activity:

— Market research into emerging IEEE 802 networking
reguirements

s Expected deliverable:

— Report to 802.1 with recommendations regarding new
standardization topics, documentation of use cases and user
needs for those topics, and proposed organizational
approaches to ensure effective participation from user
communities.

= Activity duration:
— 2 years with first draft report delivered after 1 year

= 802 socialization
— Pre-circulated to EC
— Comments received and incorporated



https://mentor.ieee.org/omniran/dcn/16/omniran-16-0084-07-5gaa-draft-icaid-for-5g-sc-action-a.docx



Drafts to sponsor ballot





5.052 - MOTION

= Conditionally approve forwarding
P802.10Q-Rev/D2.0 to Sponsor Ballot.

= Proposed: Messenger Second: Rouyer
m For 16 Against 0 Abstain 0O
= Approved

m EC proposed: Parsons Second: Thaler
s For Against_ Abstain

* Note: There are no CSD for this maintenance PAR.





802.1Q-Rev supporting info

Ballot Open Date: 01 Mar 17 RESPONSE RATE
Ballot Close Date: 13 Mar 17 This ballot has met the 50% returned ballot requirement.
Type: WG recirc
Draft #: D1.2
59 Number of voters
40 votes received = 68% returned
5 abstentions
APPROVAL RATE
1 outstanding MBS The 75% affirmation requirement is being met.
comment from 1 voter g8 Yes
2 No

94% affirmative

Recirculation plan:

Second WG recirc following March plenary
Comment resolution at May interim

Third WG recirc, if required following May interim






802.1Q-Rev unsatisfied

IEEE PB02.10-Rev D1.2 Bridges and Bridged MNetworks 1st Working Group recirculation ballot comments

cla 5SC 8.6.3.h F128 L29 # |:'

Haddock, Stephen Stephen Haddock Con

Comment Type TR Comment Stafus A

Changing reserved address 01-80-C2-00-00-0B in Table 8-1 to "EDE-S5 PEP Address
(IEEE Std 802 1AEcg)" reveals an ambiguity in the specification of how resenved
addresses are handled in 3-VLAN components and TPMRs. There is no explicit
specification of how Reserved Addresses that are not in Table 8-2 are handled by S-VLAN
components, or how Reserved Addresses that are not in Table 8-3 are handled by TPMRs,
however it is implied that these addresses are always forwarded. Indeed many protocols
depend upon them always being forwarded. Bullet h states (using non-normative
language) that "PDUs using this [Mearest Customer Bridge] destination address, or any of
the other addresses that appear in Table 8-1 but not in either Table 3-2 or Table 8-3, will be
relayed by TPMR components and S-VLAN components but will propagate no further than
the nearest C-VLAN component or MAC Bridge®, but this is not true of the EDE-S5 PEFP
Address or the Provider Bridge MVRP Address. Either of these may be filtered by S-VLAN
components.

SuggestedRemeady

Add a sentence in the second paragraph of 8.6.3 (after the third sentence and hefore the
last two): "Unless explicitly noted in Table 8-1, a resenved address specified in Table 8-1
but not Table 8-2 shall not be configured in the FDE of an S-VLAN component, and a
resenved address specified in Table 8-1 but not Table 8-3 shall not he configured in the
FDB of a TPMR component.” Add a footnote o the EDE-SS PEP Address in Table 8-1
"May be filtered by an 3-VLAN component in a EDE-SS (IEEE Std 802.1AEcg)." Add a
footnote to the Provider Bridge MVREP Address in Tahle 8-1 "May be filtered by an S-VLAN
component implementing MVEP." Consider adding "unless otherwise noted in Table 8-1"
to bullets g and h, but this makes the informative sentences very long and complex, and
may not be necessary once the normative text is clarified.

Response Response Status U
ACCEPT IN PRINCIPLE. Mick to supply a2 combined table for inclusion in next draft.





Draft standards to RevCom (ME)
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5.053 - Motion: Approval to send P802c to
RevCom — as per template

 Conditionally approve sending P802c to RevCom.
Approve CSD documentation in

P802¢c D2.0 had 93% approval at the close of initial sponsor
ballot.
See

for supporting documentation

In the WG,
 Move: Pat Thaler Second: Max Riegel
« Approved (y/nfa). 23,0,1

In the EC,
* Move: Glenn Parsons Second: Pat Thaler



https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/16/ec-16-0217-00-ACSD-802c.pdf

https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/17/ec-17-0054-02-00EC-p802c-to-revcom-conditional-approval-request.pdf



Close of ballot information

Second Sponsor recirculation ballot closed 23 February 2017. Results:
RESPONSE RATE

This ballot has met the 75% returned ballot requirement.

115 eligible people in this ballot group.

80  affirmative votes

6 total negative votes with comments

0 negative votes with new comments

0 negative votes without comments

4 abstention votes: (Conflict of interest 1, Lack of expertise 1, Lack of time: 2)

90 votes received = 78% returned
4% abstention
APPROVAL RATE
The 75% affirmation requirement is being met.
80  affirmative votes
6 negative votes with comments
86  votes = 93% affirmative
5 outstanding Disapprove votes, 14 outstanding MBS comments





5.054 - Motion: Approval to send 802.1Qch to
RevCom

Approve sending P802.1Qch D2.2 to RevCom.
Approve CSD documentation in

P802.1Qch D2.2 had 100% approval at the end of the last
sponsor recirculation ballot.
See

for supporting documentation

In the WG,
 Proposed: Janos Farkas; Second: Craig Gunther
« Approved (y/n/a):32,0,0

In the EC,
* Move: Glenn Parsons Second: Pat Thaler



http://www.ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2014/ch-mjt-cyclic-queuing-and-forwarding-par-csd-0814-v01.pdf

http://www.ieee802.org/1/files/private/ch-drafts/d2/802-1Qch-D2-2-dis.pdf



Supporting information — P802.1Qch

Second Sponsor recirculation ballot closed 23 February 2017. Results:
RESPONSE RATE

This ballot has met the 75% returned ballot requirement.

84 eligible people in this ballot group.

74 affirmative votes

0 total negative votes with comments
0 negative votes with new comments
0 negative votes without comments
3 abstention votes: (Lack of time: 3)

77  votes received = 91% returned
3% abstention
APPROVAL RATE
The 75% affirmation requirement is being met.
74  affirmative votes
0 negative votes with comments
74  votes = 100% affirmative
No outstanding Disapprove votes, no outstanding comments





5.055 - Motion: Conditional approval to send
802.1CB to RevCom

Conditionally approve sending P802.1CB D2.8 to RevCom.
Approve CSD (5C) documentation in

P802.1CB D2.7 had 95% approval at the end of the last
sponsor recirculation ballot.
See

for supporting documentation

In the WG,
 Proposed: Norman Finn; Second: Janos Farkas
« Approved (y/n/a): 34,0,0

In the EC,
* Move: Glenn Parsons Second: Pat Thaler



http://www.ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2013/new-p802-1CB-draft-5c-0313.pdf

http://www.ieee802.org/1/files/private/cb-drafts/d2/802-1CB-D2-7-dis-v1.pdf



Supporting information 802.1CB

Last sponsor recirculation ballot
closed: 22-Feb-2017

4 outstanding Disapprove votes,

4 Must Be Satisfied comments
Comment resolution available here:

Second recirculation ballot will be
conducted during March timeframe
with resolution at May interim.

A possible final recirculation in April
timeframe with resolution on TSN
calls, If required as a result of further
comments received.

Ballot tally
Eecirculation #1 Imtial Ballot
Ballot Open Diate: 23-Jan-2017
Ballot Closze Date: 22-Fab-2017
Type: Mew
Draft #: 27
Ballots Beceived: 13
Vote Changes: 4
Comments:

Must Be Satisfied Comments: 4

RESPONSE EATE
Thi= ballot has met the 75% retumed ballot requirement.

10 eligible people 1n this ballot group.

33 affirmative votes
4 total negative votes with comments
2 pegative votes with new comments

0 pegative votes without comments

3 abstention votes: (Lack of expertize: 2, Lack of time:

0 votes recerved = 20% retwned

3% abstention

APPROVAL EATE
The 73% affirmaton requiremnent 15 being met.
83 affirmative votes
4 negative votes with comments

87 votes = 95% affirmative

Y



http://www.ieee802.org/1/files/private/cb-drafts/d2/802-1CB-D2-7-dis-v1.pdf



JTC1 SC6 PSDO items





7.07/1-MOTION

Approve liaison of the following comment responses
to ISO/IEC JTC1/SC6 under the PSDO agreement:

— 802.1Qbu-2016 and 802.1Qbz-2016:
http://ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2017/liaison-randall-SC6ResponseQbuandQbz-
0317.pdf

Proposed. Messenger Second: Rouyer
For 16 Against 0 Abstain_ 0O
Approved

EC proposed: Glenn Parsons Second: Pat Thaler
For Against__ Abstain






7.072 - MOTION

= Approve submission of the following project(s) to ISO/IEC

JTC1/SC6 for adoption under the PSDO agreement
— 802d-2017 — URN namespace
— 802.1AEcg-2017 — Ethernet Data Encryption Devices
— 802.1Qci-2017 — Per Stream Filtering and Policing

— P802.1CB - Frame Replication and Elimination for Reliability; following approval and
publication

— 802.1AX-2014/Cor1-2017 - Link Aggregation corrigendum
— P802.1Qch — Cyclic queueing and forwarding; following approval and publication

Conditional on publication of approved standard.

= Proposed:. Messenger  Second: Rouyer
m For 17 Against O Abstain 0
= Approved

EC proposed: Glenn Parsons Second: Pat Thaler
= For Against_ Abstain






7.07/3 - MOTION

= Approve liaison of the following draft(s) to
ISO/IEC JTC1/SC6 for information under
the PSDO agreement:

— P802c/D2.1

— P802.1Q-Rev/D2.0
= Proposed: Messenger Second: Rouyer
m For 17 Against 0 Abstain_ 0O
= Approved

m EC proposed: Glenn Parsons
Second: Pat Thaler

= For Against__ Abstain






7.074 - Liaisons (11)
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Motion: Liaison from 802.1

« 802.1 approves the liaison letter to IEEE 1588

Proposed: Geoffrey Garner
Second: Janos Farkas

Approved (y/n/a): 29,0,0



http://www.ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2017/liaison-1588-on-ptp-port-states-not-used-in-802-1as-0316-v01.pdf



Motion: Liaison from 802.1

« 802.1 approves the liaison letter to the IETF IntArea
WG

* Proposed: Craig Gunther
 Second: Stephen Haddock

« Approved (y/n/a): 29,0, 0



http://www.ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2017/liaison-IETF-intarea-private-VLANs-0317-v01.pdf



Motion: Liaison from 802.1

« 802.1 approves the liaison letter to the IETF IS-1S
WG

* Proposed: Janos Farkas
 Second: Stephen Haddock

« Approved (y/n/a). 26,0,0



http://www.ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2017/liaison-IETF-isis-extentended-llc-0317-v01.pdf



Motion: Liaison from 802.1

« 802.1 approves the response to the MEF liaison
.00259 on MEF 38 - SOAM FM YANG

Proposed: Jessy Rouyer
Second: Janos Farkas

Approved (y/n/a). 29,0,0



http://www.ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2017/liaison-response-MEF-L00259-0317-v01.pdf



Motion: Liaison from 802.1

« 802.1 approves the response to the Avnu Alliance

Proposed: Janos Farkas
Second: Craig Gunther

Approved (y/n/a). 26, 0, 2



http://www.ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2017/liaison-response-avnu-0317-v01.pdf



7.075 - Communication (I1)

28





Supporting info
DETERMINISTIC ETHERNET FORUM 2017

m EXxposure to commercial users of our standards in a non-academic
setting
= Introduce the IEEE 802.1 WG to future potential participants
— Infusion of new requirements and ideas
— Encourage more participation from real-life users (i.e. recruiting)
— Face-to-face time with commercial users and suppliers
= On-stage opportunity at the Welcome Event to tell the attendees who
we are

m Discuss and influence future Deterministic Ethernet implementations

m Table-top space in exhibition area
— |EEE-SA Marketing staff will provide table/display, collateral and giveaways
— |EEE-SA Marketing will also help create 802.1 specific collateral
m  There is no fee or contract associated with being a “lead exhibitor” for
this event

29



https://www.de-forum.com/



Motion: Communication from
802.1

“ Approve

as

communication to Deterministic Ethernet
Forum 2017, noting the IEEE 802.1 TSN TG

chair will present.
- Proposed: Don Pannell
. Second: Craig Gunther

® Approved (y/n/a). 27,0,0



http://www.ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2017/tsn-farkas-def-0317-v03.pptx



|[EEE 802.1 Time-Sensitive Networking (TSN)

Time synchronization:

Timing and Synchronization (802.1AS)
includes a profile of IEEE 1588

Bounded low latency:
Credit Based Shaper (802.1Qav)

Frame preemption (802.3br & 802.1Qbu)
Scheduled Traffic (802.1Qbv)

Cyclic Queuing and Forwarding (802.1Qch)
Asynchronous Traffic Shaping (P802.1Qcr)

4 TSN Components

Common Standards

N
Synchronization /
Reliability

/
NG /

[N

—> Zero congestion loss

) —
<—

Ultra reliability:

Frame Replication and Elimination (P802.1CB)
Path Control and Reservation (802.1Qca)
Per-Stream Filtering and Policing (802.1Qci)
Reliability for time sync (P802.1AS-Rev)

Dedicated resources & API

Stream Reservation Protocol (802.1Qat)
TSN configuration (P802.1Qcc)

YANG (P802.1Qcp)

Link-local Registration Protocol (P802.1CS)

Guaranteed data transport with bounded low latency, low delay variation, and extremely low loss

API: Application Programming Interface; YANG: a data modeling language



http://www.ieee802.org/1/pages/tsn.html




January 20177 doc.: IEEE 802.11-17/0004r23

IEEE P802.11
Wireless LANSs

Revision PAR Proposal for 802.11-2016

Date: 2017-03-16

Author(s):
Name Affiliation Address email
Hewlett Packard 3333 Scott Blvd, Santa Clara,
Dorothy Stanley Enterprise CA 95054 dorothy.stanley@hpe.com
Abstract

This a proposed Revision PAR to incorporate accumulated maintenance changes (editorial and
technical corrections) into IEEE Std 802.11-2016, and roll up approved amendments into the standard.

The proposed schedule shows completion in March 2021 (Feb 2021 submission), with incorporation
of amendments 11ai, 11ah, 11aj, 11ak, 11aq and 11ax (based on current and anticipated changes in
published timelines).

RO: Initial Draft

R1: Typos corrected, approved by 802.11 WG 2017-01-20

R2: Added text in 8.1 with names of approved amendments (in response to EC member comment, also
common NesCom comment), 6.1b changed registration activity from ‘no” to “yes” and 5.6
Stakeholder edit.

Submission page 1 Dorothy Stanley, HPE, HPE
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January 20177 doc.: IEEE 802.11-17/0004r23

P802.11

Submitter Email: dstanley1389@gmail.com

Type of Project: Revision to IEEE Standard 802.11-2016

PAR Request Date: 04-Jan-2017

PAR Approval Date:

PAR Expiration Date:

Status: Unapproved PAR, PAR for a Revision to an existing IEEE Standard

1.1 Project Number: P802.11

1.2 Type of Document: Standard

1.3 Life Cycle: Full Use

2.1 Title: Standard for Information technology--Telecommunications

and information exchange between systems Local and metropolitan

area networks--Specific requirements - Part 11: Wireless LAN

Medium Access Control (MAC) and Physical Layer (PHY)

Specifications

Changes in title: IEEE Standard for Information

technology--Telecommunications and information exchange between

systems Local and metropolitan area networks--Specific requirements -

Part 11: Wireless LAN Medium Access Control (MAC) and Physical

Layer (PHY) Specifications

3.1 Working Group: Wireless LAN Working Group (C/LM/WG802.11)

Contact Information for Working Group Chair

Name: Adrian Stephens

Email Address: adrian.p.stephens@ieee.org

Phone: +44 1954 204610

Contact Information for Working Group Vice-Chair

Name: Jon Rosdahl

Email Address: jrosdahl@ieee.org

Phone: 801-492-4023

3.2 Sponsoring Society and Committee: IEEE Computer Society/LAN/MAN Standards Committee (C/LM)
Contact Information for Sponsor Chair

Name: Paul Nikolich

Email Address: p.nikolich@ieee.org

Phone: 8572050050

Contact Information for Standards Representative

Name: James Gilb

Email Address: gilb@ieee.org

Phone: 858-229-4822

4.1 Type of Ballot: Individual

4.2 Expected Date of submission of draft to the IEEE-SA for Initial Sponsor Ballot: 06/2019

4.3 Projected Completion Date for Submittal to RevCom

Note: Usual minimum time between initial sponsor ballot and submission to Revcom is 6 months.: 02/2021
5.1 Approximate number of people expected to be actively involved in the development of this project: 300
5.2 Scope: The scope of this standard is to define one medium access control (MAC) and several physical layer
(PHY) specifications for wireless connectivity for fixed, portable, and moving stations (STAs) within a local area.
5.3 Is the completion of this standard dependent upon the completion of another standard: No

5.4 Purpose: The purpose of this standard is to provide wireless connectivity for fixed, portable, and moving
stations within a local area. This standard also offers regulatory bodies a means of standardizing access to one or
more frequency bands for the purpose of local area communication.

5.5 Need for the Project: The reason for this project is to incorporate accumulated maintenance changes (editorial
and technical corrections) into 802.11-2016, and roll up of approved amendments to the standard. The approved
amendments as of the filing of the revision PAR include IEEE 802.11ah-2016 and IEEE 802.11ai-2016. Seven
additional amendments are currently under development.

5.6 Stakeholders for the Standard: The stakeholders of this standard are the developers and users of the Wireless
LAN devices, including wireless network access service providers, manufacturers, health care workers, retail service
providers, and many others.

Intellectual Property

Submission page 2 Dorothy Stanley, HPE, HPE





January 20177 doc.: IEEE 802.11-17/0004r23

6.1.a. Is the Sponsor aware of any copyright permissions needed for this project?: No

6.1.b. Is the Sponsor aware of possible registration activity related to this project?:
If yes, please explain:

7.1 Are there other standards or projects with a similar scope?: No

7.2 Joint Development

Is it the intent to develop this document jointly with another organization?: No

8.1 Additional Explanatory Notes: 5.5 This is a revision PAR to incorporate accumulated maintenance changes
(editorial and technical corrections) and approved amendments into the IEEE Std 802.11-2016 standard.

The additional amendments currently under development are P802.11aj Enhancements for Very High Throughput to
support Chinese millimeter wave frequency bands, P802.11ak Enhancements For Transit Links Within Bridged
Networks, P802.11aq Pre-Association Discovery, P802.11ax Enhancements for High Efficiency WLAN, P802.11ay
Enhanced Throughput for Operation in License-Exempt Bands Above 45 GHz, P802.11az Enhancements for
Positioning, and P802.11ba Wake-up radio operation.

Submission page 3 Dorothy Stanley, HPE, HPE





January 20177 doc.: IEEE 802.11-17/0004r23

Additional questions:

Information from 7.3 - 7.4 is captured for potential follow up and coordination but will not appear on the
final PAR view.

7.3 International Standards Activities

a. Adoptions - Is there

potential for this ™ ~

standard to be adopted Yes No

by another

organization?:
If yes, please indicate the organization, technical committee name/number and
contact person within external organization

Organization: ISONEC JTC1

Technical Committee Name: ‘ Telecommunications and informati
Technical Committee Number: SCHWG1

Contact Name: ‘ Jooran Lee

Phone: m

Email: ‘ jooran@ksa.or kr

b. Harmonization - Are you aware of another organization that may be ~ @
interested in portions of this document in their standardization Yes No
development efforts?:

7.4 Does the sponsor foresee a longer term need for testing and/or ~

( o
certification services to assure conformity to the standard?: Yes No
Additionally, is it anticipated that testing methodologies will be specified -
in the standard to assure consistency in evaluating conformance to the “ Yes ® No

criteria specified in the standard?:

7.5 Indicate if you would like IEEE-SA staff to submit your project to the
American National Standards Institute (ANSI) for approval consideration ® ves ¢ No
as an American National Standard:

Submission page 4 Dorothy Stanley, HPE, HPE
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802.11 March 2017 WG Motions

Date: 2017-03-17

Authors:
Name Affiliations | Address Phone email
Dorothy Stanley | Hewlett Packard | 3333 Scott Blvd, |+1 630-363-1389 | dorothy.stanley@hpe.c
Enterprise Santa Clara, CA om
95054

Submission Slide 1 D. Stanley, HP Enterprise





			Name


			Affiliations


			Address


			Phone


			email





			Dorothy Stanley


			Hewlett Packard Enterprise


			3333 Scott Blvd, Santa Clara, CA 95054


			+1 630-363-1389


			dorothy.stanley@hpe.com 










March 2017 doc.: IEEE 802.11-17/0258r4

Abstract

e This document is a composite of all 802.11 sub-group
motions that are brought to the March 2017 802.11 WG
plenary meetings and EC meetings.

e Revisions
— RO: containing motions for Wednesday WG11 plenary
— R1: at conclusion of Wednesday WG11 plenary
— R2: containing motions for Friday WG11 plenary
— R3: at conclusion of Friday WG11 plenary
— R4: Includes EC motions (Plenary only)
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WEDNESDAY
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Response to Canada ISED consultation

* Motion: Approve document
https://mentor.ieee.orq/802.18/dcn/17/18-17-0039-02-0000-
proposed-ieee-802-response-to-canada-ised-
consultation.docx as the IEEE 802.11 input for the ISED
5150-5250 MHz consultation, and forward to 802.18 for
final editing and submittal to the 802 EC for their approval
and submittal to ISED on or before March 29, 2017.

 Moved: Richard Kennedy
o Seconded: Stuart Kerry
e Result: 88-0-6 Passes

Submission Slide 4 D. Stanley, HP Enterprise




https://mentor.ieee.org/802.18/dcn/17/18-17-0039-02-0000-proposed-ieee-802-response-to-canada-ised-consultation.docx%20as%20the%20IEEE%20802.11



March 2017 doc.: IEEE 802.11-17/0258r4

Approve Revision PAR comment responses

Motion

Approve the comment responses on slides 17-18-19 in
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/17/11-17-0253-02-0PAR-
par-review-meeting-agenda-and-comment-slides-
vancouver-2017.pptx and approve the corresponding PAR
updates in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/17/11-17-
0004-02-0000-revision-par-proposal-tgmd.doc

Moved: Jon Rosdahl
Seconded: Stephen McCann
Result: 110-1-0 Passes
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https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/17/11-17-0253-02-0PAR-par-review-meeting-agenda-and-comment-slides-vancouver-2017.pptx

https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/17/11-17-0004-02-0000-revision-par-proposal-tgmd.doc
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LC Stakeholder Lialson Statement

e Motion

* Approve the liaison in
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/17/11-17-0272-03-00Ic-
liaison-statement-for-lc-stakeholders.docx , granting the
WG chair editorial license

e Moved: Nikola SerafimovsKi
 Seconded: Michael Fischer
e Result: 78-0-18 Passes
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_egacy Element ID allocation for 11ak

 Move to instruct ANA to assign a legacy element ID for the GLK
Capabilities Information element.

* Moved: Donald Eastlake
 Seconded: Ganesh Venkatesan
e Result: 26-8-60 Passes

e TG result: Moved: Michael Fischer Seconded: Mark Hamilton Result: 4-0-0

e Per9.1.30f802.11 OM

— An ANA request for a legacy Element ID shall be approved by WG motion. Legacy Element IDs are
intended for elements in Beacon and Probe Request/Response frames, and current and future “beacon-
like” frames. By default, requests for Element IDs are allocated from the Element ID Extension space.
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TGak Recirculation

« Motion: Having approved comment resolutions for all of the
comments received from LB227 on TGak Draft_D3.0 as
contained in document 11-17/0025r9,

— Instruct the editor to prepare Draft D4.0 incorporating these resolutions
and,

— Approve a 15 day Working Group Recirculation Ballot asking the
question “Should TGak Draft_D4.0 be forwarded to Sponsor Ballot?”

 Moved by Donald Eastlake on behalf of TGak
e Result: Unanimous

— TG vote: Moved: Ganesh Venkatesan Seconded: Mark Hamilton
Result: 3-0-0
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FRIDAY
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Group Date(s)
CAC Mon Apr 3, Thurs 27
TGaj Thurs Apr 27
AANI Thurs Apr 20, May 4
TGak Mon Apr 3, 10, 17
TGaq Friday April 7, 21, 28
Thurs April 13, 27, May 25
TGax Thurs Apr 6, 20, May 18
TGay Wed Mar 29, April 12, 26
TGaz Wed Apr 19
Mon April 3
Mon April 17
TGba Mon May 1
LC TIG April 10

Start
Noon ET
22:00 ET
10:00 ET
10:00 ET

Noon ET
10:00 ET
20:00 ET

10:00 ET

10:00 ET
10:00 ET
17:00 ET
23:00 ET

11:30 ET

Duration

1 hr
1 hr
1 hr
1.5 hrs
2 hrs
2 hrs
2 hrs
1 hr
1 hr

2 hrs
1 hr

Move to approve: Dorothy Stanley Seconded: Jon Rosdahl Result: Unanimous
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TGba Vice-Chair Confirmation - 1

 Move to confirm Yunsong Yang as TGba 15t vice-chair.

 Moved: Minyoung Park on behalf of TGba
e Result: Unanimous

e Note: TG result 62-0-1

 From 11-14-629r16, section 4.3: “TG Vice-Chair is elected by a TG
majority approval and confirmed by a WG majority approval. The TG
Vice-Chair is reaffirmed every 2 years; one session after the WG Chair is
elected.”
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TGba Vice-Chair Confirmation - 2

* Move to confirm Eunsung Park as TGba 2" vice-chair.

 Moved: Minyoung Park, on behalf of TGba
e Result: Unanimous

e Note: TG result 60-0-1

 From 11-14-629r16, section 4.3: “TG Vice-Chair is elected by a TG
majority approval and confirmed by a WG majority approval. The TG
Vice-Chair is reaffirmed every 2 years; one session after the WG Chair is
elected.”

Submission Slide 12 D. Stanley, HP Enterprise





March 2017 doc.: IEEE 802.11-17/0258r4

Approve updates to 802.11 Operations
Manual

* Approve the updated IEEE 802.11 Operations Manual in
https://mentor.ieee.orq/802.11/dcn/14/11-14-0629-18-0000-
802-11-operations-manual.docx

 Moved: Dorothy Stanley
e Seconded: Al Petrick
e Result: 52-0-0 Passes
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PDED Motion

Approve the liaison statement in 11-17-292-04 from IEEE
802 to 3GPP RAN/RAN1/RAN4 in relation to Issue 3 and
Issue 13 in the most recent Liaison Statement from 3GPP
RAN1, forward to the EC for approval, granting the WG
and LMSC chairs editorial license

Moved: Andrew Myles, Seconded: Stephen McCann,
Result: 41-1-5 Passes

Motion to amend: Myles/Fischer
(tabled/removed)No objection to motion to amend

Result of main amended motion: 30-3-11 Passes
PDED result 10-2-2
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https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/17/11-17-0292-04-0000-draft-ls-to-3gpp-ran1-for-pded-ad-hoc.docx

http://grouper.ieee.org/groups/802/Communications/16_11/R1-1613770.zip
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Confirm P802.11aj 5C document

e Confirm the 5C document for P802.11aj In
https://mentor.ieee.orq/802.11/dcn/12/11-12-0141-07-
cmmw-leee-802-11-cmww-sg-5c¢.doc

 Moved: Jiamin Chen
o Seconded: George Calcev
e Result: 44-0-3 Passes

In the TG: Moved: Haiming Wang, Seconded: Shiwen He, result: 4-0-0
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https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/12/11-12-0141-07-cmmw-ieee-802-11-cmww-sg-5c.doc
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P802.11aj Unconditional approval for SB

o Approve the report to the EC in 11-17-0492r0 as the
report to the IEEE 802 Executive Committee on the
requirements for unconditional approval to forward
P802.11aj to Sponsor Ballot, and

e Request that the EC approve sending P802.11aj D5.0 to
Sponsor Ballot

e Moved: Jiamin Chen
e Seconded: lan Sherlock
 Result: 46-0-4 Passes

In the TG: Moved: Haiming Wang, Seconded: Shiwen He, result: 4-0-0
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https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/17/11-17-0492-00-00aj-p802-11aj-report-to-ec-on-unconditional-approval-for-sponsor-ballot.pptx
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Confirm P802.11ak 5C document

e Confirm the 5C document for P802.11ak In
https://mentor.ieee.orq/802.11/dcn/12/11-12-1208-00-
0alk-802-11-glk-draft-5c¢.docx

 Moved: Donald Eastlake
o Seconded: Stephen McCann
e Result: 47-0-0 Passes

e TGak result: Moved: Mark Hamilton, Seconded: Joseph
Levy, Result 3-0-0
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P802.11ak Conditional approval for SB

 Move to Approve the report to the EC in 11-17-0498r1
as the report to the IEEE 802 Executive Committee on
the requirements for conditional approval to forward
P802.11ak to Sponsor Ballot, and

e Request that the EC conditionally approve sending
P802.11ak D4.0 to Sponsor Ballot

e Moved: Donald Eastlake
e Seconded: Michael Fischer
e Result: 44-0-0 Passes

e TGak result: Moved: Mark Hamilton, Seconded: Joseph
Levy, Result 3-0-0
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https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/17/11-17-0498-01-00ak-report-to-ec-on-conditional-approval-to-go-to-sponsor-ballot.pptx



March 2017 doc.: IEEE 802.11-17/0258r4

TGax Ad-hoc

o Authorize TGax to hold an ad-hoc meeting on
May 3-5 In Seoul, Korea, for the purpose of
working on comment resolution.

 Moved: Osama Aboul-Magd on behalf of TGax
e Result: Unanimous consent

o TGax result: Moved: Hongyuan Zhang Seconded: Bo Sun,
Result: 30-2-9
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IEEE 802.11-2016 Press Release

 Move to approve the IEEE 802.11-2016 press release
contained In https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/17/11-
17-0490-00-0000-802-11-2016-press-release.docx

 Moved: Dorothy Stanley
e Second: Marc Emmelman
e Result: 44-0-0 Passes
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IEEE 802.11a1-2016 Press Release

 Move to approve the IEEE 802.11ai-2016 press release
contained In https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/17/11-
17-0489-03-0000-802-11ai-2016-press-release.docx

e Moved: Marc Emmelman

e Second: Guido Hiertz
e Result: 42-0-0
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FRIDAY/TELECON - EC
MOTIONS
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4.06 Information Item: 802.11 Operations
Manual Update

« WGL11 approved the updated IEEE 802.11 Operations
Manual in https://mentor.ieee.orq/802.11/dcn/14/11-14-
0629-18-0000-802-11-operations-manual.docx

« WGI11 Result (y/n/a): 52/0/0
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5.071 P802.11aj Unconditional approval for
SB

o Approve sending P802.11aj D5.0 to Sponsor Ballot and
o Confirm the 5C for P802.11aj In

https://mentor.ieee.orq/802.11/dcn/12/11-12-0141-07-
cmmw-leee-802-11-cmww-sg-5c¢.doc

o See 11-17-0492r0 for supporting documentation,
* Inthe WG, (y/n/a): 46/0/4; 5C (y/n/a): 44/0/3

 Moved: Adrian Stephens
e Seconded: Jon Rosdahl
e Result: Unanimous
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5.072 P802.11ak Conditional approval for
SB

o Conditionally approve sending P802.11ak D4.0 to
Sponsor Ballot and

o Confirm the 5C for P802.11ak in
https://mentor.ieee.orq/802.11/dcn/12/11-12-1208-00-
0glk-802-11-glk-draft-5c.docx

o See 11-17-0498r2 for supporting documentation,
* Inthe WG, (y/n/a): 44/0/0; 5C (y/n/a): 47/0/0

 Moved: Adrian Stephens
e Seconded: Jon Rosdahl
e Result: Unanimous

Submission Slide 25 D. Stanley, HP Enterprise



https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/12/11-12-1208-00-0glk-802-11-glk-draft-5c.docx
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5.073 Approval of P802.11 Revision PAR

» Approve forwarding P802.11 PAR revision documentation
In https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/17/11-17-0004-03-
0000-revision-par-proposal-tgmd.doc to NesCom
* Inthe WG, PAR (y/n/a): 110/1/0 Mictosoft Word

7 - 2003 Documen

 Moved: Adrian Stephens
e Seconded: Jon Rosdahl
e Result: Unanimous
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7.091 Information Item: LC Stakeholder
Liaison

« WGL11 approved the liaison in
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/17/11-17-0272-03-00Ic-
liaison-statement-for-lc-stakeholders.docx , granting the
WG chair editorial license

« WG11 result (y/n/a): 78/0/18
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7.092 Approve Liaison to 3GPP (PDED)

Approve 11-17-292-04 as communication to 3GPP
RAN/RAN1/RANA4, granting the LMSC Chair or his delegate
editorial license

— This approval is under LMSC OM *“Procedure for coordination with other
standards bodies”

— WGL11 Result (y/n/a): 30-3-11)

Moved: Adrian Stephens
Seconded: Jon Rosdahl
Result: Unanimous
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802.15.3d 100G
to Sponsor Ballot (unconditional)

Bob Heile, Wi-SUN
Submission Slide 1 Alliance
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802.15.3d Ballot History

« Initial Letter Ballot (P802.15.3d/D01)
- Opened: 19-Jan-2017
- Closed: 18-Feb-2017
« Vote results (pool of 94 voters)
- 63 responses (67% response ratio)

« 53 yes, 0 no (100% approval ratio)

» 10 abstain (16 % abstain ratio)
o 97 comments from 6 commenters
-~ 0 marked as MBS

-~ Comment resolution database worksheet:

« https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/17/15-17-0128-03-003d-p802-15-tg3d-
consolidated-comment-entry-form.xlsx — sheet LB133_Comments

Bob Heile, Wi-SUN
Submission Slide 2 Alliance




https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/17/15-17-0128-03-003d-p802-15-tg3d-consolidated-comment-entry-form.xlsx
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802.15.3d Ballot History

. Letter Ballot Recirc 1(P802.15.3d/D02)
- Opened: 28-Feb-2017

- Closed: 15-Mar-2017

Vote results (pool of 94 voters)

- 68 responses (72% response ratio)

« 57 yes, 0 no (100% approval ratio)

. 11 abstain (16 % abstain ratio)
« 2 comments from 1 commenter (both editorial)
- 0 marked as MBS

-~ Comment resolution database worksheet:

. https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/17/15-17-0128-03-003d-p802-15-tg3d-
consolidated-comment-entry-form.xlsx — sheet LB136 _Comments

. Draft has passed MEC review

Bob Heile, Wi-SUN
Submission Slide 3 Alliance




https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/17/15-17-0128-03-003d-p802-15-tg3d-consolidated-comment-entry-form.xlsx
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Motion to Forward 802.15.3d to Spon
Ballot

Motion: The 802.15 WG requests conditiona
approval from the EC to submit P802.15.3d-
D02 to Sponsor Ballot and further requests that
the EC confirm the CSD <15-0683-01-003d-

tg3d> for P802.15.3d
(WG vote: 22,1,0)

Move: Heile
Second: Gilb

Bob Heile, Wi-SUN
Submission Slide 4 Alliance




https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/15/15-15-0683-01-003d-tg3d-csd-change.docx
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to Sponsor Ballot (conditional)
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802.15.8 Ballot History

. Initial Letter Ballot (LB122) (P802.15.8/D01)
- Opened: May-20-2016
- Closed: June-19-2016

. Vote results (pool of 103 voters)
- 69 responses (66.99% response ratio)

« 60 yes, 4 no (93.75% approval ratio)

. 5 abstain (7.25% abstain ratio)
« 716 comments from 9 commenters
- Technical (242), Editorial (474)
- 123 marked as MBS

— Comment resolution database worksheet:

« https://mentor.ieee.orq/802.15/dcn/16/15-16-0474-00-0008-consolidated-
comments-to-Ib122.xlsx —LB122 Comments

Bob Heile, Wi-SUN
Submission Slide 6 Alliance




https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/16/15-16-0474-00-0008-consolidated-comments-to-lb122.xlsx
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802.15.8 Ballot History

. Letter Ballot Recirc 1(LB132) : (P802.15.8/D02)
- Opened: Dec-20-2016
- Closed: Jan-4-2017

« Vote results (pool of 103 voters)
- 71 responses (68.93% response ratio)

« 62 yes, 3 no (95.38% approval ratio)

« 6 abstain (8.45% abstain ratio)
« 287 new comments from 4 commenter
- Technical (100), editorial (187)
- 104 marked as MBS

-~ Comment resolution database worksheet:

https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/17/15-17-0104-01-0008-consolidated-
comments-to-Ib-132.xlsx LB132 Comments

Bob Heile, Wi-SUN
Submission Slide 7 Alliance
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802.15.8 Ballot History

. Letter Ballot Recirc 2 (LB135): (P802.15.8/D03)
- Opened: Mar-1-2017
- Closed: Mar-15-2017
« Vote results (pool of 103 voters)
- 71 responses (68.93% response ratio)
« 64 yes, 1no (98.46% approval ratio)
« 6 abstain (8.45% abstain ratio)

« 1 no vote remaining (accepted resolutions on previous comments)
« 9 new MBS comments on LB135
Consolidated comments database worksheet:

« https://mentor.ieee.orq/802.15/dcn/17/15-17-0221-00-0008-
consolidated-comments-to-Ib135.xIsx: LB135 comments

« MEC Review In process

Bob Heile, Wi-SUN
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Motion to Forward 802.15.8 to Spons
Ballot

Motion: The 802.15 WG requests conditiona
approval from the EC to submit P802.15.8-D04
(or current revision) to Sponsor Ballot and
further requests that the EC confirm the 5C
<15-12-0158-00-Opac> for P802.15.8

(WG vote: 27-0-0)

Move: Heille
Second: Gilb

Bob Heile, Wi-SUN
Submission Slide 9 Alliance




https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/12/15-12-0158-00-0pac-draft-pac-five-criteria.rtf
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802.15.4v, Regional Sub-GHz Bands P
RevCom (unconditional)
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802.15.4v SB Ballot History

« Initial Sponsor Ballot (P802.15.4v-D04)
- Opened: 08-Dec-2016
- Closed: 07-Jan-2017
« Vote results (pool of 75 voters)
- 60 responses (80% response ratio)
« 53 yes, 3 no (94% approval ratio)
. 4 abstain
« 71 comments from 4 commenters
- 62 marked as MBS

-~ Comment resolution database worksheet:

. https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/17/15-17-0029-06-004Vv-tg4v-Sponsor-
ballot-consolidated-comments.xlsx Worksheet 4v_D4-initial

Bob Heile, Wi-SUN
Submission Slide 11 Alliance
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802.15.4v SB Ballot History

« Sponsor Ballot Recirc 1: (P802.15.4v-D05)
- Opened: 24-Jan-2017
- Closed: 03-Feb-2017
« Vote results (pool of 75 voters)
- 60 responses (80% response ratio)
« 52 yes, 4 no (92% approval ratio)
« 4 abstain
« 2 comments from 2 commenters

- 1 marked as MBS

-~ Comment resolution database worksheet:

. https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/17/15-17-0029-06-004Vv-tg4v-Sponsor-
ballot-consolidated-comments.xlsx Worksheet 4v_D5-recircl

Bob Heile, Wi-SUN
Submission Slide 12 Alliance




https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/17/15-17-0029-06-004v-tg4v-sponsor-ballot-consolidated-comments.xlsx



March 2017 doc.: IEEE 802.15-17-0234-00

802.15.4v SB Ballot History

« Sponsor Ballot Recirc 2: (P802.15.4v-D05)
- Opened: 22-Feb-2017
- Closed: 4-March-2017

« Vote results (pool of 75 voters)

- 61 responses (81% response ratio)
« 56 yes, 1 no (98% approval ratio)
(includes 1 vote flipped to ‘yes’ after ballot close)
« 4 abstain

« 1 comments from 1 commenter - IEEE staff all editorial
requirements had been met

— 0 marked as MBS

-~ Comment resolution database worksheet:

« https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/17/15-17-0029-06-004v-tg4v-sponsor-
ballot-consolidated-comments.xlsx Worksheet 4v_D5-recirel .\ .o

Submission Slide 13 Alliance



https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/17/15-17-0029-06-004v-tg4v-sponsor-ballot-consolidated-comments.xlsx
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Disposition of Remaining NO Vot
Comments

"he remaining MBS comments were received
as part of the initial ballot and the resolution to
those comments was part of the first
Recirculation

The second Recirculation was on an unchanged
draft

Bob Heile, Wi-SUN
Submission Slide 14 Alliance






March 2017 doc.: IEEE 802.15-17-0234-00

Summary of the remaining 14 MB
comments from one “No” vote

« All these comments relate to the use of "Frequency
band (MHz)" vs "Band designation” in Tables and are
applicable to IEEE Std 802.15.4-2015.

e The disposition to all of them was the same:

— All the frequency bands that are used as part of the 15.4v
tables use the same format per current 15.4-2015 tables. No
changes required.

e These comments have been forwarded to the 802.15
Standing Committee for Maintenance to be included
Into the next 802.15.4 revision.

Document is https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/17/15-17-0182-00-0mag-contribution-to-sc-maintenance.xIsx

Bob Heile, Wi-SUN
Submission Slide 15 Alliance




https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/17/15-17-0182-00-0mag-contribution-to-sc-maintenance.xlsx
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Motion to Forward 802.15.4v to Rev

Motion: Move that the 802 EC
—Approves submitting P802.15.4v/D05 to RevCom.
—Confirms the CSD [15-16-0131-01-0000 15.4v _CSD]

WG Vote (28-0-0):

(M) Heile (S) Gilb

Bob Heile, Wi-SUN
Submission Slide 16 Alliance




https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/16/15-16-0131-01-0000-15-4v-regional-sub-ghz-csd-draft.docx



March 2017 doc.: IEEE 802.15-17-0234-00

802.15 PARS to NesCom

Submission Slide 17 Bob Heile, Wi-SUN Alliance





March 2017 doc.: IEEE 802.15-17-0234-00

802.15.4-2015 Corl PAR to Nesca

Motion: Approve forwarding 802.15.4-
2015 Corl PAR documentation in 15-17-

0192-01-Omag to NesCom
(WG vote 29-0-0)

Moved: Helle
Second: Gilb

Submission Slide 18 Bob Heile, Wi-SUN Alliance



https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/17/15-17-0192-01-0mag-p802-15-4-2006-cor-1-par-detail.pdf
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802.15.3f PAR to NesCom

Move to

* Approve forwarding 802.15.3f PAR, Amendment
Extending the Physical layer (PHY) specification for
millimeter wave to operate from 57.0 GHz to 71 GHz,
documentation in <doc-15-17-0055-02-0000> to
NesCom

* Approve CSD documentation in 15-17-0049-01-0000-
csd-amendment-for-use-up-to-71-ghz

(wg 28-0-0)

Moved: Helle Second: Gilb

Submission Slide 19 Bob Heile, Wi-SUN Alliance



https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/17/15-17-0055-02-0000-draft-par-amendment-for-use-of-the-64-71-ghz.pdf



March 2017 doc.: IEEE 802.15-17-0234-00

802.15.4-Revision d PAR to Nesca

Motion: Approve forwarding 802.15.4
Revision d PAR documentation in 15-17/-

0106-03-0000 to NesCom
(WG vote 26-0-1)

Moved: Helle
Second: Gilb

Submission Slide 20 Bob Heile, Wi-SUN Alliance



https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/17/15-17-0106-03-0000-802-15-4-par-revision-d.pdf



March 2017 doc.: IEEE 802.15-17-0234-00

802.15.13 PAR to NesCom

Move to

* Approve forwarding 802.15.13 PAR, Multi-Gigabit per
Second Optical Wireless Communications (OWC)
with Ranges up to 200 m, documentation in <doc-15-
17-0076-03-0000> to NesCom

* Approve CSD documentation in 15-17-0075-01-0000-
multi-gigabit-owc-csd

(wg 28-0-0)

Moved: Helle Second: Gilb

Submission Slide 21 Bob Heile, Wi-SUN Alliance



https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/17/15-17-0076-03-0000-multi-gigabit-owc-par.pdf

https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/17/15-17-0075-01-0000-multi-gigabit-owc-csd.docx
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P802.16s to Sponsor Ballot:
Conditional Approval Request





General Conditions: OM (v19) Clause 11

Conditional approval is only appropriate when ballot
resolution efforts have been substantially completed
and the approval ratio is sufficient.

"Substantially complete" is when there is a very low
likelihood of receiving valid new Disapprove
comment(s)/vote(s) upon the next recirculation ballot.





Rules: OM (v19) Clause 11

motions requesting conditional approval to forward
when the prior ballot has closed shall be accompanied

by:
e Date the ballot closed

e Vote tally including Approve, Disapprove and Abstain
votes

e Comments that support the remaining disapprove
votes and WG responses.

e Schedule for recirculation ballot and resolution
meeting.





Approved PAR and CSD

Approved PAR (2016-06-30): https://
development.standards.ieee.org/get-file/P802.16s.pdf?
t=89993200003

Title:

Standard for Air Interface for Broadband Wireless Access
Systems — Amendment: Fixed and Mobile Wireless Access in
Channel Bandwidth up to 1.25 MHz



https://development.standards.ieee.org/get-file/P802.16s.pdf?t=89993200003

https://development.standards.ieee.org/get-file/P802.16s.pdf?t=89993200003

https://development.standards.ieee.org/get-file/P802.16s.pdf?t=89993200003



Date the ballot closed

Stage Open Close
WG Letter Ballot 2017-01-24 2017-02-23






Vote tally including Approve,
Disapprove and Abstain votes

7 Approve (100%)
O Disapprove
0 Abstain

Return ratio requirement met (100%)





Comment resolution

46 Comments

Comment resolution

e Addressed all comments
e 802.16-17-0010r2

* No disapprove voters




https://mentor.ieee.org/802.16/dcn/17/16-17-0010-02-Gdoc-combined-comments-for-wg-letter-ballot-40.xlsx



Schedule for recirculation ballot

2017-03-14

2017-03-17
2017-03-21
2017-03-31
2017-04-06

2017-04-10
2017-05-10

Formed Sponsor Ballot Group

* 59 members

EC Conditional Approval for Sponsor Ballot
Initiate 10 day WG recirculation

WG recirculation ballot closes

resolution committee telecon

e if necessary
Initiate 30 day Sponsor Ballot
Sponsor Ballot closes





802.16 WG Motion

802.16 Closing Plenary: 2017-03-16

Move to:

* Conditionally approve sending P802.16s to
Sponsor Ballot, confirming the CSD in https://
mentor.ieee.orq/802.16/dcn/
16/16-16-0013-02.pdf

e Approved 5-0-0




https://mentor.ieee.org/802.16/dcn/16/16-16-0013-02.pdf

https://mentor.ieee.org/802.16/dcn/16/16-16-0013-02.pdf

https://mentor.ieee.org/802.16/dcn/16/16-16-0013-02.pdf



LMSC Motion

Move to:

* Conditionally approve sending P802.16s to
Sponsor Ballot

* Confirm the CSD for P802.16s in https://
mentor.ieee.orq/802.16/dcn/
16/16-16-0013-02.pdf

* Moved: Marks / Seconded: Godfrey
* Approve: X
* Disapprove: Y
e Abstain: Z




https://mentor.ieee.org/802.16/dcn/16/16-16-0013-02.pdf

https://mentor.ieee.org/802.16/dcn/16/16-16-0013-02.pdf

https://mentor.ieee.org/802.16/dcn/16/16-16-0013-02.pdf

https://mentor.ieee.org/802.16/dcn/16/16-16-0013-02.pdf

https://mentor.ieee.org/802.16/dcn/16/16-16-0013-02.pdf




|IEEE 802.18 Motions

ITU-R Terahertz Liaisons
ITU-R M.2003 Revisions

EEE
3802

ec-16-0170-03 IEEE 802 LMSC






o
802.15 IGthz WP5A Motion

 ITU-R WP5A LS request for information on technical and
operational characteristics for systems in the frequency
range 275 to 450 GHz (IEEE 802.18-16-0012-02-0000)

e This document, with its cover letter provides edits for
Annex 29 to WP5A Chairman’s Report: “Working
document towards a preliminary view, Report ITU-R
M.[300GHZ_MS_ CHARY’

— Cover letter: 18-17/56r0
— Response: 18-17/55r0

ec-16-0170-02 IEEE 802 LMSC





o
802.15 IGthz WP5C Motion

e ITU-R WP5C LS request for information on technical and

operational characteristics for systems in the frequency
range 275 to 450 GHz (IEEE 802.18-16-0016-00-0000)

e This document, with its cover letter provides edits for
Annex 3 to Working Party 5C Chairman's Report
“Working document towards a preliminary new draft
report ITU-R F[300GHz_FS CHARY]’

— Cover letter: 18-17/57r0
— Response: 18-17/54r0

ec-16-0170-02 IEEE 802 LMSC





o
Motion: ITU-R Terahertz Liaisons

* Approve document 18-17/54r0 and its cover letter in 18-17/57r0, and
18-17/55r0 and its cover letter in 18-17/56r0 as our responses to
ITU-R WP5C and WP5A liaisons respectively, and forward to the
IEEE 802 EC for their approval and submittal on or before May 10,
2017, granting the Technical Liaison to ITU-R and IEEE LMSC chair
(or his delegate) editorial license, and submittal to ITU-R WP5A on
or before May 10, 2017.

 Moved by: Rich Kennedy
 Seconded by:

* Discussion?

« Vote: (y/n/a): <y>, <n>, <a>

* Inthe TAG (y/n/a): 11/0/0

ec-16-0170-02 IEEE 802 LMSC





o
802.15.3e Motion

* |ITU-R WP5A liaison in support of high rate proximity
communications (HRCP) IEEE Std 802.18.3e-2017

* This document with its cover letter provides edits for
Annex 17 to Working Party 5A Chairman’s Report
“Working document toward a preliminary draft
revision of RECOMMENDATION ITU-R M.2003-1"

— Cover letter: 18-17/60r0
— Response: 18-17/59r1

ec-16-0170-02 IEEE 802 LMSC





o
Motion: ITU-R M.2003 Revisions

e Approve document 18-17/59r1 and its cover letter in 18-17/60r0 as
our proposed update to Annex 17 of Document 5A/298-E (M.2003)
In response to the ITU-R WP5A liaison, granting the Technical
Liaison to ITU-R and IEEE LMSC chair (or his delegate) editorial
license, and submittal to ITU-R WP5A on or before May 10, 2017.

 Moved by: Rich Kennedy
 Seconded by:

* Discussion?

« Vote: (y/n/a): <y>, <n>, <a>

* Inthe TAG (y/n/a): 10/0/1

ec-16-0170-02 IEEE 802 LMSC





O
Document Links

e https://mentor.ieee.orq/802.18/dcn/17/18-17-0056-00-0000-liaison-
statement-to-wp5a.docx

e https://mentor.ieee.orq/802.18/dcn/17/18-17-0055-00-0000-1tu-r-
wp5a-mobile-draft-report.docx

e https://mentor.ieee.org/802.18/dcn/17/18-17-0057-00-0000-liaison-
statement-to-wp5c.docx

e https://mentor.ieee.orq/802.18/dcn/17/18-17-0054-00-0000-1tu-r-
wp5c-fixed-draft-report.docx

e https://mentor.ieee.orq/802.18/dcn/17/18-17-0060-00-0000-liaison-
statement-to-wp5a-m-2003.docx

e https://mentor.ieee.orqg/802.18/dcn/17/18-17-0059-01-0000-
proposed-updates-to-annex-17-to-document-5a-298-e-from-
802.docx

EEE
3802

ec-16-0170-02 IEEE 802 LMSC




https://mentor.ieee.org/802.18/dcn/17/18-17-0056-00-0000-liaison-statement-to-wp5a.docx

https://mentor.ieee.org/802.18/dcn/17/18-17-0055-00-0000-itu-r-wp5a-mobile-draft-report.docx

https://mentor.ieee.org/802.18/dcn/17/18-17-0057-00-0000-liaison-statement-to-wp5c.docx

https://mentor.ieee.org/802.18/dcn/17/18-17-0054-00-0000-itu-r-wp5c-fixed-draft-report.docx

https://mentor.ieee.org/802.18/dcn/17/18-17-0060-00-0000-liaison-statement-to-wp5a-m-2003.docx

https://mentor.ieee.org/802.18/dcn/17/18-17-0059-01-0000-proposed-updates-to-annex-17-to-document-5a-298-e-from-802.docx
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DCN EC-17-0050-00-00EC

IEEE 802 Paul Nikolich

Local and Metropolitan Area Network Standards Committee Chair, IEEE 802 LMSC
EEE
802

To: Jean-Philippe Faure, 2017 SASB Chairman CC: 2017 SASB Members, Dave

Ringle IEEE Staff

SUBJECT: November 2016 IEEE 802 Executive Committee 802.11ax remedial action —
response to the 01 February 2017 follow up request by SASB

DATE: 17 March 2017

Dear SASB Chairman and SASB Members,

In response to your 01 February 2017 follow up request', the following observations have been made since the
IEEE 802 Executive Committee 802.11ax remedial action:

a) All the companies affiliated with the DensiFi Special Interest Group (SIG) ceased participating in the
SIG and have declared so to the WG (see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/16/11-16-1575-07-0000-
entity-submissions-related-to-tgax-special-measures.doc)

b) IEEE 802 Working Groups held Sessions in January 2017 and March 2017

c) The 802.11 Working Group letter ballot 225 on P802.11ax D1.0 failed (145 yes, 106 no, 25 abstain)
and received approximately 7000 comments.

d) The approved remedy took effect after the November 2016 Session. Individuals affiliated with the SIG
regained 802.11 voting rights as soon as their affiliated company withdrew from the SIG. All were
eligible to vote as individuals on the 802.11ax letter ballot and from the January 2017 802.11 Session
onwards. Because of the timely response to the remedy the individuals were able to participate, without
interruption, in the 802.11ax activities.

e) 802.11ax task group operations are more open and there has been a positive impact (WG chair
observation of operation of the task group)

f) Participants are keenly aware of the need to avoid creating potential dominance situations (WG chair
hallway conversations with participants)

g) Participants are encouraged not to leave complaints to the last moment so that aberrant behavior can
be nipped in the bud (WG chair commentary to WG participants during WG plenary session)

h) A slide describing the requirements on individual participation is presented at all IEEE 802 meetings. It
was presented at the January and March Sessions (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/16/11-16-1579-
00-0000-2nd-vice-chair-report-january-2017.pptx slide 8, https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/16/11-16-
1562-01-0000-january-2017-802-11-supplementary-material.ppt slides 5 and 9).

i) One participant commented that the need for IEEE to highlight the requirements for participating as an
individual was long overdue.

j) The SASB action supporting the 802 EC action was appealed.

k) The appeal was rejected by SASB appeal officers with the observation that the SASB is open to
requests for further corrective action.

I) IEEE 802 Executive Committee straw poll "Were the actions taken by the IEEE 802 Executive
Committee regarding the finding of dominance in IEEE 802.11ax effective and sufficient?"

17 March 2017 802 LMSC Closing Executive Committee Result: _  YES,  NO,  ABSTAIN
Regards,

/s/ Paul Nikolich

Paul Nikolich
Chairman, IEEE 802 LAN/MAN Standards Committee





DCN EC-17-0050-00-00EC

i Dear Paul, Chairman, IEEE 802 LAN/MAN Standards Committee Sponsor,

At the SASB March meeting I would like to follow up on the Dec. SASB ratification of the actions taken by the IEEE 802 LMSC
Sponsor in connection with the 802 TGax complaint and check if actions were effective and sufficient. Can you please prepare inputs
for the SASB discussion? Best regards, Jean-Philippe Faure, 2017 SASB Chair
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Mentor DCN: EC-17-0030-01-INTL 3/15/2017

Agenda for March meeting

» Role of this standing committee

« IEEE membership in ITU

- IEEE-SA BOG International SDO advisory group
- Review other future meetings

« Review ITU-T JCA IMT-2020
= Discuss potential 802 input
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Role of the
TU standing committee
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Objective

 Provide IEEE 802 input into IEEE-SA
engagements with ITU

» Receive updates on IEEE-SA engagements with
ITU

- Do not interfere with existing technical liaisons
to ITU-T (e.g., in 802.1, 802.3)

- Do not interfere with existing regulatory and
technical liaisons with ITU-R (e.g., in 802.18)
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LMSC P&P section 5.6, item #2

http://standards.ieee.org/about/sasb/audcom/pnp/LMSC.pdf

 The subgroup is responsible for assisting the
Sponsor (e.g., drafting all or a portion of a
document, drafting responses to comments,
drafting public statements on standards, or
other purely advisory functions).



http://standards.ieee.org/about/sasb/audcom/pnp/LMSC.pdf
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Operating practice

« Consensus
> Any voting, approvals will be done by the EC

- Reciprocal attendance rights for 802 WGs
= policy is per home WG
- Preperatory meetings for upcoming I'TU events for IEEE

» Formalize current volunteer engagement

> Summarize issues to de discussed per ITU event

- IEEE-SA staff will indicate targeted ITU events to guide the agenda
= Review proposed positions/contributions

- IEEE-SA staff or volunteers may propose
> Hold conference calls as needed between plenaries





IEEE membership in [TU
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IEEE and ITU

« IEEE is a Sector Member of ITU-T, ITU-R and ITU-D

o Participate in the work of ITU-T Study Groups, Working
Parties and expert groups, seminars, round tables, colloquia
and workshops

= Attend ITU and ITU-T decision-making bodies (e.g., ITU
Plenipotentiary Conference, World Telecommunication
Standardization Assembly)

o ITU Council granted no fee sector membership ~2002
« IEEE is classified as a “regional or other international
organization”

- IEEE is qualified as

o ITU-T A.6 - Cooperation and exchange of information with
national and regional SDOs

o ITU-T A.5 - Making reference to documents from other
organizations.




http://www.itu.int/rec/T-REC-A.6

http://www.itu.int/rec/T-REC-A.5
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Register for a TIES Account

- Any IEEE 802 WG member may apply for a TIES Account under IEEE
= Provides access to ITU-T documents
o http://www.itu.int/online/mm/scripts/reg.screeni.html?_language

International Telecommunication Union
3 s Publications Site Map About Us

TIES OnLine Registration : Page 1/4

WICEEELE TIES Main Page | FAQ | Email | GD Map  Tue Mar 4 14:47:49 CET 2014
How to SEARCH
Fields with * are mandatory,
SEARCH Title * [»2> Select your title ¥ |
How to ORDER
Last/Family Mame ™
How to UPDATE
First/ Given Mame(s] *
Terminology
Email Address [only one 1] *
TIES
GD Map Country == Select a country (short/long version) T
Palestine, Resalution 99 [Rev, Guadalajara, 2010
| don't have a TIES account /| fargot my TIES Username/ Passward

Continue Back

Lf you weant ta check the status of a previous request, please click here

MB:

* for Permanent Missions, please select the represented country (i.e. Italy for Permanent Mission of Italy)
* for ITU Staff, please select Switzerland
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Attendance at ITU

- Typically, volunteers attend under their
company’s membership

- Volunteer attendance at ITU meetings as
an IEEE representative requires IEEE-SA
approval
» ITU-R liaison (Mike Lynch) has been approved





e L

Mentor DCN: EC-17-0030-01-INTL 3/15/2017

Contact

Jodi Haasz
International Affairs Senior Liaison

j.haasz@ieee.org
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[EEE-SA BOG International
SDO advisery group

Chair: Glenn Parsons






e
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Scope

- Provide guidance of the relationship between IEEE-
SA and ITU, IEC and ISO

= ITU Work items

= ITU-D conferences
» JEEE staff educational presentations

o [TU-T TSAG
= Contribution assessment

o SC-21
o TEEE-SA will host in Vienna
» 26-27 September 2017





e
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GSC-21

» Leading SDO forum
- ITU, ISO, IEC, IEEE, ETSI, ATIS, TIA, ARIB, CCSA,
TTA, TTC, TSDSI
- General agenda
s SDO summary of work program
= Detailed discussion of 2-3 hot topics

- IEEE-SA suggested topics

= Technical and non-technical aspects of Artificial
Intelligence used in telecommunication and network
systems

= Mixed Reality considerations for a Trusted Experience




http://www.itu.int/en/ITU-T/gsc/Pages/default.aspx



Ongoing ITU-T conferences





e
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ITU conferences - policy & governance

« Recent conferences
o TU-D TDAG —January 2017
o ITU CWG WSIS & Internet — February 2017
= ITU-D RPM Americas — February 2017

o ITU-T Joint Coordination Activity on SDN
+ Contribution from IEEE





e

Mentor DCN: EC-17-0030-01-INTL 3/15/2017

ITU conferences - policy & governance

- Upcoming conferences
= TSB Director’s IPR adhoc — early 2017
= ITU-D Study Group 2 - 3-7 April 2017
s ITU-R RAG — April 2017
o [TU-D TDAG - 9-12 May 2017
o ITU-T TSAG — May 2017
- ITRs, Open Source, RG on Standardization Strategy
= ITU Council — May 2017
+ Expert Group on ITRs (EG-ITRs)
o ITU-T Joint Coordination Activity on 5G/IMT 2020
* Potential contribution from IEEE
= ITU-D WTDC - Oct 2017
= ITU Plenipotentiary - November 2018 in Dubai, UAE





e
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IEEE-SA Topics of interest

Strategic plan of ITU

Internet governance

Addressing / numbering

Privacy and trust

Cooperation and collaboration with other SDOs
Patent policy

Open source





e

Mentor DCN: EC-17-0030-01-INTL 3/15/2017

JCA IM1T=-2020
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Resolution 92 - Enhancing the standardization
activities in the ITU-T related to non-radio aspects
of international mobile telecommunications

« TSAG to coordinate among ITU-T SGs, encourage collaboration
with other SDOs

« ITU-T SGs to report annually in ITU-T’s standard strategy on IMT
» SG 13 to maintain roadmap of IMT, establish JCA IMT-2020

» SG 15 to promote studies on IMT’s fronthaul and backhaul network
standardization activities

« SG 11 to promote studies on non-radio aspects of IMT’s signalling,
protocol and testing

» SG 12 to promote studies on non-radio aspects of IMT service, QoS
and QoE

» SG 17 to promote studies on IMT network and applications’ security



http://www.itu.int/pub/publications.aspx?lang=en&parent=T-RES-T.92-2016
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ITU-T SG13

» Focus Group on IMT-2020 (FG IMT-2020) has accomplished its
mission.

> The deliverables produced by the Focus Group at its closure are
available from the following link FG IMT-2020: Nine
Deliverables prepared in 2016.

- ITU-T SG13 & ITU-R WP5D joint info session on IMT-2020

o "Un Update on IMT-2020 Technology Work in ITU-R Working
Party 5D for the Joint Session with ITU-T SG13" - Stephen Blust

o "IMT2020: How SG13/WP1 will face 5G challenges" - Luca
Pesando

- The May TSAG meeting is requested to review, possible to comment
and endorse the new JCA-IMT-2020.




http://www.itu.int/en/ITU-T/focusgroups/imt-2020/Documents/FG_IMT-2020_Deliverables_2016.zip

https://www.itu.int/md/meetingdoc.asp?lang=en&parent=T17-SG13-170206-TD-GEN-0136
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JCA IMT-2020 - Proposed scope

» The scope of JCA-IMT2020 is coordination of
the ITU-T IMT2020 standardization work with
focus on non-radio aspects within ITU-T and
coordination of the communication with
standards development organizations, consortia
and forums also working on IMT2020 related
standards.





R
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JCA - proposed objectives

1. The JCA-IMT2020 will ensure that the ITU-T IMT2020 standardization work with focus on non-radio aspects is
progressed in a well-coordinated manner among relevant study groups, in particular, Study Group 2 on Network
Management, Study Group 11 on protocols and interoperability, Study Group 12 on QoS, Study Group 15 on transport,
fronthaul/ backhaul and Study Group 17 on security.

2. Whenever duplication of effort or planning issues are discovered, the JCA-IMT2020 will report this to Study
Group 13 as the lead study group to coordinate all activities related to IMT2020 with other relevant study groups.

3. The JCA-IMT2020 will consider and encourage possibilities of co-operation on IMT2020 non-radio aspects,
namely with relevant subgroups such as 3GPP, BBF, ETSI, IEEE, IETF, MEF, NGMN etc as well as Open Source
community.

4. The JCA-IMT2020 will analyze the work of standards development organizations, consortia and forums for use
in its coordination function and will provide information on this work for use by the relevant study groups in planning
their work.

5. Inorder to avoid duplication of work and assist in coordinating the work of the study groups, the JCA-IMT2020
will act as a point of contact within ITU-T and with other standards development organizations, consortia and forums
working on IMT2020 related standards.

6. The JCA-IMT2020 will maintain the roadmap for IMT2020 standardization which addresses on-going and
published specifications from ITU, other relevant standard development organization, consortia and forums.

7. In carrying out the internal coordinating role, participants in the JCA-IMT2020 will include representatives of
relevant ITU-T study groups and other ITU groups.

8. In carrying out the external collaboration role, representatives from other relevant standards development
organizations, regional /national organizations, consortia and forums shall be invited to join the JCA
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JCA Timeline

- Approval — TSAG May 2017

- Liaison requesting input to IMT-2020 roadmap
— June 2017

- First meeting — July 2017
s during ITU-T SG13 Rapporteur Group meeting





[EEE 802 position






RRRRRRRERRRRRRRRRRRA:
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JCA contributions

« From IEEE-SA

o Suggest IEEE-SA contribution introducing 5G related standards
be based on list prepared by IEEE 5G Initiative -
http://5g.ieee.org/standards

- IEEE 802 — sponsor level

> Prepare to send an 802 level liaison in response to JCA

announcement in time for inaugural July meeting

+ Summarize our 5G direction (based on conclusion of 5G/IMT-2020
SC, and outcomes: AANI & ICAID)

- Request additional details to add from WG
* Discuss/Approve on June EC call

e Per IEEE 802 WG
o After initial 802 liaison, as necessary




http://5g.ieee.org/standards
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Mentor DCN: EC-17-0030-01-INTL 3/15/2017

Summary

= The various conferences for this year were reviewed.
» There is minimal impact to the work of IEEE 802

- It was suggested that for GSC, a relevant hot topic would
be:

- How SDOs can evolve to better help industry?
s JCA IMT-2020 liaison
- IEEE-SA based on 5G initiative

- IEEE 802 based on WG input
- approve before July plenary
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Overview

o This document is the IEEE 802.18 Radio Regulatory
Technical Advisory Group (RR-TAG) closing report for
the March Plenary in Vancouver.

Liaison Slide 2 Rich Kennedy, HP Enterprise
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Agenda

e Discussion items

Regulatory work in progress
Status of completed work

e Actions required

ISED (Canada) 5150-5250 MHz consultation
Terahertz ITU-R WP5A and WP5C liaisons
802.15.3e ITU-R WP5A liaison

Ofcom 5.8 GHz proposal

Advancing the 6 GHz effort in the US and EU

Liaison

Slide 3

Rich Kennedy, HP Enterprise
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Actions

» Approved ISED consultation response

* Approved two Terahertz liaisons

— Updates for draft Recommendation — “Technical and operational
characteristics of the land mobile service applications operating in the
frequency range 275-450 GHz”, and “Technical and operational
characteristics and applications of the point-to-point fixed service
applications operating in the frequency range 275-450 GHz”

» Approved an 802.15.3e liaison

— Updates for ITU-R Recommendation M.2003-1 (2015) — “Multiple
Gigabit Wireless Systems in frequencies around 60 GHz”

» Discussed current global regulatory status
» Discussed upcoming work:

— Ofcom 5.8 GHz proposal
— 6 GHz unlicensed sharing efforts in the US and EU

Liaison Slide 4 Rich Kennedy, HP Enterprise
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802.15 1Gthz WP5A Motion 7.012

 ITU-R WP5A LS request for information on technical
and operational characteristics for systems in the
frequency range 275 to 450 GHz (IEEE 802.18-16-0012-
02-0000)

e This document, with its cover letter provides edits for
Annex 29 to WP5A Chairman’s Report: “Working
document towards a preliminary view, Report ITU-R
M.[300GHZ_MS CHARY]”

— Cover letter: 18-17/56r0
— Response: 18-17/55r0

Liaison
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802.15 1Gthz WP5C Motion 7.012

o ITU-R WP5C LS request for information on technical
and operational characteristics for systems in the
frequency range 275 to 450 GHz (IEEE 802.18-16-0016-

00-0000)

e This document, with its cover letter provides edits for
Annex 3 to Working Party 5C Chairman's Report
“Working document towards a preliminary new draft
report ITU-R F.[300GHz_FS CHARY]”

— Cover letter: 18-17/57r0
— Response: 18-17/54r0

Liaison





doc.: IEEE 802.18-17/0062r1

Motion: WP5C Terahertz Liaison Response

Approve document 18-17/54r0 and its cover letter in 18-17/57r0 as
communication to ITU-R WP5C, granting the Technical Liaison to
ITU-R and IEEE LMSC chair (or his delegate) editorial license, and
submittal to the appropriate WPs on or before May 10, 2017. This
approval is under LMSC OM “Procedure for communication with
government bodies”.

Moved by: Rich Kennedy
Seconded by: Bob Heile
Discussion?

Vote: (y/n/a): <y>, <n>, <a>

In the TAG (y/n/a): 11/0/0

Liaison
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Motion: WP5A Terahertz Liaison Response

Approve document 18-17/55r0 and its cover letter in 18-17/56r0 as
communication to ITU-R WP5A, granting the Technical Liaison to
ITU-R and IEEE LMSC chair (or his delegate) editorial license, and
submittal to the appropriate WPs on or before May 10, 2017. This
approval is under LMSC OM “Procedure for communication with
government bodies”.

Moved by: Rich Kennedy
Seconded by: Bob Heile
Discussion?

Vote: (y/n/a): <y>, <n>, <a>

In the TAG (y/n/a): 11/0/0

Liaison
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802.15.3e Motion 7.013

o ITU-R WP5A contribution in support of high rate
proximity communications (HRCP) IEEE Std
802.18.3e-2017 (18-17-0010-00-0000)

e This document with its cover letter provides edits for
Annex 17 to Working Party 5A Chairman’s Report
“Working document toward a preliminary draft
revision of RECOMMENDATION ITU-R M.2003-1”

— Cover letter: 18-17/60r0
— Response: 18-17/59r1

Liaison
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Motion: ITU-R M.2003 Revisions

Approve document 18-17/59r1 and its cover letter in 18-17/60r0 as our
proposed update to Annex 17 of Document 5A/298-E (M.2003) in
response to the ITU-R WP5A liaison, granting the Technical Liaison to
ITU-R and IEEE LMSC chair (or his delegate) editorial license, and
submittal to ITU-R WP5A on or before May 10, 2017. This approval is
under LMSC OM “Procedure for communication with government
bodies”.

Moved by: Rich Kennedy
Seconded by: Bob Heile
Discussion?

Vote: (y/n/a): <y>, <n>, <a>

In the TAG (y/n/a): 10/0/1

Liaison
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Document Links

e https://mentor.ieee.org/802.18/dcn/17/18-17-0048-03-0000-vancouver-
meeting-agenda-march-2017.pptx

e https://mentor.ieee.org/802.18/dcn/17/18-17-0039-03-0000-proposed-ieee-
802-response-to-canada-ised-consultation.docx

e https://mentor.ieee.org/802.18/dcn/17/18-17-0056-00-0000-liaison-
statement-to-wp5a.docx

e https://mentor.ieee.org/802.18/dcn/17/18-17-0055-00-0000-itu-r-wpba-
mobile-draft-report.docx

e https://mentor.ieee.org/802.18/dcn/17/18-17-0057-00-0000-liaison-
statement-to-wp5c.docx

e https://mentor.ieee.org/802.18/dcn/17/18-17-0054-00-0000-itu-r-wp5sc-
fixed-draft-report.docx

e https://mentor.ieee.org/802.18/dcn/17/18-17-0060-00-0000-liaison-
statement-to-wp5a-m-2003.docx

e https://mentor.ieee.org/802.18/dcn/17/18-17-0059-01-0000-proposed-

updates-to-annex-17-to-document-5a-298-e-from-802.docx
Liaison Slide 11 Rich Kennedy, HP Enterprise
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Improving IEEE 802 Process
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Why discuss this? (opinion)

* |EEE 802 needs to remain market relevant

— We should know how we are viewed by our
customers

— What do they like about IEEE 802 and what do
they dislike
* For example, are we perceived as being an
efficient process for standards
development?

* How do we collect feedback regarding the
perception of our group?

IEEE 802 LMSC EC James Gilb (GA-ASI)
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Topics for discussion

* Should we measure the time from idea to
standard?

* Should we keep track of this time for all
our standards process?

* Should we communicate this externally?

* Are there areas in which we can improve
this time?

IEEE 802 LMSC EC James Gilb (GA-ASI)
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Reduce Friction

* For a new group, technical editor and secretary
can be difficult positions to fill
* For technical editor

— Cost of Framemaker (floating license owned by
IEEE 8027?)

— Difficulty using the Word template
— Training to use Frame or the Word template

— Pre-ballot editorial review to conform to style
manual?

* For the secretary
— Should we hire/pay for a rapporteur?

IEEE 802 LMSC EC

James Gilb (GA-ASI)
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Outside feedback?

* How can we get outside feedback (i.e.,
people who don't attend our meetings)
on our efficacy?

IEEE 802 LMSC EC James Gilb (GA-ASI)
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2016 T1 (Jan-Apr)





2016 T1 ATL Meeting Results

Atlanta Meeting Result

Meeting Income $387,071.12
NNA Venue Setaside -$73,600.00
Meeting Expense -$287,047.36
Meeting Surpus/Loss $26,423.76
Sponsorships $0.00

Net Meeting Surplus/Loss  $26,423.76





2016 T1 MFM Meeting Results

Macau Meeting Result

Meeting Income $488,033.25
NNA Venue Setaside $0.00
Meeting Expense -$609,869.67
Meeting Surpus/Loss -$121,836.42
Sponsorships $127,967.40

Net Meeting Surplus/Loss $6,130.98





2016 T2 Meeting Results

Meeting Result

Meeting Income $537,938.30
NNA Venue Setaside -$89,300.00
Meeting Expense -$373,220.88
Meeting Surpus/Loss $75,417.42
Sponsorships $0.00

Net Meeting Surplus/Loss $75,417.42





2016 T3 Meeting Results

Meeting Result

Meeting Income $457,576.05
NNA Venue Setaside -$71,800.00
Meeting Expense -$393,983.58
Meeting Surpus/Loss -$8,207.53
Sponsorships $0.00

Net Meeting Surplus/Loss -$8,207.53





2016 Net Worth Change

2016-01 Meeting $26,423.76
2016-03 Meeting $6,130.98
2016-07 Meeting $75,417.42
2016-11 Meeting (58,207.53)
2016 Income Other $1,457.38
2016 NA Expense Other (52,851.54)
2016 NNA Expense Other (S0.00)
2016 NNA Venue Setaside $234,700.00
Change i1n Foreign Currency 0.00

2016 Net Worth Change $333,070.47





2016 Reserve

Reserves Beginning

USD General Reserve $1,110,684.11
NNA Reserve $189,533.49
General + NNA Reserve $1,300,217.60
Petty Cash $2,000.00
General + NNA + Petty Cash $1,302,217.60
Singapore Funds USD $0.00

Total Reserves $1,302,217.60

Change End

$92,239.49 $1,202,923.60
$240,830.98 $430,364.47
$333,070.47 $1,633,288.07
$0.00 $2,000.00
$333,070.47 $1,635,288.07
$0.00 $0.00
$333,070.47 $1,635,288.07





2017 T1 Meeting Results Estimate

Meeting Result

Meeting Income $383,692.70
NNA Venue Setaside -$36,800.00
Meeting Expense -$396,072.03
Meeting Surpus/Loss -$49,179.33
Sponsorships $0.00

Net Meeting Surplus/Loss  -$49,179.33





2017 Net Worth Change Estimate

2017-03 Meeting ($49,179.33)
2017-07 Meeting (S164,343.42)
2017-11 Meeting (558,150.00)
2017 Income Other $1,200.00
2017 NA Expense Other (512,004.17)
2017 NNA Expense Other ($0.00)
2017 NNA Venue Setaside $71,800.00
Change i1n Foreign Currency 0.00

2017 Net Worth Change (5210,676.92)





2017 Reserve Estimate

Reserves Beginning Change End

USD General Reserve $1,202,923.60 ($118,133.50) $1,084,790.10
NNA Reserve $430,364.47 ($92,543.42)  $337,821.05
General + NNA Reserve $1,633,288.07 ($210,676.92) $1,422,611.15
Petty Cash $2,000.00 $0.00 $2,000.00

General + NNA + Petty Cash ~ $1,635,288.07 ($210,676.92) $1,424,611.15
Singapore Funds USD $0.00 $0.00
Total Reserves $1,635,288.07 ($210,676.92) $1,424,611.15

$0.00





Other





Backup





2011





2011 Net Change

2011-03 Meeting
2011-07 Meeting
2011-11 Meeting
2011 Income Other
2011 Expenses Other

2011 Net Change

$15,016.
($49,166.
($8,000.
$2,755.
($31,563.

($49,147

52
24)
00)
07
06)

.28)





Reserves

USD General Reserve

NNA Reserve

General + NNA Reserve

Petty Cash

General + NNA + Petty Cash $1,070,377.00 ($56,062.47) $1,014,314.53
$0.00 $102,481.00 $102,481.00

$1,070,377.00 $46,418.53 $1,116,795.53

Singapore Funds USD
Total Reserves

2011 Reserve

Beginning Change End

$1,068,377.00  ($56,062.47) $1,012,314.53

$0.00 $0.00

$1,068,377.00 ($56,062.47) $1,012,314.53
$2,000.00

$2,000.00 $0.00





2012





2012 Net Worth Change

2012-03 Meeting

2012-07 Meeting

2012-11 Meeting

2012 Income Other

2012 Expense Other

Change 1n Foreign Currency
Depreciation

2012 Net Worth Change

($80,777.
$14,520.
($1,125.

$3,692.

.03)

$8,771.

.00)

.31)

($18, 731

($752
($74,401

00)
49
50)
02

71





2012 Reserve

Reserves

USD General Reserve

NNA Reserve

General + NNA Reserve
Petty Cash

General + NNA + Petty Cash
Singapore Funds USD

Total Reserves

Beginning
$1,012,314.53
$0.00
$1,012,314.53
$2,000.00
$1,014,314.53
$102,481.00
$1,116,795.53

Change

($82,421.02)
$0.00
($82,421.02)
$0.00
($82,421.02)
$73,790.20
($8,630.82)

End
$929,893.51
$0.00
$929,893.51
$2,000.00
$931,893.51
$176,271.20
$1,108,164.71





2013





2013 Net Worth Change

2013-03 Meeting ($22,180.39)
2013-07 Meeting $118,865.59
2013-11 Meeting (58,444 .58)
2013 Income Other $2,132.00
2013 Expense Other ($10,609.48)
2013 NNA Expense Other ($7,137.76)
2013 NNA Venue Setaside $156,900.00
Change in Foreign Currency ($5,689.95)
Depreciation ($752.00)

2013 Net Worth Change $223,083.43





2013 Reserve

Reserves

USD General Reserve

NNA Reserve

General + NNA Reserve
Petty Cash

General + NNA + Petty Cash
Singapore Funds USD

Total Reserves

Beginning
$929,893.51
$0.00
$929,893.51
$2,000.00
$931,893.51
$176,271.20
$1,108,164.71

Change
($39,102.45)
$268,627.83
$229,525.38

$0.00
$229,525.38
($5,689.95)
$223,835.43

End
$890,791.06
$268,627.83

$1,159,418.89
$2,000.00
$1,161,418.89
$170,581.25
$1,332,000.14





2014





2014 Net Worth Change

2014-03 Meeting ($403,975.75)
2014-07 Meeting $40,521.38
2014-11 Meeting ($37,220.49)
2014 Income Other $1,104.97
2014 Expense Other (514,775.41)
2014 NNA Expense Other ($54,562.70)
2014 NNA Venue Setaside $S165,300.00
Change in Foreign Currency ($1,580.406)
Depreciation ($485.00)

2014 Net Worth Change (5305,673.40)





2014 Reserve

Reserves

USD General Reserve

NNA Reserve

General + NNA Reserve
Petty Cash

General + NNA + Petty Cash
Singapore Funds USD

Total Reserves

Beginning
$890,791.06
$268,627.83

$1,159,418.89
$2,000.00
$1,161,418.89
$170,581.25
$1,332,000.14

Change End
$159,066.45 $1,049,857.51
($293,673.66) -$25,045.83
($134,607.21) $1,024,811.68
$0.00 $2,000.00
($134,607.21) $1,026,811.68
($170,581.25) $0.00
($305,188.46) $1,026,811.68





2015





2015 Net Worth Change

2015-01 Meeting $115,343.86
2015-03 Meeting (514,481.19)
2015-07 Meeting ($97,180.88)
2015-11 Meeting $48,185.70
2015 Income Other $1,183.63
2015 NA Expense Other ($7,605.71)
2015 NNA Expense Other (5474.70)
2015 NNA Venue Setaside $229,100.00
Change i1n Foreign Currency 0.00

2015 Net Worth Change $274,070.71





2015 Reserve

Reserves

USD General Reserve

NNA Reserve

General + NNA Reserve
Petty Cash

General + NNA + Petty Cash
Singapore Funds USD

Total Reserves

Beginning
$1,050,757.51
-$24,610.62
$1,026,146.89
$2,000.00
$1,028,146.89
$0.00
$1,028,146.89

Change

$59,926.60
$214,144.11
$274,070.71
$0.00
$274,070.71
$0.00
$274,070.71

End
$1,110,684.11
$189,533.49
$1,300,217.60
$2,000.00
$1,302,217.60
$0.00
$1,302,217.60







